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WASHINGTON STATE COURT OF APPEALS
DIVISION ONE

RS 01 HY_81 70r 1107

STATE OF WASHINGTON,

Plaintiff, No. 65557-4-1

GROUNDS FOR REVIEW

MARCUS zAMUDIO-OROZCO,

)
)
)
) STATEMENT OF ADDITIONAL
)
)
Defendant, )

Pursuant to RAP 10.10

GROUND ONE

Late Amended Information

Zamudio-Orozco's trial commenced on 5-4-10, and the State
amended the information and added charges. This resulted in
his defense counsel being inadequately prepared for the pres-
entation and defense of the newly added charges. Zamudio-
Orozco was put into a classic Hobson situation in his case.

Zamudio was forced to choose hetween his fight to effect-
ive representation, and his right to a speedy trial that was
delayed before the amending of charges, which occurred on May
5th, the second day of trial. The Washington State Supreme

Court interpreted Cr.R 8.3(b) in State v. Michielli, by ruling

that "governmental mismanagement satisfies the 'misconduct'

element [of 8.3(b)]." see 132 Wn.2d 229, 243, 937 P.2d 587.

STATEMENT OF ADDITIONAL GROUNDS-1
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In Michielli, the state's late action forced the defense
to waive the defendant's right to speedy trial or proceed un-
prepared. The court found that this late action by the state
prejudiced the defendant, and satisfied the misconduct element
of 8.3(b). Id. at 245. Specifically, the court held that the
defendant was prejudiced in that he was forced to waive his
speedy trial rights and ask for a continuance to prepare for
the surprise charges brought three business days before, to
waive his speedy trial is not a trivial event...The state's
delay in amending the charges, coupled with the fact...can
reasonably be considered mismanagement. Id. at 245-46.

Zamudio's counsel responded with the following:

Defense Counsel: Well, what I would like the court
to do is certainly. What I would
like the court to do is not allow
the amendments. If the court al-
lows the amendment, then I would
when I am provided the information,
that I may have a separate motion,
I just don't--I knew these counts
were coming, but I still don't have
the discovery to support them. So I
would again just object —to. the am-

endment.
(see VRP 5-5-10, pg. 178, In. 2.)

Zamudio points to the case of Williams, 135 Wn.App. 1029,
where the court held that amendment of information on day of
trial was prejudicial and impermissibly forced the defendant
to choose between his right to effective representation and
his right to a speedy. Reversed and Remanded. Zamudio wants
this court to review the prejudicial effect of the late amend-

ments, and reverse his conviction. (see Exhibits A.)

STATEMENT OF ADDITIONAL GROUNDS-2
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GROUND T WO

Violation of Speedy Trial

Zamudio's trial was originally set to expire on 2-5-10,
but the court granted a series of continuances (without expl-
anation), in which he did not sign. Zamudio's trial actually
commenced on.5-4-10, which was 70 days after the expiration
date. Zamudio never signed any continuances, and if the State
wishes to contest this fact, then Zamudio requests that this
court grant an evidentiary hearing. Zamudio supplies these
facts relating to his speedy triai rights; (1) that he made
objections to the continuances in open court; (2) the trial
expiration date was extended numerous times; (3) the defense
was prepared to proceed each time the delays would occur. |

Zamudio stongly points out that he was arrested on 11-22-09
and was not brought to trial until 5-4-10. The provisions in
Cr.R 3.3 clearly state; (see Exhibie B 2 PG 2 LINE 10)

3.3(c)(1); "2 defendant not released form jail pending

trial shall be brought to trial no later
thaN 60 days after the date of arraignment.™

3.3(c)(2); "It shall be the responsibility of the court
to ensure a trial in accordance with this
rule to each person charged with a crime.”

3.3 (h); "A criminal charge not brought to trial within
the time period provided by this rule shall be
dismissed with prejudice."™

"Washington Criminal Court Rules, like statutes should be

. should be construed to foster the purpose for which they were

annotated."

The purpose of Cr.R 3.3 is to provide "a prompt trial for

the defendant once prosecution is initiated. Edwords , 99 Wn. 2d 208.

STATEMENT OF ADDITION GROUNDS-3
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Over his numerous objections, Zamudio suffered numerous
prejudicial continuances, and was placed in a Hobson's choice
and was forced to choose between two constitutional rights
which were, (1) proceed with unprepared counsel; (2) abandon
his speedy trial rights, in which both are Sixth Amendment
rights to a fair trial. After the 60 day trial date expired,

State's complaining witnesses disappeared, and was
found in California 3 months later. The State responded with
the following: (see Exhibit B.)

The State: I just wanted to--and Mr. Bradley knows
this--but as the court knows, we have
multiple witnesses, so I was waiting.

We basically have everyone at bay, wai-
“ting to see what happens this morning to
sew whether or not were tickets or they
are going to start coming up. And so
just to let the court know, Im thinking
right now maybe the earliest we get one
of the out-of-state witnesses on the stand
is Monday. Im hoping that works for ever-
one. (see VRP 5-5-10, pg. 129, Ln. 18)

Having factually established a jeopardizing of Zamudio's
speedy trial rights, he notes that the expiration date seems
to have suffered surreptitious attempts to secret it from the
record. "In bringing the defendant to trial, the prosecution
must uphold its duty in good faith and with due diligence.

The failure to comply with the speedy trial rule requires

dismissal, whether or not the defendant can show prejudeice."

State v. Ross, 98 Wn.App. at 5. "The right to a speedy trial

under rule Cr.R 3.3 is a fundamental right," see State v.

white, 23 Wn.App. 438, 440, 597 P.2d 420 (1979).

STATEMENT OF ADDITIONAL GROUNDS-4
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GROUND THREE

Discovery Violation

Zamudio's Omnibus Hearing was also continued a series of
times, in which the State had ample opportunity to disclose all
the discovery. The DNA Lab Report was dated 3-9-10, but the
defense did not receive the report until 4-26-10. The defense
moved to supress the lab report, but the court allowed it, and
thus was able to violate the discovery rule, by being able to
introduce evidence late. Zamudio's counsel was ineffective
for failing to move for a mistrial after the State withdrew
the DNA evidence outside the presence of the jury. But before
the evidence was withdrawn, the defense moved to suppress the
DNA Lab Report. The defense responded with the following:

Defense Counsel: Well, your Honor, I actually have to have a
conversation with Mr. Santos about the expert
and if he's endorsing anybody. My motion to
dismiss, you honor, heard yesterday, I lost
that motion. But we are asking--and we can
talk more about this after lunch, but we are
asking the court to suppress, not to allow
the state to proffer that lab report, given
as it is essentially like a--the court was
not willing to dismiss the case as an extra-
ordinary remedy, but I believe the court has
the ability to, when discovery is given so
late inthegame, they had it in their poss-
ession, not Mr. Santos, but a State's actor
(sp) had it for six weeks, and it obviously
put my client in the position of having to
choose between his right to a speedy trial.

I understand, you Honor, we've started so
maybe the court doesn't actually essentially
agree with that, but he has to choose with
having this trial today versus getting a recess
So I would ask the court to not allow that to
come into evidence. (see VRP 5-5-10, Pg. 154,
Ln. 14)

// (see Exhibit C. thru D.)

STATEMENT OF ADDITIONAL GROUNDS-5
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The State had an obligation to provide the lab report as
wéll as disclose its expert witness in a timely manner, also
to provide Zamudio with the results so he could prepare a def-
ense. This obligation stems from Cr.R 4.7(a), and Zamudio's
request for discovery. Namely, all of Zamudio's requests for
discovery are intended to obtain information within the know-
ledge, possession, .or control of each and every member of the

prosecutor's staff. Cr.R 4.7(a)(4). The State responded with

the following;

The State: Essentially what I received, when I
received the detective, I forwarded
I received it via E-mail. I believe
it was April 26th, or might have been
over the--sent me over the weekend.
At any rate, when it was sent to me,
I sent it directly via E-mail to Mr.
Bradley, I believe that same day.
And so I think the issue will be whether
or not-and I don't know exactly when the
detective delayed in getting that to me,
then that would constitute some sort of
prosecutorial misconduct and mismanagement.
(see VRP 5-4-10, Pg. 50)

The "prosecution team" also includes every single prosec-
utor, whether associated with the case or not. see Giglio v.

United States, 405 U.S. 150, 154 (1972); Benn v. Lambert, 283

F.3d 1040 (9th Ccir. 2002). "The duty to disclosure including
anyone working on the state's behalf, including police." see

Kyles v. Whitley, 514 U.S. 419, 438, 115 S.Ct. 1555, 131 L.Ed.

2d at 294. The prosecutor should have managed his case better
seeing that he had discretion on when to file these charges.

If his attorney had not sought a continuance over Zamudio's

STATEMENT OF ADDITIONAL GROUNDS-6
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objection,

the State would not have even disclosed this evid-

ence prior to the trial date. The defense reponded with the

following;

Defense Counsel: So I would say this...well it appears that

this court would believe that the complete
findings of the DNA exam would be admissible
in the form of opinion testimony by Megan
Inslee, based on the report. the court still
is not persuaded that it should admit the
actual report into evidence. I have a couple
of questions, and then I don't think we have
to delay the trial, now on it. But if counsel
believes there needs to be refinement on this,
then we'll have a chance to see if there is
some authority that would assist the court.
oOut of curiosity, did Ms. Inslee actually
perform the test that is at issue? (see VRP
5-12-10, Pg. 7, In. 11)

The State: I just have one thing. I do want to move to
withdraw the DNA exhibit that we use for dem-
onstrative purposes while we were on the rec-
ord your Honor. It was not admitted into ev-
idence, it was just the one the lab used. I'm
always supposed to get that back and I forgot
to get that back.

The Court: Any objection?

Defense Counsel: No.

The Court: All right. Thank you. It may be withdrawn.
The State: Thank you your Honor.

(Jury not Present)
(see VRP 5-24-10, pg.12, In. 12)

Counsel was ineffective when he failed to move for a mis-

trial after the State withdrew the DNA evidence outside the

jury's presence. The defense was also ineffective when he

failed to request a curative instruction notifying the jury

that the DNA evidence had been withdrawn and that all expert

STATEMENT OF ADDITIONAL GROUNDS-7
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testimony regarding the DNA should be ignored. This ineffect-
iveness is overt in the jury's question to the court during
its deliberation. the trial judge abused his discretion by
not providing a limited instruction telling fhe jury to ignore
the DNA testimony, since the evidence had been withdrawn by
the State. The prejudice against Zamudio is obvious, and the
outcome of the trial would have been different, had the jury
been aware that the State moved to withdraw DNA evidence.

This alone, is grounds for reversal and a new trial, based
on the fact that four days before the trial, the prosecutor
turned over a DNA report which established that DNA from some
other man was on the "jeans" and underwear of zavUDIO

The state used DNA provided by expert Megan Inslee for
demonstrative purposes only, never offering it as evidence,
and withdrew the testimony at the close of trial. The defense
never moved to have the evidence admitted that was exculpatory
in favor of Zamudio. DuringAdeliberations, the jury submitted
a written quest to the court asking the following;

Jury Inquiry: We would like to see the DNA report concerning
Jessica's jeans and Marcus' shorts.

The Court: You are to consider all of the testimony you heard
and the exhibits admitted into evidence as a whole
in light of the court's instructions as a whole.

Jury Inquiry: We would like to have a copy of the transcript of
the "coded" phone call after arrest (Form F Charge)

The Court: You are to consider all of the testimony you heard
and the exhibits admitted into evidence as a whole
in light of the court's instructions as a whole.

The Jury also had questions concerning the verdict forms,
(See Exhibit E.)

STATEMENT OF ADDITIONAL GROUNDS-8
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and submitted the following questions to the court:

Jury Inquiry: Do all jurors need to agree on each count to
form a verdict on each count? Can a verdict
be made on an individual count with just a
unanimous vote?

The Court: You are to return a unanimous verdict as to
each count to which you unanimously agrre.

Jury Inquiry: Did the witness know definition of " RAPE-"

The Court: You are to consider all of the testimony you
heard and exhibits admitted into as a whole
in light of the oourt's instructions as a
whole.

Jury Inquiry: How long do we deliberate on any or all counts?
Do we need to decide on each count? Is there any
reasonable -time limit or do we keep going?

" The Court: You are instructed to continue your deliberations
in accordance with the court's instructions as a
whole.

Since this case hinges upon that DNA sample which estab-
lished that another man committed the crime as charged, the
Zamudio's lawyer rendered deficient performance, by not offer-
ing the DNA report as an exhibit for the jury to consider in
its deliberations. Since the jury requested to view that re-
port, there is a substantial likelihood that the DNA report
could have changed the outcome of the verdict.

CONCLUSTON

For reasons above, this court should reverse Zamudio's
conviction, and remand for a new trial.

DATED this 14 day of JULY 2011.

Respectfu submitted,
X V \
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QUNTY
SUPERIR ;‘C:,O UR }j CLERE
ENT.
' WARRANTISSUED
~11ARGE COUNTY §200.
SUPERIOR COURT OF WASHINGTON FOR KING COUNTY
THE STATE OF WASHINGTON, )
Plaintiff, )
V. } No. 09-1-07750-5 KNT
)
MARCUS A. ZAMUDIO-ORO0ZCO, ) INFORMATION
)
)
)
Defendant. )
COUNTI
I, Daniel T. Satterberg, Prosecuting Attorney for King County in the name and by thé

authority of the State of Washington, do accuse MARCUS A. ZAMUDIO-OROZCO of the
crime of Rape of a Child in the Second Degree - Domestic Violence, committed as follows:

That the defendant MARCUS A. ZAMUDIO-OROZCO in King County, Washington,
during a period of time intervening between January 1, 2009 through April 3, 2009, being at least
36 montbs older than J.E.Z. (DOB 04/04/95), had sexual intercourse with J.E.Z. (DOB
04/04/95), who was 13 years 6ld and was not married to the defendant;

Contrary to RCW 9A.44.076, and against the peace and dignity of the State of
Washington.

COUNT I

And I, Daniel T. Satterberg, Prosecuting Attorney aforesaid further do accuse MARCUS
A. ZAMUDIO-OROZCO of the crime of Rape of a Child in the Third Degree - Domestic
Violence, a crime of the same or similar character as another crime charged herein, 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 separate proof of one charge from proof of
the other, committed as follows: '

Daniel T. Satterberg, Prosecuting Attorney
RMA _ \ Norm Maleng Regional Justice Center
INFO TION -1 ﬂ 401 Fourth Avenue Nerth
Kent, Washington 98032-4429
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That the defendant MARCUS A. ZAMUDIO-OROZCO in King County, Washington,
during a period of time intervening between October 1, 2009 through November 21, 2009, being
at least 48 months older than J.E.Z. (DOB 04/04/95), had sexual intercourse with J.E.Z. (DOB
04/04/95), who was 14 years old and was not married to the defendant;

Contrary to RCW 9A.44.079, and against the peace and dignity of the State of
Washington.

COUNT I

And 1, Daniel T. Satterberg, Prosecuting Attorney aforesaid further do accuse MARCUS
A. ZAMUDIO-OROZCO of the crime of Rape of a Child in the Third Degree - Domestic
Violence, a crime of the same or similar character as another crime charged herein, 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 separate proof of one charge from proof of
the other, committed as follows:

That the defendant MARCUS A. ZAMUDIO-OROZCO in King County, Washington,
during a period of time intervening between October 1, 2009 through November 21, 2009, being
at least 48 months older than J.E.Z. (DOB 04/04/95), had sexual intercourse with J.E.Z. (DOB
04/04/95), who was 14 years old and was not married to the defendant;

Contrary to RCW 9A.44.079, and against the peace and dignity of the State of
Washington.

