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WASHINGTON STATE COURT OF APPEALS 
DIVISION ONE 

STATE OF WASHINGTON, 
Plaintiff, 

) 
) No. 65557-4-I 
) 
) STATEMENT OF ADDITIONAL 
) GROUNDS FOR REVIEW 

MARCUS ZAMUDIO-OROZCO, ) 
- Defendant,) Pursuant to RAP 10.10 

------------------~----~~~~--

GROUND ONE 

14 Late Amended Information 

15 Zamudio-Orozco's trial commenced on 5-4-10, and the State 

16 amended the information and added charges. This resulted in 

17 his defense counsel being inadequately prepared for the pres-

18 entation and defense of the newly added charges. Zamudio-

19 Orozco was put into a classic Hobson situation in his case. 

20 Zamudio was forced to choose between his right to effect-

21 ive representation, and his right to a speedy trial that was 

22 delayed before the amending of chargep., which occurred on May 

23 5th, the second day of trial. The Washington State Supreme 

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

25 that "governmental mismanagement satisfies the 'misconduct' 

26 element [of 8.3(b)]." see 132 Wn.2d 229, 243, 937 P.2d 587. 
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1 In Michielli, the state's late action forced the defense 

2 to waive the defendant's right to speedy trial or proceed un-

3 prepared. The court found that this late action by the state 

4 prejudiced the defendant, and satisfied the misconduct element 

5 of 8.3(b). Id. at 245. Specifically, the court held that the 

6 defendant was prejudiced in that he was forced to waive his 

7 speedy trial rights and ask for a continuance to prepare for 

8 the surprise charges brought three business days before, to 

9 waive his speedy trial is not a trivial event ..• The state's 

10 delay in amending the charges, coupled with the fact .•. can 

11 reasonably be considered mismanagement. Id. at 245-46. 

12 Zamudio's counsel responded with the following: 

13 Defense 0Junsel: Well, what I would like the COUIt 
to do is certainly. What][ would 

1 4 like the court to do is not allow 
the amendments. If the court al-

l 5 lows the amendment, then I would 
when I am provided the information, 

1 6 that I may have a separate motion, 
I just don't--I knew these counts 

1 7 were corning, but I still don't have 
the discovery to support them. So I 

1 8 would again just obj ect -to. the am­
endment. 

19 (see VRP 5-5-10, pg. 178, Ln. 2.) 

20 Zamudio points to the case of Williams, 135 Wn.App. 1029, 

21 where the court held that amendment of information on day of 

22 trial was prejudicial and impermissibly forced the defendant 

23 to choose between his right to effective representation and 

24 his right to a speedy. Reversed and Remanded. Zamudio wants 

25 this court to review the prejudicial effect 'of the late amend-

26 ments, and reverse his conviction. (see Exhibits...!.:) 
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1 GROUND TWO 

2 Violation of Speedy Trial 

3 Zamudio's trial was originally set to expire on 2-5-10, 

4 but the court granted a series of continuances (without expl-

5 anation), in which he did not sign. Zamudio's trial actually 

6 commenced QJ1.5-4-1 0, which was 70 days after the expiration 

7 date. Zamudio never signed any continuances, and if the state 

8 wishes to contest this fact, then Zamudio requests that this 

9 court grant an evidentiary hearing. Zamudio supplies these 

10 facts relating to his speedy trial rights; (1) that he made 

11 objections to the continuances in open court; (2) the trial 

12 expiration date was extended numerous times; (3) the defense 

13 was prepared to proceed each tim~ the delays would occur. 

14 Zamudio stongly points out that he was arrested on 11-22-09 

15 and was not brought to trial until 5-4-10. The provisions in 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

Cr.R 3.3 clearly state; (see Exhibie B .2, FG 2 LINE 10) 

3.3(c)(1); "A 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); lilt 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 fIejudice." 

~i~shlngton Criminal Court Rules, like statutes should be 
23 should be construed to foster the purpose for which they were 

annotated." 
24 s~~_In re Glothlen, 99 Wn.2d 515, 522,633P.2d1330. 