DANIEL T. SATTERBERG
Prosecuting Attorney

By:
Charles K. "Sergiss
Senior Deputy Prosecuting Attorney

Daniel T. Satterberg, Prosecuting Attorney
Norm Maleng Regional Justice Center
_ ' g Regiona
INFORMATION -2 h i 401 Fourth Avenue North
Kent, Washington 98032-4429
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SUPERIOR COURT OF WASHINGTON FOR KING COUNTY

THE STATE OF WASHINGTON, )
Plaintiff, )
V. ) No. 09-1-07750-5 KNT
)
MARCUS A. ZAMUDIO-OR0OZCO, ) MOTION AND ORDER PERMITTING
} FILING OF AN AMENDED
) INFORMATION
)
Defendant. )

COMES NOW the State of Washington by Daniel T. Satterberg, Prosecuting Attorney, by
and through his deputy, and moves the court for an order permitting the filing of an amended
information in the above entitled cause.

That Benjamin A. Santos is a Deputy Prosecutmg Attorney in and for King County,
Washington, and is familiar with the records and files herein, and certifies that:

( ) Newly available information is set forth in the prosecutor s case summary and request
for bail.

( {Y The Amended Information more accurately reflects the Defendant’'s Conduct.

)

Under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of Washington, I certify that the
foregoing is true and correct. Signed and dated by me_this day of May, 2010, at Seattle,
Washington.

Benjamin A. Santos, WSBA #33167
Deputy Prosecuting Attorney

MOTION AND ORDER PERMITTING FILING OF Daniel T. Satterberg, Prosecuting Attorney
¢ Norm Mal egional Justi
AN AMENDED INFORMATION -1 A 3 ROl P peeng Reglonal fustice Center

Kent, Washington 98032-4429
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ORDER

THIS MATTER having come before this court upon the motion of the Prosecuting
Attorney, good cause having been demonstrated, and the defendant not being prejudiced in any
substantial right, the State of Washington is allowed to file an amended information herein.

DONE IN OPEN COURT this %-le/;y of Mam

JODGE  JAY ¥, WHITE
Deputy Prosecuting Attorney
MOTION AND ORDER PERMITTING FILING OF Daniel T. Satterberg, Prosecuting Attorney
AN AMENDED INFORMATION - 2 ﬁ ! / ?&n; Maleng Regional Justice Center
ourth Avenue North

Kent, Washington 980324429
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FILED
COUNTY, WASHINGTON
MAY 0G 2610

KNT
SUFERIOR COURT CLERK

SUPERIOR COURT OF WASHINGTON FOR KING COUNTY

THE STATE OF WASHINGTON, )
Plaintiff, )
V. ) No. 09-1-07750-5 KNT

)

MARCUS A. ZAMUDIO-OROZCO, )  AMENDED INFORMATION
)
)
‘ )
Defendant. )

COUNT I

I, Daniel T. Satterberg, Prosecuting Attorney for King County in the name and by the
authority of the State of Washington, do accuse MARCUS A. ZAMUDIO-OROZCO of the
crime of Rape of a Child in the Second Degree - Domestic Violence, committed as follows:

That the defendant MARCUS A. ZAMUDIO-OROZCO in King County, Washington,
during a period of time intervening between January 1, 2009 through April 3, 2009, being at least
36 months older than J.E.Z. (DOB 04/04/95), had sexual intercourse with I.E.Z. (DOB
04/04/95), who was 13 years old and was not married to the defendant;

Contrary to RCW 9A.44.076, and against the peace and dignity of the State of
Washington.

COUNT I

And 1, Daniel T. Satterberg, Prosecuting Attorney aforesaid further do accuse MARCUS
A. ZAMUDIO-OROZCO of the crime of Rape of a Child in the Third Degree - Domestic
Violence, a crime of the same or similar character as another crime charged herein, 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 separate proof of one charge from proof of
the other, committed as follows:

Daniel T. Satterberg, Prosecuting Attorney
_ Norm Maleng Regional Justice Center
AMENDED INFORMATION - 1 A5 R Mzleng Regional X
Kent, Washington 98032-4429
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That the defendant MARCUS A. ZAMUDIO-OROZCO in King County, Washington,
during a period of time intervening between October 1, 2009 through November 21, 2009, being
at least 48 months older than J.E.Z. (DOB 04/04/95), had sexual intercourse with J.E.Z. (DOB
04/04/95), who was 14 years old and was not married to the defendant;

Contrary to RCW 9A.44.079, and against the peace and dignity of the State of
Washington.

COUNT IIT

And 1, Daniel T. Satterberg, Prosecuting Attorney aforesaid further do accuse MARCUS
A. ZAMUDIO-OROZCO of the crime of Rape of a Child in the Third Degree - Domestic
Violence, a crime of the same or similar character as another crime charged herein, 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 separate proof of one charge from proof of
the other, committed as follows:

That the defendant MARCUS A. ZAMUDIO-OROZCO in King County, Washington,
during a period of time intervening between October 1, 2009 through November 21, 2009, being
at least 48 months older than J.E.Z. (DOB 04/04/95), had sexual intercourse with J.E.Z. (DOB
04/04/95), who was 14 years old and was not married to the defendant;

Contrary to RCW 9A.44.079, and against the peace and dignity of the State of
Washington.

COUNT IV

And 1, Daniel T. Satterberg, Prosecuting Attorney aforesaid further do accuse MARCUS
A. ZAMUDIO-OROZCO of the crime of Rape of a Child in the Third Degree - Domestic
Violence, a crime of the same or similar character as another crime charged herein, 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 separate proof of one charge from proof of
the other, committed as follows:

That the defendant MARCUS A. ZAMUDIO-OROZCO in King County, Washington,
during a period of time intervening between October 1, 2009 through November 21, 2009, being
at least 48 months older than J.E.Z. (DOB 04/04/95), had sexual intercourse with J.E.Z. (DOB
04/04/95), who was 14 years old and was not married to the defendant;

Contrary to RCW 9A.44.079, and against the peace and dignity of the State of
Washington.

And I, Daniel T. Satterberg, Prosecuting Attorney for King County in the name and by
the authority of the State of Washington further do accuse the defendant MARCUS A.
ZAMUDIO-OROZCO at said time of committing the above crime against a family or household
member; a crime of domestic violence as defined under RCW 10.99.020.

Daniel T. Satterberg, Prosecuting Attorney

o N Maleng Regional Justice Cente
AMENDED INFORMATION -2 . A & O Pt Ao oo Gt

Kent, Washington 98032-4429
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COUNT V

And I, Daniel T. Satterberg, Prosecuting Attorney aforesaid further do accuse MARCUS
A. ZAMUDIO-OROZCO of the crime of Rape of a Child in the Third Degree - Domestic
Violence, a crime of the same or similar character as another crime charged herein, 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 separate proof of one charge from proof of
the other, committed as follows:

That the defendant MARCUS A. ZAMUDIO-OROZCO in King County, Washington,
during a period of time intervening between October 1, 2009 through November 21, 2009, being
at least 48 months older than J.E.Z. (DOB 04/04/95), had sexual intercourse with J.E.Z. (DOB
04/04/95), who was 14 years old and was not married to the defendant;

Contrary to RCW 9A.44.079, and against the peace and dignity of the State of
Washington.

And I, Daniel T. Satterberg, Prosecuting Attorney for King County in the name and by
the authority of the State of Washington further do accuse the defendant MARCUS A.
ZAMUDIO-OROZCO at said time of committing the above crime against a family or household
member; a crime of domestic violence as defined under RCW 10.99.020.

COUNT VI

And I, Daniel T. Satterberg, Prosecuting Attorney aforesaid further do accuse MARCUS
A. ZAMUDIO-OROZCO of the crime of Tampering With a Witness, a crime of the same or
similar character as another crime charged herein, 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 separate proof of one charge from proof of the other, committed as follows:

That the defendant MARCUS A. ZAMUDIO-OROZCO in King County, Washington,
during a period of time intervening between November 22, 2009 through February 15, 2010, did
attempt to induce a witness or person he has reason to believe may have information relevant to a
criminal investigation, or withhold from a law enforcement agency information which he or she
has relevant to a criminal investigation, ;

Contrary to RCW 9A.72.120, and against the peace and dignity of the State of
Washington.

COUNT VII

And I, Daniel T, Satterberg, Prosecuting Attorney aforesaid further do accuse MARCUS
A. ZAMUDIO-OROZCO of the crime of Misdemeanor Violation of a Sexual Assault
Protection Order, a crime of the same or similar character as another crime charged herein,

~which crimes were part of a common scheme or plan and which crimes were so closely

Daniel T. Satterberg, Prosecuting Attorney

AMENDED INFORMATION - 3 A7 AT Fomtelen Rogional hstice Center

Kent, Washington 98032-4429
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connected in respect to time, place and occasion that it would be difficult to separate proof of one
charge from proof of the other, committed as follows:

That the defendant MARCUS A. ZAMUDIO-OROZCO in King County, Washington,
during a period of time intervening between December 7, 2009 through February 15, 2010, did
know of and willfully violate the terms of a King County Superior Court Order issued on
December 7, 2009, pursuant to RCW 7.90, for the protection of J.E.Z. (DOB 04/04/95), by
having contact with J.E.Z. (DOB 04/04/95);

Contrary to RCW 26.50.110(1), and against the peace and dignity of the State of
Washington.

COUNT VHI

And I, Daniel T. Satterberg, Prosecuting Attorney aforesaid further do accuse MARCUS
A. ZAMUDIO-OROZCO of the crime of Misdemeanor Violation of a Sexual Assault
Protection Order, a crime of the same or similar character and based on the same conduct as
another crime charged herein, 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 separate proof of one charge from proof of the other, committed as follows:

That the defendant MARCUS A. ZAMUDIO-OROZCO in King County, Washington,
during a period of time intervening between December 7, 2009 through February 15, 2010, did
know of and willfully violate the terms of a King County Superior Court Order issued on
December 7, 2009, pursuant to RCW 7.90, for the protection of J.E.Z. (DOB 04/04/95), by
having contact with J.E.Z. (DOB 04/04/95);

Contrary to RCW 26.50.110(1), and against the peace and dignity of the State of
Washington.

DANIEL T. SATTERBERG
Prosecuting Attorney

By:
Benfémin A. Santos, WSBA #33167

Deputy Prosecuting Attorney

Daniel T. Satterberg, Prosecuting Attorney”
Norm Maleng Regional Justice Center

401 Fourth Avenue North

Kent, Washington 98032-4429
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SUPERIOR COURT OF WASHINGTON FOR KING COUNTY

THE STATE OF WASHINGTON, )
Plaintiff, )
V. ) No.‘{ 09-1-07750-5 KNT
y 25—

MARCUS A. ZAMUDIO-OR0OZCO, ) AMENDED INFORMATION
.. )
)
)
Defendant. )

COUNT 1

I, Daniel T. Satterberg, Prosecuting Attorney for King County in the name and by the
authority of the State of Washington, do accuse MARCUS A. ZAMUDIO-OROZCO of the
crime of Rape of a Child in the Second Degree - Domestic Violence, committed as follows:

That the defendant MARCUS A. ZAMUDIO-OROZCO in King County, Washington,
during a period of time intervening between Ogcamina 1,200% through dan 31, 2009, being at least
36 months older than J.E.Z. (DOB 04/04/95), had sexual intercourse with J.E.Z. (DOB
04/04/95), who was 13 years old and was not married to the defendant;

Contrary to RCW 9A.44.076, and against the peace and dignity of the State of
Washington.

COUNT It

And I, Daniel T. Satterberg, Prosecuting Attorney aforesaid further do accuse MARCUS
A. ZAMUDIO-OROZCO of the crime of Rape of a Child in the Third Degree - Domestic
Violence, a crime of the same or similar character as another crime charged herein, 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 separate proof of one charge from proof of
the other, committed as follows:

Daniel T, Satterberg, Prosecuting Attorney
/ Norm Maleng Regional Justice Center
AMENDED INFORMATION - 1 A A 401 Foutth hoenss north
Kent, Washington 980324429
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That the defendant MARCUS A. ZAMUDIO-OROZCO in King County, Washington,
during a period of time intervening between October 1, 2009 through Petma, 51 7., 2009, being
at least 48 months older than J.E.Z. (DOB 04/04/95), had sexual intercourse with J.E.Z. (DOB
04/04/95), who was 14 years old and was not married to the defendant;

Contrary to RCW 9A.44.079, and against the peace and dignity of the State of
Washington.

COUNT III

And I, Daniel T. Satterberg, Prosecuting Attorney aforesaid further do accuse MARCUS
A. ZAMUDIO-OROZCO of the crime of Rape of a Child in the Third Degree - Domestic
Violence, a crime of the same or similar character as another crime charged herein, 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 separate proof of one charge from proof of
the other, committed as follows:

That the defendant MARCUS A. ZAMUDIO-OROZCO in King County, Washington,
during a period of time intervening between October 1, 2009 through pctsbw %1, 2009, being
at least 48 months older than J.E.Z. (DOB 04/04/95), had sexual intercourse with J.E.Z. (DOB
04/04/95), who was 14 years oid and was not married to the defendant;

Contrary to RCW 9A.44.079, and against the peace and dignity of the State of
Washington.

COUNT IV

And ], Daniel T. Satterberg, Prosecuting Attorney aforesaid further do accuse MARCUS
A. ZAMUDIO-OROZCO of the crime of Rape of a Child in the Third Degree - Domestic
Violence, a crime of the same or similar character as another crime charged herein, 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 separate proof of one charge from proof of
the other, committed as follows:

That the defendant MARCUS A. ZAMUDIO-OROZCO in King County, Washington,
during a period of time intervening between October 1, 2009 through O¢ton 2] , 2009, being
at least 48 months older than LE.Z. (DOB 04/04/95), had sexual intercourse with J.E.Z. (DOB
04/04/95), who was 14 years old and was not married to the defendant;

Contrary to RCW 9A.44.079, and against the peace and dignity of the State of
Washington.

And 1, Daniel T. Satterberg, Prosecuting Attomey for King County in the name and by
the authority of the State of Washington further do accuse the defendant MARCUS A.
ZAMUDIO-OROZCO at said time of committing the above crime against a family or household
member; a crime of domestic violence as defined under RCW 10.99.020.

Daniel T. Satterberg, Prosecuting Attorney
AMENDED INFORMATION - 2 A 10 R Povlatens Regional histice Center
Kent, Washington 98032-4429
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COUNTV

And 1, Daniel T, Satterberg, Prosecuting Attorney aforesaid further do accuse MARCUS
A. ZAMUDIO-OROZCO of the crime of Rape of a Child in the Third Degree - Domestic
Violence, a crime of the same or similar character as another crime charged herein, 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 separate proof of one charge from proof of
the other, committed as follows:

That the defendant MARCUS A. ZAMUDIO-OROZCO in King County, Washington,
during a period of time intervening between (Nov€mb 1, 2009 through November 21; 2009, being
at Jeast 48 months older than J.E.Z. (DOB 04/04/95), had sexual intercourse with J.E.Z. (DOB
04/04/95), who was 14 years old and was not married to the defendant;

Contrary to RCW 9A.44.079, and against the peace and dignity of the State of
Washington.

And 1, Daniel T. Satterberg, Prosecuting Attorney for King County in the name and by
the authority of the State of Washington further do accuse the defendant MARCUS A.
ZAMUDIO-OROZCO at said time of committing the above crime against a family or household
member; a crime of domestic violence as defined under RCW 10.99.020.

COUNT VI

And I, Daniel T. Satterberg, Prosecuting Attorney aforesaid further do accuse MARCUS
A. ZAMUDIO-OROZCO of the crime of Tampering With a Witness, a crime of the same or
similar character as another crime charged herein, 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 separate proof of one charge from proof of the other, committed as follows:

That the defendant MARCUS A. ZAMUDIO-OROZCO in King County, Washington,
during a period of time intervening between November 22, 2009 through Jawmssw 15, 2010, did
attempt to induce a witness or person he has reason to believe may have information relevant to a
criminal investigation, or withbold from a law enforcement agency information which he or she
has relevant to a criminal investigation, ;

Contrary to RCW 9A.72.120, and against the peace and dignity of the State of
Washington.

COUNT VII

And I, Daniel T. Satterberg, Prosecuting-Attorney aforesaid further do accuse MARCUS
A. ZAMUDIO-OROZCO of the crime of Misdemeanor Violation of a Sexual Assault
Protection Order, a crime of the same or similar character as another crime charged herein,
which crimes were part of.a common scheme or plan and which crimes were so closely

Daniel T. Satterberg, Prosecuting Attorney
- \ Norm Maleng Regional lustice Center
AMENDED INFORMATION -3 ol 401 Fourth Avenue North
Kent, Washington 98032-4429
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connected in respect to time, place and occasion that it would be difficult to separate proof of one
charge from proof of the other, committed as follows:

That the defendant MARCUS A ZAMUDIO OROZCO in Klng County, Washington,

- ==

6N ‘becemder 2< 2009 4 did
know of and willfully violate the terms of a King County Superior Court Ordeér issued on

December 7, 2009, pursuant to RCW 7.90, for the protection of J.E.Z. (DOB 04/04/95), by
having contact with J.E.Z. (DOB 04/04/95);

Contrary to RCW 26.50.110(1), and against the peace and dignity of the State of
Washington.

COUNT VIII

And [, Daniel T. Satterberg, Prosecuting Attorney aforesaid further do accuse MARCUS
A. ZAMUDIO-OROZCO of the crime of Misdemeanor Violation of a Sexual Assault
Protection Order, a crime of the same or similar character and based on the same conduct as
another crime charged herein, 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 separate proof of one charge from proof of the other, committed as follows:

That the defendant MARCUS A. ZAMUIDIO-QROZCO in King County, Washington,
during a period of time intervening between Peou~lpw 2k, 2009 through February 15, 2010, did
know of and willfully violate the terms of a King County Superior Court Order issued on
December 7, 2009, pursuant to RCW 7.90, for the protection of J.E.Z. (DOB 04/04/95), by
having contact with J.E.Z. (DOB 04/04/95);

Contrary to RCW 26.50.110(1), and against the peéce and dignity of the State of
Washington.

DANIEL T. SATTERBERG
Prosecuting Attorney

By: %\‘/\

Benjamin A. Santos, WSBA #33167
Deputy Prosecuting Attorney

Daniel T. Satterberg, Prosecuting Attorney

, Norm Maleng Regional Justice C
AMENDED INFORMATION - 4 bt Norm Maleng Regional ksice Cerer

Kent, Washington 98032-4429
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SUPERIOR COURT CLERK
BY WENDY VICKERY

. IN'THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF WASHINGTON
IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF KING

STATE OF WASEINGTON, o. J q’ (-07750-5 "7
Plaintiff,
v MOTION TO DISMISS PURSUANT TO
Marcus Zamudio-Orozco, CRIMINAL RULE 8.3
Defendant

. MOTION
The Defendant, by and through undersi;gnéd cou:nsei, hereby moves this Court for an
order dismissing this prosecution under CrR 8.3 (b). The motion is based on the attached

declaration and memorandum of law, as well as the record in the Court file in this matter.

2 {
A The Defetder Association
$10 Third Avenue, Suite 800
Seattle. Washington 3804
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| DEéLARAndN OF COUNSEL
.1. My name is Mark Bradley. I am the z;ttomey of record for Marcus Zamudio-Orozeo in
the above captioned maiter. This declaration is based on my personal knowledge
2. M. Zamudio-Orozco was arrested for these charges on Novernber 22,2009, He was
' arraigned on December 7, 2009 and has been in custody ever since. |

My, Zamudio-Orozco set his case for a trial on January 25, 2010.

T w

4. Atthe April 16 omnibus 'hearing,'I asked for a continuance of the trial date of April 20 |
{0 May 3 over my client’s objection. ' |

5. 01'1‘April 26, I received a three page crime 1aborator).f report regarding bNA. This
report is dated March 9, 2010. |

6. 1attest under penalty of pegjury that the foregoing is comrect to the best of my knowledge

Date an& Place ‘ - : . Mark ‘Bradley
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MEMORANDUM OF LAW
Criminal Rule of Couzts 8.3(b) permits the dismissal of a case for prosecutorial

misconduct. Specifically, the rule reads:

JTRRY
The court, in the furtherance of j Justme after notice and hearing, may dismiss any criminal

prosecution due to arbitrary action or govemmental misconduct when there has been
prejudice to the rights of the accused which materially affect the accused's right to a fair
trial, The court shall set forth its reasons in a written order.

The Washington State Supreme Court interpreted CrR: 8.3(b) in State v. Michielli, ruling that '
“gov@mtd mismanagement satisfies the ‘misconduct’ element fof 8.3(b)].” 132 Wn.2d 229,
24:3, 937 P.2d 587 (1997).

In Michielli, the state’s late action forced ;the defense fo waive the defendant’s right to
speedy trial or proceed‘ unprepared. The court found that this late action by the state prejudiced
the defendant and sahsﬁed the rmsconduct element of 8. 3(b) Id. at 245. Specifically the court

held that “Defendant was prejudmed in that he was forced to waive his speedy trial nght and ask

‘Jifora coﬂﬁnuance to prepa;e for the surprise charges brought three business days before the

scﬁe@uled trial.” Id. at 244. Finally the Court opined that “Defendant's bemg forced to waive bhis
speedy trial right is not a ;tzivial event. . . . The State's delay in amending the charges, coupled
with the fact that the delay forced Defendant to waive his speedy trial right in order to pr%paxe a
defense, can reasonably be considered mismanagement and prejudice sufficient to sétisfy CR

_3.. "
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8.3(b).” Id. at 245. The court affirmed the trial court’s dismissal of the case with prejudice

pursuant to 8.3(b). Id. at 246.

CrR 4.7(a) provides the following:

Prosecuting - Authority’s Obligations. {1) Except as otherwise provided by

protective orders or as to matters not subject to disclosure,-the prosecuting

authority shall, upon written ‘demand, disclose to the defendant the following

material and information within his or her possession or contro] coﬁceming: .(i)
the names and addresses of persons whom the prosecuting authority intends to call
as witnesses at the hearing or trial, together with any written or recorded
tatemems and the substance’ of any oral statements of, such witnesses; (iI) any

written or recorded statements and the substance of any oral statements madv by A

the defendant, or made by a codefendant if the trial is to be a joint one;.. ,(n) any

reports or statements of experts made in connection with the particular case,
including results of physical or mental examinations and scientific tests,
e}‘(periments, or comparisons; (v). any books, papers, documents, photographs, ot
tangible obﬁects which the prosecuting anthority inténds to use in the hearing or
trial or which were obtained from or belonged to the defmdant;' (v) any record of
prior criminal convictions known to the prosecuting authority of the defendant and

of persons whom the prosecuting authority intends to call as witnesses at the

. hearing or trial....(2) The prosecuting attorney shall disclose to the

defendant:...(ii) any expert witnesses whom the prosecuting aﬁthoﬁty will call at
the hearing or trial, the subject of their testimony, and any réports relating to the

subj ect of their testimony that they.have submitted to the prosecuting authority.

In the present case, the State had an obligation to provide the lab report as well as

disclose their expert witness in a timely manner end provide the results to the defendant in order

..
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for trial preparation. This obligation stéms from CrR 4.7(a) and the defendant’s request for
discovery, in addition to simple due process and notice concerns.

The prosecutor hasa duty to disclose discovery under RPC 3.8, CiR 4.7, and controlling *
ca§.e law. Namely, all of defendant's discovery requests &e intended to obtéin all information
within the knowl_edge, gossession, or control of each and every member of the prosecutor’s staff,
CrR 4.7(a)(4), as well as all information known to the "prosecution tean;",' inclﬁdiné law
enforc;ement agencies. See, United States v. Antone; 603 F.24 566, 569 (5th Cir. 1979) and
United States ex re. Smifh v. Fairman, 769 F.2d 386, 391-92 (7ta Cir. 1985). The "prosecution

teari” also includes every single prosecutor, whether associated with this case or.not, and

'exctilpato:y information must be disclosed if it is in the hands of any prosecutor wha’gsoevér.

Giglio v. United States, 405 U:S. ‘150, 154 (1972); Benn v. Lambest, 283 F.3d 1040 (9th Cir.
2002). Furthermore, the prosecut‘or‘s‘ failure to turn over to the defense any evidence favorable to
an accused on either the issue qf guilt or the ,ilssue ‘of punishment, violates due process
“rrespective of the gcurad faith or bad faith of the prosecution”, Brady v. Meryland, 373 U.S. 83,
87 (1963); that such a violation of due process 1s not subject to any "harmless error™ analysis, but
requires automatic reversal of the c'vonviction, and that the obligation to dis;:Iose potentially
exclﬂp;a,tory evidenc'e exists whether that evidence is known to the ﬁrgsecutor or merely to the
police.

Defense counsel has not had an opportunity to properly analyze evidence against the

" accused for the amount of potential lz;rejudice because the discm‘zery disclosure was so untimely

and trial is imminent. Pursuant to the court rules and case law cited above, there doesn’t appear

-5
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to be a reason why Mr. Zamudio;Orozco is subject to late discovery only éa.ys before his trial of

material that was prepared by the prosecution team two months ago. The p}osecutor should have

| managed this case better, having had discretion on when to file the case. Indeed, had the defense

not sotight a continuance over Mr. Zamucio.-Orozco’s objgcti_on, the state would not have even
disclosed this evidence prior to the trial date,

This court should not require Mr. Mares to choose between two rights in order fo-
accommodate the State's lack of diligence. Sherman, 59 Wash.App. &t 770, 801 P.2d 274,
Considering the State's delay in providing all discovery owed the defense cc;upled with the fact
that the dxelay will force Mr. Zamudio-Orozcg to waive his right to effective counsel, the trial
court should consider the thismanagement and prejudice sufficient to satisf:y dismisse}l under CrR
8.3(b). See Michielli, 132 Wash.2d at 245, 937 P.2d 587.

The Statejs I.nisconduct has placed the Mr. Zamudio-Orozco in a po.sition where
he hasto eit'her procee'ci to trial with unpref;ared counsel or waive a fandamental rig}}t —the right
to a speedy trial. This is precisely the kind of mismanagement at issue in Michielli. Because
such prosecutorial mismanagement satisfies the misconduct element of 8.3(b) and the
consequential inﬁ'ingexpenthon the right to speedy trial satisfies the material ;;rejudicc element, a

dismissal with prejudice is both appropriate and necessary.

Respectfully submitted,

Mark Brddley, WSBA # 22864
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VII.REQUEST FOR DISCOVERYZDISCLOSURE.
39 PGS.

=

EXH!BIT




Vc Kent CiTY Jrill

IS ] =
.- ’ 1873430
FiLgp
09
BOO KED “™2 pygg,
NUY ¢ 5 009 UP&R’[UF? COL""JTY

KENT VT CLERy

KING COuUNTY J
KENT ﬂe{fIOIO@'L

SUPERIOR COURT OF WASHINGTON FOR KING COUNTY

THE STATE OF WASHINGTON,
Plaintiff, )
V. ) No. 09-1-07750-5 KNT
)
MARCUS A. ZAMUDIO-ORQZCO, )
) ARREST WARRANT
)
)
Defendant. )

To Any Peace Officer In The State Of Washington:

An information has been filed in the above entitled Court, charging MARCUS A. ZAMUDIO-
OROZCO with the crimes of Rape of a Child in the Second Degree - Domestic Violence, RCW
9A.44.076, Count 1, Rape of a Child in the Third Degree - Domestic Violence, RCW 9A.44.079,
Count II, and Rape of a Child in the Third Degree - Domestic Violence, RCW 9A.44.079, Count 111,
and the Court having determined that there is probable cause for the issuance of a warrant,

You are therefore commanded to forthwith arrest the said MARCUS A. ZAMUDIO-OROZCO
and keep him/her in custody until he/she is discharged according to law, and make due return of this writ
with your manner of service endorsed thereon. Service of this warrant by telegraph or teletype is
authorized.

Bail fixed in the sum of $200,000 Cash or Surety Bond. Cash or Surety Bond to be approved by
the Court.

Arrest Warrant - CrR 2.2(c), RCW 10.31.060

The court has ordered the issuance of this warrgnt.
.’-“""’ e
Witness my hatfdgﬁd.ﬁéﬁl fhe

Gh Sl S8 . |
R f:ggpj?eputyngerk "\ \ : ' EMBE’FH
The above warrant was served on - \bi/
Agency
Fees: Service,
Mileage,
Keeping,
Total

Return the Arrest Warrant (Cr.R 2.2(e))

cy¥—1B.0
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KNG COUNTY, WASHINGTON

DEC. 72008
SUPERIOR COURT GLERK

LESLIE J. KEITH
DEPUTY

SUPERIOR COURT OF WASHINGTON FOR KING COUNTY

STATE OF WASHINGTON, -
Pani, 3 no. (09 —-01 TS0 -& Rl
vs. )
) ORDER PROHIBITING CONTACT
- O
M e M\Q 0M5Defendant, ;
)

THIS MATTER having come on before the undersigned judge of the above-entitled court,
and the court having considered the records and files herein and being fully advises in the premises;
now, therefore,

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the defendant shall have no contact, directly, or indirectly in
person, in writing, or by phone, personally or through another person, with

-2 [ mnors_exept tr W aveymsIIAl ddul SU}%V}Z}EJ

until the trial of this cause is concluded

DONE IN OPEN COURT this 2 day of Qﬁ (€t h@fé , 20@

Presented

#g Attorney, WSBAFKZ S Copy Received:
MoresC __ Z2guydrHATE: ‘%I ) }d q
(Signature of Defendant)

W (it and 1§ Avavi - Hveliages

White ~ Clerk
Yellow = Vicim
Pirk - Prosceutor Daniel T. Satterberg,Prosecuting Attorney
Goldenrod - Defendant Norm Maleng Regional Justice Center
401 Fourth Avenue North, Suite 2A
ORDER PROHIBITING CONTACT-Revised 1/08 Kent, Washington 98032-4429

(206) 205-7400; Fax (206) 205-7475

Fx- B9
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SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF WASHB\IGTONLESU“: J'&%'TH
COUNTY OF KING Uty
STATE OF WASHINGTON
Plaintiff, No. 09~ —~0C7750-5 KT
vS.
NOTICE OF CASE SCHEDULING
Mreews A Zamudio-Orozco HEARING DATE - KNT
Defendant.
___In Custody Out of Custody CLERK’S ACTION REQUIRED
ccN [ 873436

You have been arraigned on this matter, Your Case Scheduling Hearing at which the trial date shall be set has been
set for 1 l 1 } !Q at 1:00 p.m.

The Case Scheduling Hearing will be held in Courtroom GA, Regional Justice Center, 401 4™ Avenue
North, Kent, Washington. YOU MUST BE PRESENT OR A WARRANT WILL BE ISSUED FOR YOUR
ARREST AND YOUR FAILURE TO APPEAR MAY RESULT IN ADDITIONAL CRIMINAL CHARGES
BEING FILED.
IMPORTANT NOTICE
You should have an attorney when you appear in court for your Case Scheduling Hearing. IF YOU DO
NOT HAVE AN ATTORNEY OR CANNOT AFFORD ONE, YOU MUST IMMEDIATELY CONTACT THE
KING COUNTY PUBLIC DEFENSE PROGRAM, 123 THIRD AVENUE SOUTH, SEATTLE, WASHINGTON.
CALL (206) 296-7662 (OR IF YOU ARE IN JAIL, SPEED DIAL "20").

I acknowledge receiving a copy of this notice.

Date: 1(7/ ‘7/ i Mdrep Zam UJ;O
( Defendant
[ am fluent in the language, and I have translated this entire document for the defendant from English into that

language. I certify under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of Washington that the foregoing is true and correct.
Date:

Interpreter

NOTICE OF CASE SCHEDULING HEARING DATE SCOMIS CODE: NTSCH
T:\USERS\CPD\FORMS\KNT\SCHEDNOT. 4/01 PAGE 1 OF 1

E X~ B.1 (v)
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SUPERIOR COURT OF WASHINGTON FOR KING COUNTY

STATE OF WASHINGTON, -
Plaintiff, ; 04-1-071150 ~& AT
Vs. )
) Sexual Assault Protection Order
, )  (Criminal) (JIS order code: SXP)
Defendant, ) etrial | ] Post conviction
) "*Clerk’s Action Required

1. The court finds that the defendant has been charged with, arrested for, or convicted of a sex offense as
defined in RCW 9.94A.030, a violation of RCW 9A.44.096, a violation of RCW 9.68A.090, or a gross misdemeanor
that is, under chapter 9A.28 RCW, a criminal attempt, criminal solicitation, or criminal conspiracy to commit an
offense that is classified as a sex offense under RCW 9. 94A 030.

2. This Sexyal Assault Protection Order is en ered pursuant to,Laws of 2006, ch. 138 §16. This order
protects: . e‘%—}fn, bﬁuemicia_ZawL ) Ll’»‘F)—‘?‘ Yo
{Write protected person’s name and DOB. RCW 7.69A. 030,10.52.100, 10.97. 130.)

It Is Ordered:

This Sexual Assault Protection Order Expires on
(A final sexual assault protection order entered in conjunction with a criminal prosécution shall remain in effect for a
period of twe years following the expiration of any sentence of imprisonment and subsequent period of commmunity
supervision, conditional release, probation, or parole.)
Defendant is Prohibited from:
A. Having any contact with the protected person(s) directly, indirectly or through third parties regardless of
whether those third parties know of the order (to include harassing, stalking or threatening).
B. Knowingly coming within or knowingly remaining within SO (distance) of the protected
person’(s)?([}&idence?@cboolb@lace of employment [ ] other:

C. retrial: crimes defined as "serious" offenses / see p. 2 for crimes not defined as "serious offenses)
Obtaining, owning, possessing or controlling a firearm,
{ ] (Conviction) Obtaining, owning, possessing or controlling a firearm.

Warnings to the Defendant: Violation of this order is a criminal offense under chapter
26.50 RCW and will subject a violator to arrest. You can be arrested even if any person
protected by the order invites or allows you to violate the order’s prohibitions. You have
the sole responsibility to avoid or refrain from violating the order’s provisions. Only the
court can change the order.

Sexual Assault Protection Order - Page 1 of 2
Rev. 10/06



Cause No..__O% - [ ’0775_0510:?

It Is Further Ordered: (For pretrial orders involving crimes not defined as serious offenses in
RCW 9.41.010 only)

[} Defendant is Prohibited from obtaining or possessing a firearm, other dangerous weapon or concealed
pistol license. ,

[] The defendant shall immediately surrender all firearms and other dangerous weapons within the
defendant’s possession or control and any concealed pisto! license to:
[referring law enforcement agency].

(The pretrial orders for crimes not defined as serious offenses in RCW 9.41.010 are based upon the court’s
finding that possession of a firearm or other dangerous weapon by the defendant presents a serious and
imminent threat to public health or safety, or to the health or safety of any individual. RCW 9.41.800(4).)

(Check this box only If any of the following relationships apply.)
[ ] This order is issued in accordance with Full Faith and Credit provisions of VAWA: 18 U.S.C. § 2265
The court determines that the defendant’s relationship to a person protected by this order is: [J current or
former spouse [ parent of a common child [] current or former cohabitant as intimate partner [J current or
former dating partner. Therefore, 18 U.S.C. §§ 2261 (federal violation penalties) may apply to this order.

It is further ordered that the clerk of the court shall forward a copy of this order on or before the next judicial day to

¢ griginatigg police cy [ ] King County Sheriff’s Office [ ] Seattle Police Departmen ex
which shall enter it in a computer-based criminal intetligence system available
in this state used by law enfdfcement to list outstanding warrants.

(A Law Enforcement Information Sheet (LELS) or copy of Superform must be attached for law enforcement entry)

Copy distribution:
Original/White: Clerk
Yellow: Victim
Pink: Prosecutor
Goldenrod: Defendant

Sexual Assault Protection Order - Page 2 of 2
Rev. 10/06
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IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF WASHINGTON

FOR KING COUNTY

CASE NO. 09-1-07750-5 KNT
Court of Appeals No. 65557-4-1
Transcript of:

01/07/10 Trial Hearing

STATE OF WASHINGTON

Plaintiff,

MARCUS ZAMUDIO-OROZCO,

Defendant.

VERBATIM REPORT OF PROCEEDINGS

VOLUME I

BE IT REMEMBERED that the above-entitled and numbered cause on for

hearing before HONORABLE JUDGE MARY ROBERTS, King County Superior Court,

Seattle, Washington.

APPEARANCES:
For Plaintiff: DPA Terry Carlstrom;

For Defendant: Marcus Zamudio-Orozco: Attorney Lois Trickey & Josh Poisel.

King County Superior Court Certified Transcriptionist
LLC

Brian A. Carney,
Virtual Independent Paralegals,
Dba Transcription by Trish, LLC
Monroe, WA 98272

(206)842-4613
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Judge Roberts

Def. Zamudio

Judge Roberts

Def. Zamudio

Judge Roberts

Def. Zamudio

Judge Roberts

Def. Zamudio

Attorney Trickey

here and see me she’s kind of mean. [inaudible] she say
she have too many cases, she can’t come and see me and
explain me what’s going on. So, she don’t work with me,
you know? I need some lawyer who —-—

How--, how many times have you, um, had a conversation or
met with one of your attorneys?

Just on the day when after we left this Court a month, a
month ago, and that, and that I, and that they, uh, when
she, just last Monday she go to see me because I, I call
her supervisor, I call the other lawyer. I don’t have, I
didn’t leave a message, I want to go back tomorrow
somehow. So, I don’t have any [inaudible]. I don’t--

Um, other than that you don’t think that, that you’veAbeen
seen enough, how about when you were meeting with counsel?
Wha--, what?

When you spoke with Ms. Trickey or when you met with her,
were you able to communicate with her?

Yes.

So, the issue is you wish she would come see you more
often or call you more often?

Yeah. That, to me, I feel like she’s not on my side.

You know?

I’11 have to you let you know, your Honor, that, um, I was
very clear with Mr. Zamudio that I won’t be coming to see

him every time he calls. We did have a conversation on

Page 3
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11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

Judge Roberts
Atﬁorney Trickey

Judge Roberts

Attorney Trickey

Judge Roberts
Attorney Trickey

Judge Roberts

Attorney Trickey

/77
s
/77
/77
/77
/77
/77
/77

/77

redacted we were not able to do a full conflicts check on
it, so, we don’t know whether once we get an unredacted
copy of discovery --

Oh.

--whether there may be.

Any reason to think you’re going to have any trouble doing
any unredacted copy?

Um, hopefully not. I emailed Mr. Anderson yesterday so I
would expect --

Shouldn’t be a problem.

--he’s going to respond.

And, um, if you, if it turns out there’s a conflict, um,
I hope it’s obvious that you should let me know
immediately.

Right back. [laughs] Thank you, your Honor.

9:07:27
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" ORIGINAL COURT MINUTES -

PAGE #: 95
KENT COURTHOUSE
KING COUNTY SUPERIOR COURT’
CASE SCHEDULING CALENDAR CALENDAR DATE: 01/07/2010

JUDGE:  MARY ROBERTS

COURT CLERK:

LESLIE KEITH . , GARJC-10-

kS 9 R AR e e A e e A s A e AN G e Re e S oy e e L e S v A4 et e o A e R A e T A R e v A e m e e m

) ] CASE NO: 09-1-07750-5 KNT
DEFENDANT: ZAMUDIO OROZCO, MARCUS A

TRUE NAME:
CCN: 1873436 DPA:
EXP: 02-05-10/03-07-10 ATD:

' CO-DEFENDANTS :

CHARGE: RAPE CHLD 2-DV,RAPE CHLD 3-DV 2CTS
ARR DATE: 12/07/2009

LOC: RJI--102L

INT: SPANISH

COMMENCE DATE:

TRIAL SET EXP:
MOTION JUDGE #: HON. 000

AFFIDAVET:
Scheduling Conference held.
. Omnibus Date: -

Trial Date: ' .

~—"" Agreed continuance to I - l .
State’s motion for i;suance of bench wafrant - GrantedIDgnied. Batil is set at
3 . ‘
State’s motion te dismiss this cause - Granted/Denied.
Deft’s motion to quash outstanding bench warrant - Granted/Denied.

_Referred to Plea Judge.

Order is signed.




CLERK’S MINUTES
SCOMIS CODE: MTHRG

Judge: MARY ROBERTS Dept. 4
Bailif:. SHERRI TYE Date: 1/7/2010
Court Clerk: LESLIE KEITH
Digital Record: GARJC-10 -004
Start: 9:02:58
Stop:

KING COUNTY CAUSE NO.: 09-1-07750-5 KNT

State of Washington vs. MARCUS ZAMUDIO-OROZCO

Appearances:

DPA TERRY CARLSTROM present
Defendant present and represented by counsel LOIS TRICKEY & JOSH POISEL

also present

MINUTE ENTRY

[0 Defendants motion to reduce bond. [_] Denied. [ ] Granted, bond set at
On: [] CCAP Basic [ ] CCAP Enhanced []EHD [] WER

]
[J]  motion to continue trial date. [_] Denied [_] Granted.
Omnibus date: Trial date: Expiration date:

[] motion for competency evaluation. [ ] Denied. [] Granted, Return date:
Def mtion to discharge counsel is denied.

[
|
[l

Order(s) signed

Page 1 of 1 rev 509
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FILED

KING COUNTY, WASHINGTON
iJAN. T 2018
. ’ " SUPERICH COURT CLERK
LESLIE J. KEITH
} DERPUTY
SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF WASHINGTON
COUNTY OF KING
STATE OF WASHINGTON Plaintiff, NO. G- 1~0T77250~S AT
YS.
ORDER ON CRIMINAL
MOTION
M svrws  Lauwmudio ~Owece (ORCM)
' Defendant.
The above-entitled Court, having heard a
motion A\ A Vony ’_’ INA QA 4 A O iR e - LH e ALD f
- d / 4‘"“ ot AR /: = Pragy d {4 el A
Ooned Ao 1t oidd ol  Couuca=d N N0 apncl oo d

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that Q),Pgmg{.mb' Magbzon s lgmggéz

DATED:__{ I/ 04/( / (O

2 Al JUDGE WBRY E. ROBERTEIDGE

_L—M‘—
Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 322+

Order on Criminal Motion (@RC 05/02

X-B-H



FILED

K138 GOUNTY, WASHINGTON
iJA 7 200
SUPERIDR COURT CLERS
LESLIE J, KB
BEPUTY
SUPERIOR COURT OF WASHINGTON FOR KING COUNTY
STATE OF WASHINGTON,

)

Plaintiff Yy No:_OG-~O1750 =5ENT
vs. )- ORDER ON STATUS CONFERENCE AND
)
)

. WAIVER OF SPEEDY TRIAL (KENT - GA)
-Ovozco SCOMIS CODES (ORCNT; ORSTD; WVSPDT)
(CLERK'S ACTION REQUIRED)

i)

Defendant.

RESOLUTION DATE: Any requests for further hearings beyond the resolution date of 3 / 2s / A require
the presence of all parties and the approval of the court.

The following dates are based upon a Commencement date of __{ - Z.{ /0 Expiration Date: F-2p-lo
(ﬂ a) Status Conference Hearing: /- 21 ~#> _at 1:00 p.m. in Courtroom GA.
{ ) 1) Plea/Sentencing Date: at e.am./p.m,

YOU MUST BE PRESENT FOR ALL HEARINGS NOTED ABOVE OR A WARRANT MAY BE ISSUED FOR YOUR ARREST AND
YOUR FAILURE TO APPEAR MAY RESULT IN ADDITIONAL CRIMINAL CHARGES BEING FILED.

Waiver: T understand that I have a right to a trial within 60 days of the commencement date if I am in jail on
this case, or 90 days of the commencement date if I am not in jail on this case. I am voluntarily and
knowingly giving up this right for a specific period of time to aliow my attorney to negotiate with the
prosecuting attorney and/or investigate and/or prepare my case. Iagree that the new commencement date js

{~2l-~jp  andthatthe new expiration date is R-9b - 10 .

The speedy trial waiver, above, must be filled in if a new Status Conference hearing date is set, or a plea date is set more than one week from
today's date. Strike the speedy trial waiver if it is not applicable.

I have read to the defendant and discussed this completed I acknowledge being provided with and understanding the dates set forth
form, including the next hearing date and speedy trial herein for all future court hearings. 1 acknowledge my speedy trial rights
waiver, if applicable, and believe the defendant y i .

5P Moreus  Zanud /o 1/ Fflo

Defendant Déted

I am fluent in the Ianguage, and I have translated this entire document for the defendant from English into that Jangnage. 1
certify under penalty perjury under the laws of the State of Washingtan that the foregoing is true and correct.

Interpreter: » King County, Washington /
W ~ ol ﬁ 7/2&10
Deputy Prosecuting Attorney WSBA# Jlugeaing WS@@@@% Dafed

REV 11/9

£X-B.5



" ORIGINAL COURT MINUTES

PAGE #: 53
KENT COURTHOUSE

KING COUNTY SUPERIOR COURT *
CASE SCHEDULING CALENDAR CALENDAR DATE: 01/21/2010

JUDGE : MARY ROBERTS

COURT CLERK: LESLIE KEl—rH GARJC-lO-

CASE NO: 08-1-07750-5 ENT
DEFENDANT: 2ZAMUDIO OROZCO, MARCUS A ’

TRUE NAME:
CCN: 1873436 DPA:
EXP: 03-21-10 ATD:

CO-DEFENDANTS :

CHARGE: RAPE CHLD 2-DV,RAPE CHLD 3-DV 2CTS
ARR DATE: 12/07/2009

1.0C: RO--102L

INT: SPANISH

COMMENCE DATE: 01-21-10

TRIAL: SET EXP:
MOTION JUDGE #: HON. 000

AFFIDAVETT
Scheduling Conference held.
Omnibus Date: .
Trial Date: . -
- Agreed continuance to f ’ 25 .

- State’s moﬁo_n for issuance of bench warrant - Granted/Denied. Bail is set at

s .

State’s motion to dismiss this cause - Granted/Denied.

i Deft’s motion to quash outstanding bench warrant - Granted/Denied.

-~

.Referred to Plea Judge.

Order is signed.

£x- B.G



- ORIGINAL COURT MINUTES

PAGE #: 60
KENT COURTHOUSE
KING COUNTY SUPERIOR COURT’
CASE SCHEDULING CALENDAR CALENDAR DATE: 01/25/2010
JUDGE :
MARY ROBERTS

COURT CLERK:
‘ LESLIE KEITH GARJIC-10-

e e e R e T ML b e TR e e 0 o e s e e TR A e A R e e o Y e e o Pm e 4k 4A = = ..

: CASE NO: 08-1~-07750-~5 KNT
DEFENDANT: ZAMUDIO OROZCO, MARCUS A l

TRUE NAME:
CCN: 1873436 DPA:
EXP: 03-21-10 ATD:

CO-DEFENDANTS :

CHARGE: RAPE CHLD 2-DV,RAPE CHLD 3-DV 2CTS
ARR DATE: 12/07/2009

LOC: RJI--102L

INT: SPANISH

COMMENCE DATE: 01-21-10.

TRIAL SET EXP:
MOTION JUDGE #: HON. 000

AFFIDAVEF:
~~~ Scheduling Conference held.
Omnibus Date: A lb .
Trial Date: 3 “P
Agreed continuance to .

State’s motion for issuance of bench warrant - Granted/Denied. Bail is set at

-

$ .

State’s moti_on to dismiss this cause - Granted/Denied.

’ Deft’s motion to quash outstanding bench warrant - Granted/Denied.

~

.Referred to Plea Judge.

Order is signed.

EX- B¢
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KING COUNTY, WASHINGTON

JANZ2 S 2010

SUPERIOR COURT CLERK
LESLIE J. KEITH
) RBEPU
SUPERIOR COURT OF WASHINGTON, COUNTY OF KING
STATE OF WASHINGTON, o._09-1- 07350-5 inX
Plaintiff, MENDED
Vs, RDER ON CASE SCHEDULING OR STATUS
Maveos Zamudie - Orvzce ONFERENCE AND WAIVER OF SPEEDY TRIAL
Defendant ) ent~ GA)
;(In custody 0 Out of custody ATE OF ARRAIGNMENT.
COMIS Codes(ORCNT; ORSTD; ORSSC; WVSPDT)
{Clerk’s Action Required)

This matter came before the court on a Case Scheduling Conference. The following court dates are set
based on a commencement date of ___{{2 4}0

[ 1 a)Status Conference: at 1:00 p.m. in courtroom GA

[ 1 b)Pleal/Trial Setting: at 1:00 p.m. in courtroom GA

K] c) Discovery Conference: at 9:00 a.m. in courtroom ____
IX] d) Omnibus Hearing: 2{2°/IU at 8:30 a.m. in courtroom €% &/

[x] e) Trial date: ‘-3‘ \p l 10 at 9:00 a.m. The prosecuting attorney, defense
agencies, private attorneys, and pro se defendants will receive assignment and standby status by
e-mail or telephone by 3:00 p.m. the judicial day prior to the trial date. If no response is received
from litigants after notification of trial assignment, the court will presurmne that the case is ready
for trial.

The expiration date is 31 2! / lo

new commencement date Is
ndant and believe that the defendant fully understands his rights and this waiver.

y case for trial. |agree that

have read and discussed this waiverws

Attorney for Defendant Defendant

1 am fluent in the language, and | have translated this entire document for the defendant from English into that
language. ! cerlify under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of Washington that the foregoing is true and comect.

, Interpreter King County, Washington

Order on Case Scheduling/Status Conference and Waiver—Kent

Rev. 8-09 .



State v. Case number. _09- |- 07750~ 5

Do the State and Defense agree this case should be preassigned? Explain if preassignment requested.

If the parties do not reach an agreed resolution of the case, what is the estimated amount of time needed
to prepare fortrial? __ 2 mes$ -

The State confirms it has:
Given preliminary notice of possible amendments to the information
X ___Provided defendant’s criminal history \
enrcestly

's

X _ Disclosed aond-provided to defense g discovery in its possession e=sentrol, including but not

limited to: all police reports, witness statements, CDs/DVDs, audio/video tapes, field test reports, lab
reports, 911 tapes, jaitinmete-ealls, medical records, and other relevant materials

If victim medical records have not been received, State has contacted the assigned detective to
obtain or attempt to obtain appropriate consents for records
Other.

If any of the above has not been completed, explain and give a date for
completion;

The parties have conferred and discussed:

An offer to resolve the case, including the limits and duration of the offer, or the information
needed in order for an offer to be made to the defense

Additional discovery/information that the parties agree is needed to evaluate a potential resolution.
Specifically:

Other investigations or referrals conceri'ling the defendant, and whether the defendant would like
to try to resolve these charges jointly

The defendant's offender score
The likely progress of the case

Other:

If any of the above has not been completed, explain and give a date for completion:

o Ne c“c o b“ Y MS‘&

Osder on Gase Scheduling/Status Conference and Waiver-Kent
Rev. 8-09 - N



State v. Case number: . n

S

The Defense confirms it has:

Completed a confiicts check based on |mt1a| dlscover)UJ@
Requested a competency evaluation, if appropriat
Initiated application for transfer to drug co ental heaith court, if applicable
Initiated collection of relevant defendaht records for drug court/mental health court/mitigation

Applied for expert funding f ftigation, if appropriate

Conferred with defen regarding discovery, defendant's criminal history, and plea offer

D —

If any of the abovetr@s not been completed, explain and give a date for completion:

ORDER
Before the next court hearing the State shall:

Before the next court hearing the Defense shalk:

The case is preassigned to Judge . All additional hearings, including those listed on
page 1 of this order, will be heard by that judge. .

If a party is unable to comply with the requirements of this order, that party may set a motion to modify the
order or for other relief.

iT 1S SO ORDERED.

 soyor_ o
DATED tis 9 dayof < 2010

/

C—-—b\
beputy Prosecutor WSBA No. Z5//¢ ey for Defenda t’ WS
Defendant

Order on Case Scheduling/Status Conference and Waiver—Kent k
Rey. 8-09 - 3 G

i
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ORIGINAL COURT MINUTES

KENT COURTHOUSE . .
: KING COUNTY SUPERIOR CCURT

OMNIBUS CALENDAR CALENDAR DATE: 02/26/2010
. : : 12:05 A.M. -
JUDGE: . . ' .BAILIFF:
‘ MARY ROBERTS . C SHERRITYE-
COURT cLERK: _ : .COURT REPORTER
LESLIE KEITH ‘ | ' - PR~

. CASE NO: 09-1-07750-5 KNT
DEFENDANT: ZAMUDIO OROZCQ, MARCUS A

TRUE NAME: _ _ -
CCN: 1873436 . DPA: KING COUNTY, PROSECUTING ATTY
EXP: 03-21-10 ‘ , ATD: TRICKEY, LOIS DIGHTMAN

2063228400 ;
CO-DEFENDANTS :

' CHARGE: RAPE CHLD 2-DV,RAPE CHLD 3- DV 20TS
ARR DATE: 12/07/2009
LOC: RJ—-102L
INT: SPANISH -
ORIGINAL TRIAL DATE: 03/16/2010
COMMENCE DATE: 01-21-10
. TRIAL SET.EXP: 03-21-10

OMNIBUS HEARING IS HELD.. COURT ENTERS -OMNIBUS ORDER:

=" MOTION TO CONTINUE OMNIBUS HEARRING TO fs‘E;
' GRANTED / DRNEED ORDER SIGNED :

MOTION FOR ISSUANCE OF BENCH WARRANT .’ GRANTED / DENTED
BATL SET AT » __. ORDER SIGNED.

STATE’S MOTION TO AMEND INFORMATION. GRANTED / DENIED

PLEA - SENT TO JUDGE

DEFENDANT WITHDRAWS PLEA OF NOT GUILTY AND ENTERS PLEA / ALFORD PLEA OF
GUILTY. STATEMENT OF DEFENDANT ON PLEA OF GUILTY IS EXECUTED.
'SENTENCING DATE TO BE SET.

. -DEFENDANT IS ARRAIGNED ON AMENDED INF ORMATION AND ENTERS APLEA OF NOT GUILTY o

. MOTION TO CONTINUE TRIALDATE ~ GRANTED/DENIED
TRIAL DATE CONTINUED TO: '
EXPIRATION DATE TO:

STATE’S MOTION TO DISMISS WITH/WITHOUT PREJUDICE IS GRANTED
ORDER SIGNED :

ORDER STRIKING TRIAL DATE IS SIGNED

ORDERS SIGNED

£x- B.9



FILE

KING COUNTY, WASHINGTON
|

FEB 26 26
D |
ENT L SUPERIOR GOURT GLERK
- LESLIE J| KEITH
BEPUTY
SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF WASHINGTON )
COUNTY OF KING
STATE OF WASHINGTON  Plaintiff, No. 79 -1-0 TISD-GEMT
vs. | STIPULATED ORDER TQ CONTINUE
OMNIBUS HEARING
er &MJ 34,77%9’/0 V3O i (ORCOMH)
Defendant. (Clerk’s Action Required)

The pailes havmg stipulated that the omnibus hearing be continued 7D (3/5'//47 6?7‘{&'50
//7 * i

IT IEJ?SEREBY ORDERED that the omnibus hearing is continued to 7D 5/5/ 10gFf 530

= s
' = =] ALy JUDGE MARY E. ROBERTS

'beputy. Prgsecuting Attorney, WSBA #

/m:?pf T g-e‘]
or the Defendal{t, WSBA # ig S :r;- :

/Attoriey for the D
ADIs TR/ CF#E Lf—
_Stipulated Order to Continue Omnibus Hearing

10/2/06

EX-~ 'B-i() |



FILED
KING COUNTY, WASHINGTON
MAR 3 2010
SUPERIOR COURT CLERK
LESLIE J. KEITH
DEPUTY

SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF WASHINGTON:
COUNTY OF KING

" STATE OF WASHINGTON Plaintiff, no. 0% OF 7508 Lor

vS.

ORDER ON CRIMINAL

/\/LQ'K-U-&S ol (ORCM) MOTIon

Defendant.

The abov -entxtled Court, having heard a
motlon

us gof—

DATED: O 3/05/ AL/

Wy T
7
%3 JLUDGE MARY E. ROBERTS 7 °%%

ney

/ttorne ort efendant/J/ A L
Ord riminal Motxo %\M) { W )( 05/02

X - BN




ORIGINAL COURT MINUTES

KENT COURTHOUSE :
KING COUNTY SUPERIOR CQURT

OMNTIBUS CALENDAR CALENDAR DATE: 03/05/2010
12:34 A.M.
JUDGE : BAILIFF:
MARY ROBERTS SHERRI TYE
COURT CLERK: COURT REPORTER
LESLIE KEITH DR4D

CASE NO: 09-1-07750-5 KNT
DEFENDANT: ZAMUDIO OROZCO, MARCUS A

TRUE NAME:
CCN: 1873436 DPA: KING COUNTY, PROSECUTING ATTY
EXP; 03-21-10 ATD: TRICKXEY, LOIS DIGHTMAN

2063228400
CO-DEFENDANTS :

CHARGE: RAPE CHLD 2-DV,RAPE CHLD 3-DV 2CTS
ARR DATE: 12/07/2009

LOC: RJ--102L

INT: SPANISH

ORIGINAL TRIAL DATE: 03/16/2010

COMMENCE DATE: 01-21-10

TRIAL SET EXP: 03-21-10

OMNIBUS HEARING IS HELD. COURT ENTERS OMNIBUS ORDER.

" MOTION TO CONTINUE OMNIBUS HEARING TO £§-l fZ-
GRANTED / DENI&ED ORDER, STGNED
foreviously
MOTION FOR ISSUANCE OF BENCH WARRBNT./ GRANTED / DENIED
BATL SET AT . ORDER SIGNED.

STATE’S MOTION TC AMEND INFORMATION. GRANTED / DENIED

PLEA - SENT TO JUDGE

DEFENDANT WITHDRAWS PLEA OF NOT GUILTY AND ENTERS PLEA / ALFORD PLEA CF
GQUILTY. STATEMENT OF DEFENDANT ON PLEA OF GUILTY IS EXECUTED.
SENTENCING DATE TO BE SET. )

DEFENDANT IS ARRAIGNED ON AMENDED INFORMATION AND ENTERS A PLEA OF NOT GUH.TY

MOTION TO CONTINUE TRIAL DATE GRANTED/DENIED
TRIAL DATE CONTINUED TO:
EXPIRATION DATE TO:

STATE’S MOTION TO DISMISS WITH/WITHOUT PREJUDICE IS GRANTED
ORDER SIGNED

ORDER STRIKING TRIAL DATE IS SIGNED

ORDERS SIGNED

exX- BaL
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SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF WASHINGTON'

4 COUNTY OF KING - |
‘ STATE OF WASHINGTON Plaintiff,. NO. Oﬂl - l" M :} ’§0f'§ M
' . YS. X l '
: , o ORDER ON CRIMINAL
. .. MOTION
Apas %Q My ‘& Q. (’\ Faten (ORCM) -
: o Defendant. '

The apove-entitied Co rt, having heard a

motio X (a1 3 {~ Caranic

ITI HEREBYORDEREDthat Mtr‘(’ &'&.\h ‘“ (»d@f"\tri &3 MQJ Coo}@‘
OMAL e 12, 2 810.° ~ ~

e ,Q\/u
: | | | : JUDGE
rhen 2 Lo T

Deputy Prosecuting Attorney #3232 4

L~

nant -
rder on Criminal Motion (ORCM) ‘ 05102

SX- B3



ORIGINAL: COURT MINUTES

KENT COURTHOUSE
KING COUNTY SUPERIOR COURT

OMNTBUS CALENDAR CALENDAR DATE: 03/12/2010
12:33 A.M.
JUDGE:  MARY ROBERTS BRAILIFF: ) AURIE WATSON

COURT CLERK:

LESLIE KEITH COURT REPORTER DRAD ’0 |2' 9 q
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CASE NO: 09-1~07750~5 KNT
* DEFENDANT: ZAMUDIO OROZCO, MARCUS A

TRUE NAME: [0S

CCN: 1873436 DPA: KING COUNTY, PROSECUTING ATTY

EXP: 03-21-10 ATD: BRADLEY, MARK CHARLE ke p
2064473900 Cﬂﬁvf’ aimL

CO-DEFENDANTS :

CHARGE: RAPE CHLD 2-DV,RAPE CHLD 3-DV 2CTS
ARR DATE: 12/07/2009

1OC: RJ--102L

INT: SPANISH

ORIGINAL TRIAL DATE: 03/16/2010

COMMENCE DATE: 01-21-10

TRIAT SET EXP: 03-21-10

OMNIBUS HEARING IS HELD. COURT ENTERS OMNIBUS ORDER.

i MOTION TO CONTINUE OMNIBUS HEARING TO E;':lQV .
GRANTED / BENEED ORDER SIGNED

MOTION FOR ISSUANCE OF BENCH WARRANT. GRANTED / DENIED
BAIL SET AT . ORDER SIGNED.

STATE’'S MOTION TO AMEND INFORMATION. GRANTED / DENIED

PLEA - SENT TO JUDGE

DEFENDANT WITHDRAWS PLEA OF NOT GUILTY AND ENTERS PLEA / ALFORD PLEA OF
GUILTY. STATEMENT OF DEFENDANT ON PLEA OF GUILTY IS EXECUTED.
SENTENCING DATE TO BE SET.

DEFENDANT IS ARRAIGNED ON AMENDED INFORMATION AND ENTERS A PLEA OF NOT GUILTY

—— MOTION TO CONTINUE TRIAL DATE GRAJ 'TED@ENE‘B—
' TRIAL DATE CONTINUED TO: 2

EXPIRATION DATE TO: O al )

STATE’S MOTION TO DISMISS WITH/WITHOUT PREJUDICE IS GRANTED
ORDER SIGNED

ORDER STRIKING TRIAL DATE IS SIGNED

" ORDERS SIGNED

¢ x- B\

<



FILED

COUMTY, wasHINGTON
MAR 12 201 -
SUPERIOR COURT CLERK
LESUE J. KEITH
DEPUTY
SUPERIOR COURT OF WASHINGTON FOR KING COUNTY
STATE OF WASHINGTON, )
Plaintiff, ) No. 04-1-0FAT8-5 knt
V. ) ORDER CONTINUING TRIAL
< , ) (ORCTD)
ML fous ZZ'INJ'N” qu‘a Defendant. ) (Clerk’s Action Required)
CCN )

This matter came before the court for consideration of a motion for continuance brought by

(] plaintitt @defendant (] the court. ltis hereby /
(¥ ORDERED that the trial, currently set for gr/ it ! 19 is continued to “fl Zo / 1=

{J *upon agreement of the parties [CrR 3.3(f)(1)] or X required in the administration of justice [CrR

3.3(f)(2)] for the following reason:
[ plaintiffs counsel in trial; [J defense counsel in trial; IZ] other: r/ eﬁn L& ch_h&_/
lecaived  cage MR [ R .
It is further ORDERED:

%}/Omnibus hearing date is__g /Z‘ / 0 .
Expiration date is __ 2.8 / 2e [2 0ro
DONE IN OPEN COURT this | 2 Yay of N0 1) /

LA

~ JUDGE (./ ROPEFTT

Tl ST i ol

Deputy Hrosecuting Attorney WSBA No. Afforney for Deferfdant [ WSBA No.

[ agree to the continuance:

* Defendant [signature required only for agreed continuance]

f am fluent in the language, and ! have translated this entire decument for the defendant from English into that
language. | certify under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of Washington that the foregoing is true and correct

King County, Washington

interpreter

Trial Continuance
(Effeclive 1 September 2003}
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FILED

10 MAR 18 AM 11:13

KING.COUNTY
SUPERIOR €COURT CLERK
E-FILED

CASE NUMBER: 09-1-07750r5 KNT

IN TH:E SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF WASI—IINGTON FOR KING COUNTY .

, ~ REGIONAL JUSTICE CENTER
STATE OF WASHINGTON, ).
. ‘ . ) NO. 09-1-07750-5 knt
Plaintiff; ) :
B } NOTICE OF WITHDRAWAL
vs. . ) ~
MARCUS ZUMUDIO-OROZCO - i
. Defendant. ' §
)

The Society of Counsel Representing Accused Persons and undersigned counsel hereby
give notice of their withdrawal as appointed counsel herein for Defendant. Withdrawal is
necessary because [ ] a conflict of interest or other reason mandating withdrawal under the RPC
has been identified; [ ] our client has retained other counsel; [X ] trial court proceedings have
concluded as to our client; [ ] our client has failed to appear and a bench warrant has been
outstanding for more than ninety days; or [ ](othcr)

If further proceedings are scheduled herein involving Defendant 'p]ease direct any
discovery, requests for discovery, service of process or other notices or inquiries to-
subsequently—appearmg appointed or retained counsel or directly to our former client.

" DATED this March 17, 2010

Ml 4l

.TOSHUA A. POISEL WSBA 35858 /‘(J’
Former Counsel of Defendant 4 7‘

NOTICE OF WITHDRAWAL SOCIETY OF COUNSEL

o REPRESENTING ACCUSED PERSONS
Page 1 of 1 ' 420 West Harrison Street
v Suite 101
. Kent, Washington 98032

(253) 852-9460

EX- B.b



FILED

KING GOUNTY, WASHINGTON

¥AR 2 ¢ 208

SUPERIOR COURT CLERK

LESLIE J. KE{TH
DEPUT

' SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF WASHINGTON

COUNTY OF KING
STATE OF WASHINGTON Plaintiff, no. Q- I-&c*Ts0-&
vs. STIPULATED ORDER TO CONTINUE
M@ ' (s OMNIBUS HEARING
MU Ss %?xwé\m =G ZCO (ORCOMH) I
Defendant. (Clerk’s Action Required) '

The parties having stipulated that the omnibus hearing be continued __t® ’%—h

Y6 /1o B 220 pn ;

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the omnibus hearing is continued to __\ [i6 [10 @ $:30am

DATED: 45 [24s /20l

ey =
Deputy Prosecuting Attorney, WSBA # ,
/A/L | l

P
Attorney ff/ﬂyf‘endant, WSBA # 22e4¢]

Stipulated OFder to Continue Omnibus Hearing |
10/2/06 ’ i

Ex- BT g



ORIGINAL COURT MINUTES

ORIGINAL COURT MINUTES

KENT COURTHOUSE
KING COUNTY SUPERIOR COURT

OMNIBUS CALENDAR CALENDAR DATE: 04/16/2010
12:56 A.M.

JUDGE : BAILIFF:

JAMES D. CAYCE - SHERRI TYE
COURT CLERK: COURT REPORTER

LESLIE KEITH DR4D \0.’50._ olp
CASE NO: 09-1-07750-5 KNT
DEFENDANT: ZAMUDIO OROZCO, MARCUS A
TRUE NAME: ESGL
CCN: 1873436 DPA: KING COUNTY, PROSECUTING ATTY
EXP: 05-20-10 ATD: BRADLEY, MARK CHARLES >
2064473900 4

t
CO-DEFENDANTS:

CHARGE: RAPE CHLD 2-DV,RAPE CHLD 3-DV 2CTS
ARR DATE: 12/07/2009 :
10C: RJ--1021,

INT: SPANISH{,

ORIGINAL TRIAL DATE: 03/16/2010

COMMENCE DATE: 01-21-10

TRIAL SET EXP: 03-21-10

OMNIBUS HEARING IS HELD. COURT-ENTERS OMNIBUS ORDER.

w——"MOTION TCQ CONTINUE OMNIBUS HEARING TO L%'2;%
GRANTED / DENEEP  ORDER SIGNED i

MOTION FOR LSSUANCE OF BENCH WARRANT. GRANTED / DENIED
BATL SET AT .. ORDER SIGNED.

STATE'S MOTION TO AMEND INFORMATION. GRANTED / DENIED

PLEA - SENT TO JUDGE

DEFENDANT WITHDRAWS PLEA OF NOT GUILTY AND ENTERS PLEA / ALFORD PLEA OF

GUILTY. STATEMENT OF DEFENDANT ON PLEA OF GUILTY IS EXECUTED.
SENTENCING DATE TO BE SET.

___ DEFENDANT IS ARRAIGNED ON AMENDED INFORMATION AND ENTERS A PLEA OF NOT
GUILTY.
——— MOTION TO CONTINUE TRIAL DATE GRANTED / DEMED
TRIAL DATE CONTINUED TO: -3
EXPIRATION DATE TO: o2
STATE’S MOTION TO DISMISS WITH / WITHOUT PREJUDICE IS GRANTED
ORDER SIGNED
ORDER STRIKING TRIAL DATE IS SIGNED.

—

——ORDERS SIGNED

EX- 5.18



KING COUNTY, WASHINGETON

Defendant.

P ) g . ;
=N, APR 18 2010
SUPERIOR COURT BLERX
. LESLIE J. KEITH
'SUPERIOR COURT OF WASHINGTON FOR KING COUNTY , DEELT
STATE OF WASHINGTON, ) -g
Plaintiff, ) No. 04— L-0T150 kit
v, ) ORDER CONTINUING TRIAL
AL D10 ~O1ZL 0 ) (ORCTD)
Mmu L" z 0 ) {Clerk’s Action Reqguired)
)

CCN

This matter came before the court for consideration of a motion for continuance brought by
(] plaintiff %fendant [ the court. ltis hereby

[I} ORDERED that the trial, currently set for (o) is continued to __ 9 / < T/ {0
(] *upon agreement of the parties [CrR 3.3(f)(1)] or (¥ required in the administration of justice [CrR
3.3(f){(2)] for the following reason:
plaintiff's counsel in trial; (] defense counsel in trial; E{other: 0‘4’{’0‘-’9"
gl fn  vou

It is further ORDERED:
gﬁ)mnibus hearing date i 4/ Z7% / {o

Expiration date is LlZ I‘ '\D

DONE IN OPEN COURT this lé day of 4\9!‘»” ( 20 1O «

Apprb d for entry:
= sl

Deffity Prosecuting Attorney WSBA No. Attomey f@a@ént WSBA No. ZZ%"(

{ agree to the continuance:

* Defendant {signature required only for agreed continuance]

I am fluent in the language, and { have translated this entire document for the defendant from English into that
{anguage. | certify under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of Washington that the foregoing is true and correct.

King County, Washington

Inferpreter

Trial Continuance
(Effective 1 September 2003)

Fx- 319



-ORIGINAL COURT MINUTES

ORIGINAL COURT MINUTES

KENT COURTHOUSE
KING COUNTY SUPERICR COURT

OMNIRUS CARLENDAR CALENDAR DATE: 04/23/2010
12:29 A.M.
JUDGE:  MARY ROBERTS BAILIFF: SHERRI TYE
COURT CLERK: LESLIEI(EITPi COURT REPORTER PR~

it et e e S il A e e S e e e e, T S T T o 1 T o, i o o o o o o A S i S A Sk Ak o e, S, S e e O S T A Ak o e i

CASE NO: 09-1-07750-5 KNT
DEFENDANT: ZAMUDIO OROZCO, MARCUS A

TRUE NAME:
CCN: 1873436 DPA: KING COUNTY, PROSECUTING ATTY
EXP: 06-02~10 ATD: BRADLEY, MARK CHARLES

2064473900

CO-DEFENDANTS:

CHARGE: RAPE CHLD 2-DV,RAPE CHLD 3-DV 2CTS
ARR DATE: 12/07/2009

LOC: RJ--102L

INT: SPANISH

ORIGINAL TRIAL DATE: 03/16/2010

COMMENCE DATE: 01-21~10

TRIAL SET EXP: 03-21-10

OMNIBUS HEARING IS HELD. COURT ENTERS OMNIBUS ORDER.

— MOTION TO CONTINUE OMNIBUS HEARING TO Lt‘esi)-
GRANTED / PEWTED ORDER SIGNED

MOTION FOR ISSUANCE OF BENCH WARRANT. GRANTED / DENIED
BAIL SET AT . ORDER SIGNED.

STATE'S MOTION TO AMEND INFORMATION. GRANTED / DENIED

PLEA - SENT TO JUDGE

———

DEFENDANT WITHDRAWS PLEA OF NOT GUILTY AND ENTERS PLEA / ALFORD PLEA OF
GUILTY. STATEMENT OF DEFENDANT ON PLEA OF GUILTY IS EXECUTED.
SENTENCING DATE TO BE SET.

DEFENDANT IS ARRAIGNED ON AMENDED INFORMATION AND ENTERS A PLEA OF NOT GUILTY.
MOTION TO CONTINUE TRIAL DATE GRANTED / DENIED

TRIAL DATE CONTINUED TO:
EXPIRATION DATE TO:
STATE’S MOTION TO DISMISS WITH / WITHOUT PREJUDICE IS GRANTED
ORDER SIGNED

ORDER STRIKING TRIAL DATE IS SIGNED.

ORDERS SIGNED

EX- B.»o
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FILED

NERTS DOUNTY, WASHINGTON

. APR 23 2010
%ﬁ% ‘;% | SUPERIOR COURT BLEBK
LESLIE J. KEITH
. BEPUTY
SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF WASHINGTON
COUNTY OF KING
STATE OF WASHINGTON Plaintiff, No._ () C(: - -p7 750§ Js \x ot

STIPULATED ORDER TO CONTINUE

MARCULS 2 Samwbly -6l (b O ORCOMID O

Defendant. (Clerk’s Action Required)

The parties having stipulated that the omnibus hearing be continued ‘1[0 Lf// —%’.3/ 0

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the omnibus hearing is continued to ___‘f / 30 j o &F
I 7 & zofon

_ Vd
DATED: __ Y / 23/50
Tt e —
IINAE GE
@{/\\__\ 3,” 7 JUDGE !\@P E. ROBERTS
Deputy Prosecuting A%evaSBA # _

At oxth¥€ Defendant,j, WSBA# 3¢/ §73 Z N
r N . ( d dﬂ/ il

Stipulated Order to Continue @mnibus Hearing

10/2/06

Ex- B2\



ORIGINAL COURT MINUTES

KENT COURTHOUSE .
KING COUNTY SUPERIOR COURT

OMNIBUS CALENDAR CALENDAR DATE: 04/30/2010
12:53 A.M.
JUDGE:  MARY ROBERTS BAILIFE: SHERRI TYE
COURT CLERK: LESLIE KEI-I-H COURT REPORTER DR4D

CASE NO: 09-1-07750-5 KNT

DEFENDANT: ZAMUDIO OROZCO, MARCUS A

TRUE NAME : SMT\'DS

CCN: 1873436 DPA: KING COUNTY, PROSECUTING ATTY

EXP: 06-02-10 ATD: BRADLEY, MARK CHARLES > |0
2064473900

CO-DEFENDANTS :

CHARGE: RAPE CHLD 2-~DV,RAFE CHLD 3-DV 2CTS
ARR DATE: 12/07/2009

1OC: RJ--102L

INT: SPANISH G\%&

ORIGINAL TRIAL DATE: 03/16/2010

COMMENCE DATE: 01-21-10
TRIAL SET EXP: 03-21-10

" OMNIBUS HEARING IS HELD. COURT ENTERS OMNIBUS ORDER.

MOTION TO CONTINUE CMNIBUS HEARING TO
GRANTED / DENIED ORDER SIGNED

MOTION FOR ISSUANCE OF BENCH WARRANT. GRANTED / DENIED
BAIL SET AT . ORDER SIGNED.

STATE 'S MOTION TO AMEND INFORMATION. GRANTED / DENIED

PLEA - SENT TO JUDGE

DEFENDANT WITHDRAWS PLEA OF NOT GUILTY AND ENTERS PLEA / ALFORD PLEA OF

GUILTY. STATEMENT OF DEFENDANT ON PLEA OF GUILTY IS EXECUTED.
SENTENCING DATE TO BE SET.

DEFENDANT IS ARRAIGNED ON AMENDED INFORMATION AND ENTERS A PLEA OF NOT GUILTY.

MOTION TO CONTINUE TRIAL DATE GRANTED / DENIED
TRIAL DATE CONTINUED TO:
EXPIRATION DATE TO:
STATE’S MOTION TO DISMISS WITH / WITHOUT PREJUDICE IS GRANTED
ORDER SIGNED

ORDER STRIKING TRIAL DATE IS SIGNED.

||

ORDERS SIGNED
EX- B L

-



FILED

WING COUNTY, WASHINGTON

APR 3 ¢ 2010

SUPERIOR COURT CLERK

~ LESLIE J, KEITH
DEPUTY

SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF WASHINGTON COUNTY OF KING
vo. Q%-(-0%%1s0-5 k(o

ORDER ON OMNIBUS HEARING
(QOR)
Charge: &QCZ‘ il

W\L\\S &\‘Wdﬁb - O(\O?;'Cb Trial Date: S/ & 7/ {0

Defendant
Expiration: ¢ ( - / 'O

STATE OF WASHINGTON,

Plaintiff,

Jﬁiln Custody [1 Out of Custody

An omnibus hearing was held on this date.

1. CrR 3.5:
g No custodial statements will be offered in the state’s case-in-chief, or in rebuttal.
O The statements of defendant will be offered in state’s rebuttal case only.
PZ The statements referred to in the state’s omnibus application will be offered and:
0 May be admitted into evidence without a pretrial hearing, by stipulation of

the parties.
Z  Apretral hearing shall be held.

2. CrR3.6:

—

o No motion to suppress evidence pursuant to CrR 3.6(a) shall be made.

P{ Defendant will move to suppress evidence. Moving party shall comply with CrR 3.6,
8.1 and CR 6. The motion shall be heard, immediately before trial, by the trial judge.

3 CrR 4.7:

V Plaintiff has provided the defense with all discovery required by CrR 4.7(a).
q/ Defendant has provided the plaintiff with all discovery required by CrR 4.7(b).

ORDER ON CMNIBUS HEARING OOR
REVISED 4/2005 Page 10f2

Ex- B.23(®
09 | of 2.



d Plaintiff shall provide the defense with

by , 200
0 Defendant shall provide plaintiff with
by , 200
O Witness interviews shall be completed by , 200____. No party

may impede opposing counsel’s investigation of the case, CrR 4.7(h)(1).

7& The general nature of the defense is Aenia \

(I Discovery orders:

=1
M{/ At
4, 11 Plaintiff will move to amend the information to Mlﬂ(- M"”Hq 6K @0(’74 T '46
Defense shall be served a copy of the proposed amended mformatlon days
before the trial date. ""
0"11 [lia

5. Motions in limine are reserved for the trial court. Y\CM/ 6,’ OHA g 3(

Ta
6. Proposed jury instructions shall be served and filed wher%tﬁr% casgi's canéd for trial,
CrR 6.15(a).

7.  Other motions not specifically referenced in this order shall be noted before the chief
criminal judge or criminal motions judge, and shall comply with CrR 8.1, CrR 8.2, CR 6
and CR 7(b) unless expressly agreed by the parties in writing.

, 20f Q

Submitied: - e EME. ROBERTS
AN anll

DHPYTY PROSECUTING ATTORNEY ATTdﬁNE OR DEFENDANT

DONE IN OPEN GOURT this QUM day of '4)’;/’

WSBA# WSBA
| am fluent in the language. | have translated this document for the dgfendant into that language. |
certify, under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of Washington, that the foregoing isl'true and correct,

Date and Place Interpreter
ORDER ON OMNIBUS HEARING OO0R
REVISED 4/2005 . P

EX*' B\ 23 a9620f2.

pj')_c(l.



MNIBU ARING CHE T

Case Name: Mﬁ(ms ‘ZGM\J()XQ - 6?0‘2:50 Trial Date: 3 / ‘5/ [®

Case No O%-\-Cthrsa-<€ Expiration Date. S (/210
f=2
PLEA N TIATIO MPLETED
Yes__  No L//;lea Possible
Yes _ No___ SenttoPlea Calendar this date N A
Y1 D Provided by:
Yes ‘/ No ___ All documentary discovery (photos/tapes) provided
Yes _____; No ___ Prior convictions of defendant/witness provided
Yes __ No___ All medical records, expert reports, lab and test results provided
Yes __ No_” Allstate witnesses have been interviewed and are ready for trial
Yes  No__ M#all defense witnesses have been interviewed and are ready for trial
Yes  No___  All remaining witnesses interviews have been scheduled for specific
dates and times or will be completed by 5/ 2o/l
Yes ___/ No _ All discoverable defenses have been disclosed
Yes __ No__ Alldiscovery has been completed
If no’ Discovery matters which need court’s resolution:
ADINE ] . [

- Jaa ( &
Yes __\L/_ No __ The information will be amended j;o {*‘I)W VJW .
Yes No _ Co-defendant(s) is/are ready for trial NA ] g ; ’,

Yes v~ _ No___ Jury

No__ CrR 3.5 hearing: '—i'&é%‘ﬂ’ Jo oA tore
| beefedzd

# of hours # of witnesses e | e

Yes Z No __ CrR 3.6 hearing:

# of hours _| # of witnesses ’2 -- interview date(s)
Briefing schedule

S -4 =% Ml Trial length estimate, including pre-trial motion% M ast—

OTHER

Yes No / Sent to motion calendar

If yes: Motion to be heard no later than:

If no:

f%/\/ 7N

Briefing schedule:

Omnibus rescheduled to: A
DATED: ﬂ‘l’/ 30201 (—A/W\ /*/

™S
E':'Hﬂ‘r.a,\,m -
i S,

GESGE MARY E. ROBERTS

Deputy Prosecuting Attorney Ex-3-. 23 ( 5) Defend?y Attomney Z2.3(Y

g

SIS



* ORIGINAL COURT MINUTES

BENT'D

PAGE #: 16
KENT COURTHOUSE ,
KING COUNTY SUPERIOR COURT °
CRIMIN?L TRIAL CATENDAR CALENDAR DATE: 05/03/2010

COURT CLERK COURT REPORTER

Mt i e o e e e e G o e R G S A P A S m om e T v i e e e e o Ak et G\ o o M e v me e e . v e et m

CASE NO: 09~1-07750-5 KNT
DEFENDANT: ZAMUDIO OROZCO, MARCUS A

TRUE NAME: , .
CCN: 1873436 DPA: KING COUNTY, PROSECUTING ATT
"EXP: 06~02-10 ATD: BRADLEY, MARK CHARLES

2064473500

CO~-DEFENDANTS : . N

CHARGE: RAPE CHLD 2-DV,RAPE CHLD 3-DV 2CTS
ARR DATE: 12/07/2009
10C: RJ--102L
INT: SPANISH
ORIGINAL TRIAL DATE: 03/16/2010
COMMENCE DATE: 01-21-10
TRIAL SET EXP: 03-21-10
MOTION JUDGE #: HON. 000
AFFIDAVIT:

ACTION:
HOLD TO 55{55(

5-DAY EXTENSION TO

CONT - CONTINUED TO

60/30 WAIVER TO

ASSIGNED TO JUDGE

PLEA - SENT TO

. STRIKE
BEN - BENCH WARRANT TO BE ISSUED
DSMHRG - ORDER OF DISMISSAL i

ORDER SIGNED/ORDER TO BE PRESENTED

EX- B2



T T
FILED
~iNG COUNTY, WASHINGTON
MAY 3 2010
SUPERIOR COURT CLERK
LESLIE J. KEITH
DEPUTY

SUPERIOR COURT OF WASHINGTON FOR KING COUNTY

STATE OF WASHINGTON,
Plaintiff, NO 09-1-07750-5 KNT
V. ORDER CONTINUING TRIAL
Zamudio-Orozco, Marcus (ORCTD)
Defendant (Clerk’s Action Required)

CCN_ 1873436

This matter came before the court for consideration of a motion for continuance brought by
O plaintiff [ defendant [ the court. itis hereby
ORDERED that the trial, currently set for 05/03/2010 , is contiriued
05/04/2010 . O *Upon agreement of the parties [CrR 3.3(f)(1)] or [J required in the
administration of justice [CrR 3.3(f)(2)] for the following reason: [] plaintiffs counsel in trial;
[[] defense counsel in trial; ‘ir,l_nojudicial availability; [] other:

It is further ORDERED: ,
[J Omnibus hearing date is —
X Expiration date is remains_6/2/2010

DONE IN OPEN COURT this _3rd __day of __May . 2010 .

Y e

Approved for entry: ' Juggﬁﬁ !V“EARY E. ROBERTS
Deputy Prosecuting Attomey WSBA No. Attorney for Defendant WSBA No. '

f agree to the continuance:

Defendant [signature required only for agreed continuance]

1 am fluent in the language, and | have translated this entire document for the defendant from English into that
language. | ceitify under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of Washington that the foregoing is true and correct.
King County, Washington

Interpreter

Trial Continuance
(Effective 1 September 2003)

1

Ex- 3.25



- ORIGINAL COURT MINUTES

PAGE #: 17 -
: KENT COURTHOUSE
: "KING COUNTY SUPERIOR COURT
CRIMINAL TRIAL CALENDAR ‘CALENDAR DATE: 05/04/2010
JUDGE: - ‘ ‘
Mary Roberts |
- COURT CLERK: ' . ] COURT REPORTER
- | Leslie Keith

_ _ CASE NO: 09-1-07750-5 KNT
DEFENDANT: ZAMUDIO OROZCO, MARCUS A

TRUE NAME:
CCN: 1873436 : DPA: KING COUNTY, PROSECUTING ATT

EXP: 06~02-10 ~ ATD: BRADLEY, MARK CHARLES
: 2064473800

CO-DEFENDANTS :

CHARGE: RAPE CHLD 2-DV,RAPE CHLD 3-DV 2CTS '
ARR DATE: 12/07/2009

1OC: RJ--102L '

INT: \SPANISH _

ORIGINAL TRIAL DATE: 03/16/2010

COMMENCE DATE: 01-21-10

TRIAL SET EXP: 03-21-10
MOTION JUDGE #: HON. 000
AFFIDAVIT: :

ACTION:

HOLD TO

5-DAY EXTENSION TO

' CONT - CONTINUED TO

60/90 WAIVER TO :
ASSIGNED TO JUDGE W h\‘\’t,

PLEA - SENT TO

STRIKE
BEN - BENCH WARRANT TO BE ISSUED
DSMHRG - ORDER OF DISMISSAL.

ORDER SIGNED/ORDER TO BE PRESENTED

£X- B.26



=XHIBIT

I.WSP-CRIME LAB REPORT PRESENTED
DATE MARCH 9th-2010
BY MEGAN M. INSLEE
LAB#109-003128.
3 ms.

cXHIBI




Orcunne ~ Rseonns | Copics - Lnosvce, L 7 erpp

07- 29S|

JOHN R. BATISTE
‘Chief

CHRISTINE O, GREGOIRE
Governor

STATE OF WASHINGTON

WASHINGTON STATE PATROL
2203 Alrport Way South, Suite 250 « Seattle, Washington 98134-2045 + (206) 262-6020 » www.wsp.wa.gov

CRIME LABORATORY REPORT
Agency: . Kent Police Department Laboratory Number: 109-003128
Agency Rep: Delsctive L. Melton ‘Agency Case Number:  09-12405
Subject:  Victim ~ Zamudlo, Jessica E. Request Number: 0001, 0002

Subject: Suspect - Zam'u;ﬂo Orozco, Marcus A, : |

Evidence Examined: o

ltem 7: One sealed sexual essault kit reportedly colibated from Jessica Zamudlo. The aral, perineal, vaginal, anal, and
skin swebs, as well as the reference blood card were examined for this report.

item 4: One palr of Jeans, reportedly collected from Jessica Zemudio, in a sealed paper bag.
item 3: One palr of boxer-stylé underpants, reportedly collected from Marcus Zamudio Orozco, in a sealed peper Bag.
item 10: Swabs, reportedly oral references from Frank Jaimes, in a sealed envelope.

rocedurss a ' ulta :

Portlons of the oral, perineal, vaginal, and anal swabs (item 7) were removed and extracted for a microscoplc eveluation.
A spermatozoon was observed In the vaginal sample; none wera observed in the other samples. Each of the extracts
wes tested for the presence of p30, a protain used In the detection of semen. The perineal and vaginal samples testad
positive for p30 and the orel and anel samples tested negative. The vaginal swabs were sampled in thelr entirety and i
extracted for DNA using a differential technique, which attempts to separate sperm cell DNA from non-sperm celi DNA.
No further testing was conducted on the oral, perineal or anal samples.

The skin swabs (ltem 7) were tested for the presance of ackd phosphatase (AP), an enzyme present at elevated levels n
semen and lower levels in some other body flulds. All of the skin swgbs &ested ~r«sgatb_/e for AP 9”,‘,’ nqufur.n}qr .'°j‘"’.'9 was
-t e -.wnduﬂsd.onmem' b e e B - e - s cerew PO - . .

xamined using & Forensic Light Source (FL8), which delivers a high-Intensity light of adjustable
Irha:gle:nngsﬂgm;)::;e c:use certaln blg!oglcal flulds to fluoresce, Tha Interior crofch area end an area on the exterior left
thigh fluoresced. Both ereas were tested for AP. The Interlor crotch area tested positive; the exterior left thigh tested |
negative. A sample was removed from the crotciTatea and extracted for a micrascopic evaluation. Spermatozt:’a f:eI;eNA |
o!;s.?erveé. The sample was also tested for the presence of p30, with a positive result. The sample was extracted for

using & differential technique. -

' ltem 3) were vlsﬁally examined. The inside fron
szz lt):::r? dgwn th,z centerline of the inslde front panel. The

t panel was tested for AP, with positive results. A swabblng
swabbing was extracted for a microscopic evaluation.

Spermatozoa were observed, The swab was extracted for DNA using a differentlal technique. | s

X490

Date

of 3 mmi
Page 1 ﬂ




09.1a40S"

Agency: Kent Police Department ~ Laboratory Number:  108-003128
Agency Rep: Detective L. Melton Agency Casa Number:  08-12405
Subject: Viclim - Zamudio, Jessica E. . . Request Number: 0001, 0002

Subject: Suspect — Zemudlo Orozco, Marcus A.

Portions from the references for Jessica Zamudio (ltam 7) and Frank Jaimes (item 10) were removed and extracted for
DNA.

The DNA extracts were quantified for total human DNA and some for human male DNA, Due to low quantification resuits,
no further testing was conducted on the vaginal samples (ltem 7). The other extracts were then amplified using an
established Polymerase Chain Reactlon (PCR) pracedure and the Appiled Blosystems AmpFISTR® Profiler Pius® and
~COfiler® ampiification kits. The sperm fractions of the boxers {ltemn 3) and thejeans (ltem 4) were not amplified with the
COfiler kit. The Profiler Pius® kit amplifies the following Short Tandem Repeat (STR) markers: D3S1368, VWA, FGA,
D8S1179, D21S11, D18851, D5S818, D138317;-D75820, and amelogenin (a sex determination site). The COfiler®
.amplification kit ampllﬂaa the follawing STR merkers: D3S1358, D168539, THO1, TPOX, CSF1PO, D78820, and
amelogenin. The resulting products were then analyzad on an AB 3130 Genetic Analyzer. A threshold of 160 Relative
Fluorescence Units (RFU) and ahove s used for allele designation.

onel
1. No semen was detected on the oral, anal, or skin swabs (item 7).
2. Semen was detected on the vaginal swabs (ltem 7), the jéans (item 4), and the boxers (itemn 3)..
3. The p30 result obtalned indicales the presence of semen on the perineal swabs (item n.
4.. The DNA typing profile abtained fmm the jeans (item 4) Is mlxed in orlgln consistent with originating from three
hdh:duell';e non-spem fraction is a mixture consistent with originating from two female individuals.

Jessica Zamudlo (ltem 7) Is included as a possible contributor to this mixture. Besed on the U.S.
population, It is estimated that 1 in 30 thousand individuals is a potentiaf contributer to this mixture,

No Indication of male DNA was detected In the non-sperm fraction.

b. The spemm fraction Is @ mlxture consistent with orlglnatlng from three individuals, at least one of ‘'which Is
‘female.

The donors of the non-sperm fraction (Jesslca Zamudio (item 7) and a second femals individual), Frank
Jaimes (item 10), and Individual A (see conclusion 5) are all included as pessible contributors to the
overall sperm-fraction mixture. Based on-the U.S. population, It s estimated that 1 in 77 Individuals Is a
potential contributor to this mixture.

‘See Remark 2.
5. ‘The DNA typing profile obtained from the boxers (item 3) Is mlxed in origln. consistent with originating from two -

individuals.
a. The male component originates from an unknown male source, deslgnated Individual A.

3'4'!0
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- Agency:
Agency Rep:
Subject:

* Subject:

b..

Kent Police Department : Laboratory Number:  108-003128
Detective L. Melton : . S Agency Case Number: 08-12405 -
Victim - Zamudlo, Jesslca E. . " RequestNumber: 0001, 0002
Suspect -~ Zamudio Orozco, Marcus A.

The female component originates from a slngle source and matchas the DNA typing profile of Jessica
Zamudio (ltem 7).

The estimated probabllity of sa!eot!ng an unrelated lndlvldual at random from the U.8. population with a
matching profile Ia 1 In 33 tillion. ‘

1. Statistical calculations were computed by CODIS Popstats using data compiled by the FBI and published In the -
Journal of Forensic Sclenoes, 2001:46(3). The statistical strength Increasas with the number of markers used in
the ceiculation.

2, Anindividual who ls closely related 1o one of the’donors of a mixture may technically be Included &s a possible
contributor to that mixture simply becauao he/she shares genetic information wlth the true donor.

3. The evidence ltems were resealed and retuned to the Washington State Patrol Seaitle Ctime Laboratory
evidenca vault pending retum to the submiiting agency ,

s / \ I .
S T Y f . ’ Date
Page 3 of 3 mml P
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Notice of Appearance and Request for Discovery - 1

FILED

10 MAR 04 AM 8:30

KING COUNTY
SUPERICR COURT CLE
E-FILED
CASE NUMBER: 09-1-07750

IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF WASHINGTON FOR KING

COUNTY

STATE OF WASHINGTON NO. (s) 091077505KNT

Plaintiff

v. NOTICE OF APPEARANCE AND
MARCUS A ZAMUDIO-OROZCO REQUEST FOR DISCOVERY

Defendant, Ct. SUP 03/10/2010

Atty: Mark Bradley 22864
Purpose: CS

Charge: RAPECH2

TO: CLERK OF THE SUPERIOR COURT
DANIEL SATTERBERG, PROSECUTING ATTORNEY
FILING DEPUTY in the above matter

YOU WILL TAKE NOTICE that the undersigned is appearing as counsel for
the defendant above-named.

YOU ARE REQUESTED to preserve all physical evidence relating to the
alleged offense including, but not limited to, police communications (911) tapes, and the
scene of the alleged crime until final disposition of this cause or until further order of this
Court. Request is made pursuant to State v. Boyd, 29 Wn.App. 584 (1981) and U.S. v.
Agurs, 427 U.S. 97, 49 L.Ed.2d 342 (1976).

LAW OFFICES OF
The Defender Association
810 Third Avenue, Suite 800

Seattle, WA 98104

DI
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Notice of Appearance and Request for Discovery - 2

YOU ARE HEREBY REQUESTED to provide discovery of the following
materials as provided for by CrR 4.7 and LCrR 4.5(j) so that timely decision may be made
regarding selection of a trial date or changing the plea.

1. The names and addresses of persons whom the prosecuting attorney intends
to call as witnesses at the hearing together with any written or recorded statements and the
substance of any oral statements of such witnesses;

2. Any written or recorded statements and the substance of any oral
statements made by the defendant, or made by a co-defendant if the trial is to be a joint
one;

3. When authorized by the court, those portions of grand jury minutes
containing testimony of the defendant, relevant testimony or persons whom the
prosecuting attorney intends to call as witnesses at the hearing or trial, and any relevant
testimony that has not been transcribed;

4. Any reports or statements of experts made in connection with the particular
case, including results of physical or mental examination and scientific tests, experiments,
or comparisons;

5. Any record or prior criminal convictions of the defendant known to the
prosecuting attorney, including copies of any and all documents, including but not limited
to guilty plea forms and/or transcripts upon which the prosecutor intends to rely for the
purpose of establishing the prior record;

6. Any record known to the prosecuting attorney of prior criminal convictions
of any persons whom the State intends to call as witnesses at a hearing or trial in this
case;

YOU ARE FURTHER REQUESTED to provide notice of the defendant's
criminal history (RCW 9.94A.030(8)) and the aggravating factors (RCW 9.94A.390)
upon which the State will rely if the defendant's case ultimately proceeds to sentencing, so
that timely decision may be made regarding selection of a trial date or changing the plea.

This request is made pursuant to Const. Art. I, §22 and U.S. Const. Amends.
V and XIV.

YOU ARE FURTHER REQUESTED to provide prompt discovery of the
following:

1. With respect to criminal history, the crime or crimes (with specific statutes
violated for out-of-state convictions), the date of conviction, the date of release from
custody, the state and county of conviction, and the cause number.

LAW OFFICES OF
The Defender Association
810 Third Avenue, Suite 800

Seattle, WA 98104

> 2
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Notice of Appearance and Request for Discovery - 3

2. If the State intends to argue or present evidence of aggravating
circumstances to justify a departure from the guidelines pursuant to RCW 9.9A.390, the
specific evidence the State intends to present to the Court on that issue.

3. Real facts upon which the State intends to rely. RCW 9.94A.370.

YOU ARE FURTHER REQUESTED to produce all expert witnesses at trial
pursuant to CrR 6.13(b)(3)(iii).

Respectfully submitted this 3rd day of March, 2010.

s/Mark Bradley

State Bar Number 22864
The Defender Association
810 Third Avenue, Suite 800
Seattle, WA 98104
Telephone: (206) 447-3900
Fax: (206) 447-2349

Next Court Date (per PBP):

Purpose:

LAW OFFICES OF
The Defender Association
810 Third Avenue, Suite 800

Seattle, WA 98104
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I.INQUIRI FROM THE JURY

AND COURT RESPONSE

DELIBERATIONS DAY

MAY 20-2010
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THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF WASHINGTON
IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF KING

STATE OF WASHINGTON,

Plaintiff, No. 09-1-07750-5 KNT
VS.

MARCUS ZAMUDIO-OROZCO,

INQUIRY FROM THE JURY
AND COURT’S RESPONSE

Defendant. (JYN)

In your question to the court, do not indicate how your deliberations are
proceeding. Do not state how the jurors have voted on any particular question,
issue, or claim, or in any other way express your opinions about the case.

JURY INQUIRY:
e peuld L/KE O JEE THE bﬂ/ﬂ

Legps LEPOLT Leoetfn b ﬂzxg’:f
/7 MpLldss (JSHEETS .

Z20-08 950 A
‘g, 2 Z 5 DATE AND TIME }?

Signed by Presiding Juro

DATE AND TIME RECEIVED:
****DO NOT DESTROY- LEAVE IN JURY ROOM****

Inquiry From the Jury and Court's Response, Page 1of2  SC Form JO-117  (7/00)




Inquiry From the Jury and Court’s Response Page 2

COURT’S RESPONSE: (AFTER AFFORDING ALL COUNSEL/PARTIES
OPPORTUNITY TO BE HEARD): '

\(ou R "\'O ﬁﬁ\AC\A-D(\ C/Q/Q'

ba (\\ﬂ. *0(4’({\'\%5 @,}\A
\/\OAV(R o B/ N st 4;_-\,\,\\,\40‘)\
A QV\AONCL s C \A_AA\,J[)L )

PREN PR
Gs o A

JNAC

Judge . WHITE

DATE AND TIME RETURNED TO JURY:

****DO NOT DESTROY- LEAVE IN JURY ROOM****
Inquiry From the Jury and Court’'s Response, Page2 of 2  SC Form JO-117  (7/00)
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THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF WASHINGTON
IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF KING

STATE OF WASHINGTON,

Plaintiff, No. 09-1-07750-5 KNT
VS.

MARCUS ZAMUDIO-OROZCO,

INQUIRY FROM THE JURY
AND COURT’S RESPONSE

Defendant. (JYN)

In your question to the court, do not indicate how your deliberations are
proceeding. Do not state how the jurors have voted on any particular question,
issue, or claim, or in any other way express your opinions about the case.

. - ’
JURY;;: IRLaaAD LIEE T HAVE A JOP}/ o TRAVSEEIF ¢
of” THE N (edED” o) Cprr RFTEL

AepisT [ Faem £ CARGE )

M W S20-11 1075 AM

Signed by Presiding JurWJror # / DATE AND TIME

DATE AND TIME RECEIVED:
***DO NOT DESTROY- LEAVE IN JURY ROOM****
Inquiry From the Jury and Court’'s Response, Page 1of 2  SC Form JO-117  (7/00)
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Inquiry From the Jury and Court’s Response Page 2

COURT’S RESPONSE: (AFTER AFFORDING ALL COUNSEL/PARTIES
OPPORTUNITY TO BE HEARD):

(ow Gve 4o csmsdar <00
6 \? -\vc-h,uo,a 6W heo
cX Crlbds admered (Wt
Ouvdaxe c¢ o ode

“5}‘_\_ 03 T @ury X  (nstrootdS
ar & Whele.

A

V. WHITE

DATE AND TIME RETURNED TO JURY:

****DO NOT DESTRQOY- LEAVE IN JURY ROOM****
Inquiry From the Jury and Court's Response, Page20of2  SC Form JO-117  (7/00)
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THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF WASHINGTON
IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF KING

STATE OF WASHINGTON,

Plaintiff, No. 09-1-07750-5 KNT
VS.

MARCUS ZAMUDIO-OROZCO,

INQUIRY FROM THE JURY
AND COURT’S RESPONSE
Defendant. (JYN)

In your question to the court, do not indicate how your deliberations are
proceeding. Do not state how the jurors have voted on any particular question,
issue, or claim, or in any other way express your opinions about the case.

JURY INQUIRY: ' ‘
CZ% Ael  JuRolS L LPOEED 7o HGREE

Gl Ooprr 1O  Foext A VeedIcr
o [LAcH P gt Ao T

4 ERDILT FE MIPE 2L
%ﬁﬂjub/d@aﬂé Coutd7 U5 ST

B Lppmes VPTE

S28-10  f0-52H1

Signed by Presiding Juror /J / DATE AND TIME

DATE AND TIME RECEIVED:
****DO NOT DESTROY- LEAVE IN JURY ROOM****
Inquiry From the Jury and Court’'s Response, Page 1of2  SC Form JO-117  (7/00)
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Inquiry From the Jury and Court’s Response Page 2

COURT’S RESPONSE: (AFTER AFFORDING ALL COUNSEL/PARTIES
OPPORTUNITY TO BE HEARD):

\(ow C\,Q'—‘q) et bvo &

U CL“JL/U\UVS VQVA.\C‘* <s

(—('0 e hn DuUNKN o
9 NN _S.m\ uvc\u\wuc\a_\

ﬂg‘\ﬂk .

ann:

Judge JAYVPWHITE

DATE AND TIME RETURNED TO JURY: 5/20//0 /1:30

****DO NOT DESTROY- LEAVE IN JURY ROOM****
Inquiry From the Jury and Court’'s Response, Page 2 of 2  SC Form JO-117 (7/00)
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THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF WASHINGTON
IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF KING

STATE OF WASHINGTON,

Plaintiff, No. 09-1-07750-5 KNT
VS.

MARCUS ZAMUDIO-OROZCO,

INQUIRY FROM THE JURY
AND COURT'S RESPONSE

Defendant. (JYN)

In your question to the court, do not indicate how your deliberations are
proceeding. Do not state how the jurors have voted on any particular question,
issue, or claim, or in any other way express your opinions about the case.

JURY INQUIRY:
¢>/D 7HE W’wfﬁf o/ FHE ClouRT
DEF, //\//7 o of RAPE"

6—2/—— (O /[»ied
DATE AND TIME

****DO NOT DESTROY LEAVE IN JURY ROOM****
Inquiry From the Jury and Court’'s Response, Page 1 of2  SC Form JO-117  (7/00)

E A



Inquiry From the Jury and Court’s Response Page 2

COURT’S RESPONSE: (AFTER AFFORDING ALL COUNSEL/PARTIES
OPPORTUNITY TO BE HEARD):

Yo&» lct v Cpecden aQR
%((\40 «by’mwu 6/\/\ haeed

dind odhbts dém\
{\,j')r\) QV\AOJC-Q_ <SS < LA/\O’Q/L
o Leghar % Mo caustts  jrchvvetto-s

ﬂS/\L)(Ao‘@

[

Judge JAY V. WHITE

DATE AND TIME RETURNED TO JURY: @ [0:30am 5/,11//0

****DO NOT DESTROY- LEAVE IN JURY ROOM****
Inquiry From the Jury and Court’'s Response, Page 2 of 2  SC Form JO-117  (7/00)
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»\s‘; ‘ THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF WASHINGTON
IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF KING

STATE OF WASHINGTON,

Plaintiff, No. 09-1-07750-5 KNT
VS,

MARCUS ZAMUDIO-OROZCO,

INQUIRY FROM THE JURY
AND COURT’S RESPONSE

Defendant. (JYN)

In your question to the court, do not indicate how your deliberations are
proceeding. Do not state how the jurors have voted on any particular question,
issue, or claim, or in any other way express your opinions about the case.

JURY INQUIRY:

*74/ w Loy T HE DEL 1L/ I7ZE on
ﬂ;/ OF 2“ Len V73, ?©c/ NUEED TP
y&/{)f; or) LPCH [)ou,dfs7 ,L.ﬁ
Dk ,%fau/%éf //ﬂ/ﬁ Lo’

7#’8 'fb LG EEP éowﬁ

I

Signed by Presiding Jurof'/

g2lt-b (50 Fnc

DATE AND TIME

DATE AND TIME RECEIVED:
****DO NOJ DESTROY- LEAVE IN JURY ROOM****

Inquiry From the Jury and Court's Response, Page 1 of 2  SC Form JO-117  (7/00)
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Inquiry From the Jury and Court’s Response Page 2

COURT’S RESPONSE: (AFTER AFFORDING ALL COUNSEL/PARTIES
OPPORTUNITY TO BE HEARD):

\(ob\ Cwe AWt el =

Ceo e WS, a

é)w+\\u\~t '645\*/\ ée
wr e

\~ Cecovdieme W Ve &
Vwekvuckiony Qg a L_N\o/\ﬂ' .

Col

V. WHITE

DATE AND TIME RETURNED TO JURY:

****DO NOT DESTRQY- LEAVE IN JURY ROOM****
fnquiry From the Jury and Court’'s Response, Page 2 of 2  SC Form JO-117  (7/00)
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STATE OF WASHINGTON

COURT OF APPEALS, DIVISION __ 1

STATE OF WASHINGTON, )
) |
Respondent, ) No: 65557-4-1
) | ~
V. ) CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
L)
MARCUS ZAMUDIO. )
Petitioner. )
g «8
: = =S
I, _ MARCUS ZAMUDIO , Petitioner in the above entitled c@e ~=
under the penalty of perjury, do hereby certify that on the date noted below, I sent co_p_les QQ
of: Qo
STATEMENT OF ADITIONAL GROUNDS. = I”',‘:Q
~ 5 P e
. ' 0
£ =8
- "\
To:
1 COURT OF APPEALS ,
DIVISION 1

2 PROSECUTOR OFFICE.
3 CHRISTOPHER GIBSON  (NBK)
By processing as Legal Mail, with first-class postage affixed thereto, at the Airway

Heights Correction Center, P.O. Box 7049 , Airway Heights, WA 99001-2049

day of JULY

Dated this 1%

Petitioner

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE