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

26 the defendant once prosecution is initiated. 1tiwords,.99Wn.2d208. 
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1 Over his numerous objections, Zamudio suffered numerous 

2 prej udicial continuances, and was placed in a Hobson' s choice 

3 and was forced to choose between two constitutional rights 

4 which were, (1) proceed with unprepared counsel; (2) abandon 

5 his speedy trial rights, in which both are Sixth Amendment 

6 rights to a fair trial. After the 60 day trial date expired, 

7 State's complaining witnesses disappeared, and was 

8 found in California 3 months later. The State responded with 

9 the following: (see Exhibit !!.). 

10 

1 1 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

'!be 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 caning 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, In. 18) 

17 Having factually established a jeopardizing of Zamudio's 

18 speedy trial rights, he notes that the expiration date seems 

19 to have suffered surreptitious attempts to secret it from the 

20 record. "In bringing the defendant to trial, the prosecution 

21 must uphold its duty in good faith and with due diligence. 

22 The failure to comply with the speedy trial rule requires 

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

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

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

26 White, 23 Wn.App. 438, 440, 597 P.2d 420 (1979). 
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1 G R 0 U N D T H R E E 

2 Discovery Violation 

3 Zamudio's Omnibus Hearing was also continued a series of 

4 times, in which the state had ample opportunity to disclose all 

5 the discovery. The DNA Lab Report was dated 3-9-10, but the 

6 defense did not receive the report until 4-26-10. The defense 

7 moved to supress the lab report, but the court allowed it, and 

8 thus was able to violate the discovery rule, by being able to 

9 introduce evidence late. Zamudio's counsel was ineffective 

10 for failing to move for a mistrial after the state withdrew 

11 the DNA evidence outside the presence of the jury. But before 

12 the evidence was withdrawn, the defense moved to suppress the 

13 DNA Lab Report. The defense responded with the following: 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 II 

Defense Counsel: Well, your EJlonor, I actually have to have a 
conversation with Mr. Santos about the expert 
and if he's endorsing anybody. My rrotion 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,-hot 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 in the game, 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 
corne into evidence. (see VRP 5-5-10, Pg. 154, 
In. 14) 

(see Exhibit C. thru~) 
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1 The state had an obligation to provide the lab report as 

2 well as disclose its expert witness in a timely manner, also 

3 to provide Zamudio with the results so he could prepare a def-

4 ense. This obligation stems from Cr.R 4.7(a), and Zamudio's 

5 request for discovery. Namely, all of Zamudio's requests for 

6 discovery are intended to obtain information within the know-

7 ledge, possession, ,or control of each and every member of the 

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

9 the following; 

10 

1 1 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

'ltle 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 \veekend. 
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 wheth-er 
or not-and I don't know exactly when the 
detective delayed in getting that to me, 
then that would constitute same sort of 
prosecutorial misconduct and mismanagement. 
(see VRP 5-4-10, Pg. 50) 

18 The "prosecution team" also includes every single prosec-

19 utor, whether associated with the case or not. see Giglio v. 

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

21 F.3d 1040 (9th Cir. 2002). "The duty to disclosure including 

22 anyone working on the state's behalf, including police." see 

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

24 2d at 294. The prosecutor should have managed his case better 

25 seeing that he had discretion on when to file these charges. 

26 If· his attorney had not sought a continuance over Zamudio's 
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1 objection, the state would not have even disclosed this evid-

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

3 following; 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

1 1 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

Defense connael.: So I would say this ... well it appears that 
this court would believe that the canplete 
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 
same authority that would assist the court. 
out of curiosity, did Ms. Inslee actually 
perform the test that is at issue? (see VRP 
5-12-10, Pg. 7, In. 11) 

'!be state: I just have one thing. I do want to rrove 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. 

'!be Court: Any obj ection? 

Defense cnmsel: No. 

'.l1Je Court: All right. Thank you. It may be withdrawn. 

'Itle state: Thank you your Honor. 

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

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

23 trial after the state withdrew the DNA evidence outside the 

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

25 failed to request a curative instruction notifying the jury 

26 that the DNA evidence had been withdrawn and that all expert 
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1 testimony regarding the DNA should be ignored. This ineffect-

2 iveness is overt in the jury's question to the court during 

3 its deliberation. the trial judge abused his discretion by 

4 not providing a limited instruction telling the jury to ignore 

5 the DNA testimony, since the evidence had been withdrawn by 

6 the state. The prejudice against Zamudio is obvious, and the 

7 outcome of the trial would have been different, had the jury 

8 been aware that the state moved to withdraw DNA evidence. 

9 This alone, is grounds for reversal and a new trial, based 

10 on the fact that four days before the trial, the prosecutor 

11 turned over a DNA report which established that DNA from some 

1 2 other man wa s on the" jeans" and underwear of ZANUDIO 

13 The state used DNA provided by expert Megan Inslee for 

14 demonstrative purposes only, never offering it as evidence, 

15 and withdrew the testimony at the close of trial. The defense 

16 never moved to have the evidence admitted that was exculpatory 

17 in favor of Zamudio. During deliberations, the jury submitted 

18 a written quest to the court asking the following; 

1 9 Jury Inquiry: We would like to see the DNA report concerning 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

Jessica's jeans and Marcus' shorts. 

The Court: You are to consider all of the testimony you heard 
and the exhibits arnnitted 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 testirnony you heard 
and the exhibits arnnitted 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.) 
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1 and submitted the following questions to the court: 

2 Jury Inquiry: Do all jurors need to agree on each count to 
form a verdict on each count? can a verdict 

3 be made on an individual count with just a 
unanimous vote? 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

'!he Court: You are to return a unanirrous verdict as to 
each count to which you unanimously agrre. 

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

'!he Court: You are to consider all of the testimony you 
heard and exhibits admitted into as a whole 
in light of the court'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? 

'!he aourt: You are instructed to continue your deliberations 
in accordance with the court's instructions as a 
whole. 

14 Since this case hinges upon that DNA sample which estab-

15 lished that another man committed the crime as charged, the 

16 Zamudio's lawyer rendered deficient performance, by not offer-

17 ing the DNA report as an exhibit for the jury to consider in 

18 its deliberations. Since the jury requested to view that re-

19 port, Epere is a substantial likelihood that the DNA report 

20 could have changed the outcome of the verdict. 

21 CON C L U S ION 

22 For reasons above, this court should reverse Zamudio's 

23 conviction, and remand for a new trial. 

24 DATED this~day of _____ JULr __ ~ ________ 2011. 

25 submitted, 

26 x 
----------~=-~~--
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EXH~Bll 

A 

_-_ I.ORIGINAL INFaIK4TION. 
II.AMENDED INFORMATION MAY 6-2010 

III.AMENDED INFORMATION MAY 18-2010 
IV.MOTION 8.3(b) 

18 PGS. 

EXHIBIT 

A 
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FILED 
09 NOV 24 PM~: 21 

1\ ING COUHi Y 
SUPERIOR g.9U~T CLERK 

KEN I. W t. N-1SSUEO 
W,~RRA \ $200 00 

f"'! lARGE. COUN1Y . 

SUPERlOR COURT OF WASHINGTON FOR KING COUNTY 

THE STATE OF WASIDNGTON, ) 
Plaintiff, ) 

v. ) No. 09-1-07750-5 KNT 
) 

MARCUS A. ZAMUDIO-OROZCO, ) INFORMATION 
) 
) 
) 

Defendant. ) 

COUNT I 

13 I, Daniel T. Satterberg, Prosecuting Attorney for King County in the name and by the 
authority ofthe State of Washington, do accuse MARCUS A. ZAMUDIO-OROZCO of the 

14 crime of Rape ofa Child in the Second Degree - Domestic Violence, committed as follows: 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

That the defendant MARCUS A. ZAMUDIO-OROZCO in King County, Washington, 
during a period oftime intervening between January 1, 2009 through April 3, 2009, being at least 
36 months older than J.B.Z. (DOB 04/04/95), had sexual intercourse with lE.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. 

COUNTTI 

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 

22 time, place and occasion that it would be difficult to separate proof of one charge from proof of 
the other, committed as follows: 

23 

INFORMATION -1 ~\ \ 
Daniel T. Satter berg, Prosecuting Attorney 
Nonn Maleng Regional Justice Center 
401 Fourth Avenue North 
Kent, Washington 980324429 



1 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 

2 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; 

3 

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

5 COUNTID 

6 And I, Daniel T. Satterberg, Prosecuting Attorney aforesaid further do accuse MARCUS 
A. ZAMUDIO-OROZCO of the crime of Rape ofa Child in the Third Degree - Domestic 

7 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 

8 time, place and occasion that it would be difficult to separate proof of one charge from proof of 
the other, committed as follows: 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

That the defendant MARCUS A. ZAMUDIO-OROZCO in King County, Washington, 
during a period oftime intervening between October 1, 2009 through November 21, 2009, being 
at least 48 months older than J.B.Z. (DOB 04/04/95), had sexual intercourse with J.B.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. 

INFORMATION - 2 

DANIEL T. SATTERBERG 
Prosecuting Attorney 

By: --+-~:i:k~2:1---­
Charles K. er·. SBA #29364 
Senior Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 

Daniel T. Satterberg, Prosecuting Attorney 
Norm Maleng Regional Justice Center 
401 Fourth Avenue North 
Kent, Washington 980324429 
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FILED 
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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-OROZCO, ) 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 Be1Uamin A. Santos is a Deputy Prosecuting 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 swnmary and request 
for bail. 

( ~e Amended Information more accurately reflects the Defendant's Conduct. 

()------------------------------------------------

Under penalty of petjwy under the laws of the State of Washington, I certify that the 
20 foregoing is true and correct. Signed and dated by me ·s __ day of May, 2010, at Seattle, 

Washington. 
21 

22 

23 

24 

Benjamin A. Santos, WSBA #33167 
Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 

MOTION AND ORDER PERMITTING FILING OF Daniel T. Satterberg, Prosecuting Attorney 
Nonn Maleng Regional.ustice Center AN AMENDED INFORMATION - 1 f\ 3 401 Fourth AVenue North 
Kent, Washington 98032-4429 



1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

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 ofWasmngton is allowed to file an amended infonnation herein. 

DONE IN OPEN COURT this 1O-tty OfMaU.;LA. 'c 

:~ ~ 
JAY_v... WHITE 

Benjamin A. Santos, WSBA #33167 
8 Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

MOTION AND ORDER PERMITTING FILING OF 
AN AMENDED INFORMATION - 2 ~ 4 

Daniel T. Satterberg, Prosecuting Attorney 
Nonn Maleng RegionaI,bstice Center 
40] Fourth Avenue North 
Kent. Washington 98032-4429 
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~~ 1r JL E ill> 
~ COU\ITY, WASHINGTON 

~"iAY 0 G 2010 
KNT 

~OR CO'~ CLI:RK 

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 

T, Daniel T. Satterberg, Prosecuting Attorney for King County in the name and by the 
authority of the State ofWashingto1;l, 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 04104/95), 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 II 

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: 

AMENDED INFORMA nON - 1 
Daniel T. Satterberg, Prosecuting Attorney 
Norm Maleng Regional Justice Center 
401 Fourth Avenue North 
Kent. Washington 98032-4429 
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2 

3 

4 

5 

·6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

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 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 oftime intervening between October 1,2009 through November 21,2009, being 
at least 48 inonths older than 1.E.Z. (nOB 04/04/95), had sexual intercourse with 1.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. 

COUNTN 

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 oftime intervening between October 1,2009 through November 21,2009, being 
at least 48 months older than 1.E.Z. (DOB 04/04/95), had sexual intercourse with 1.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. 

AMENDED INFORMATION ~ 2 
Daniel T. Satterberg, Prosecuting Attorney 
Norm Maleng Regional Alstice Center 
401 Fourth Avenue North 
Kent. Washington 980324429 
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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 oftime intervening between October 1,2009 through November 21, 2009, being 
at least 48 months older than IE.Z. (DOB 04/04/95)~ had sexual intercourse with IE.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 oftime 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 

AMENDED INFORMATION - 3 At 
Daniel T. Satterberg. Prosecuting Attorney 
Nonn Maleng Regional lIstice Center 
401 Fourlh Avenue North 
Kent, Washington 98032-4429 



1 connected in respect to time, place and occasion that it would be difficult to separate proof of one 
charge from proof ofthe other, committed as follows: 

2 
That the defendant MARCUS A. ZAMUDIO-OROZCO in King County, Washington, 

3 during a period oftime 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 

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

5 

6 

7 

.8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

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

COUNT VIII 

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 ofthe 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 oftime intervening between December 7,2009 through February 15,2010, did 
know of and willfully violate the tenns 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. 

AMENDED INFORMA nON - 4 

DANIEL T. SATTERBERG 
Prosecuting Attorney 

in A. Santos, WSBA #33167 
Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 

naniel T. Satterberg, Prosecuting Attorney' 
Norm Maleng Regionalllstice Center 
401 Fourth Avenue North 
Kent, Washington 98032·4429 
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2 11AY 18 t.:~] 

3 

4 

5 

6 SUPERIOR COURT OF WASHINGTON FOR KING COUNTY 

7 THE STATE OF WASHINGTON, ) 
Plaintiff, ) 

8 v. ) N~ 09·1-07750-5 KNT 
) ~ :;...----'" . 

9 MARCUS A. ZAMUDIO-OROZCO, ) AMENDED INFORMATION 

10 
) 
) 

11 Defendant. 
) 
) 

12 COUNT I 

13 I, Daniel T. Satter berg, 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 

14 crime of Rape of a Child in the Second Degree - Domestic Violence, committed as follows: 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

That the defendant MARCUS A. ZAMUDIO-OROZCO in King County, Washington, 
during a period of time intervening between ~ .. w.. \ ,.t .. o~f through.Jo.V\ ., I, 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 II 

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 here~ which crimes . 
were part of a common scheme or plan and which crimes were so closely connected in respect to 

22 time, place and occasion that it would be difficult to separate proof of one charge from proof of 

23 
the other, committed as follows: 

24 

AMENDED INFORMATION - 1 
Daniel T. Satterberg. Prosecuting Attorney 
Norm MaJeng Regional Justice Center 
401 Fourth Avenue North 
Kent, Washington 98032-4429 
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2 
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4 
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6 
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10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

That the defendant MARCUS A. ZAMUDIO-OROZCO in King County, Washington, 
during a period of tUne intervening between October 1,2009 through O~ .~ \ -,.,2009, being 
at least 48 months older than I.E.Z. (DOB 04/04/95), had sexual intercourse with I.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 ofa 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 &e 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 aperlod of time intervening between October 1, 2009 through ~~ ir J 2009, being 
at least 48 months older than 1.B.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 I, Daniel T. Satterberg, Prosecuting Attorney aforesaid further do accuse MARCUS 
15 A. ZAMUDIO-OROZCO of the crime of Rape ofa Child in the Third Degree - Domestic 

Violence, a crime of the same or similar character as another crime charged herein, which crimes 
16 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 
17 the other, committed as follows: 

18 That the defendant MARCUS A. ZAMUDIO-OROZCO in King CO!Jll~, Washington, 
during a period oftime intervening between October 1, 2009 through,~6t,~~ -s t ',2009, being 

19 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; 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

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 defmed under RCW 10.99.020. 

AMENDED INFORMATION - 2 A 10 
Daniel T. Satterberg, Prosecuting Attorney 
Nonn Maleng Regional !Jstice Center 
401 Fourth Avenue North 
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 ItJt1~ 1~ 2009 through November 2~ 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 defmed under RCW 10.99.020. 

COUNT VI 

And I, Daniel T. Satter berg, 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 "J~~ 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 ora 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 

AMENDED INFORMATION - 3 
Daniel T. Satter berg, Prosecuting Attorney 
NO(l1\ Maleng RegionallJstice Center 
401 Fourth Avenue North 
Kent, Washington 98032-4429 

1 



. 1 . . 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

" 
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, 
• • • 1 A.' .': •••• -~ - •.. ~ - • 1I.~ .~~~'~ ~~;i;;~ J, did 
know of and wiD fully violate the terms of a King County Superior Court Order iss·ued 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 I, Daniel T. Satterberg, Prosecuting Attorney aforesaid further do accuse MARCUS 
A. ZAMUDIO-OROZCO of the crime of Misdemeanor Violation ofa 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. ZAMlJDIO-{ill.OZCO in King County, Washington, 
during a period oftirne intervening between'J2~~ ~"'/2009 through February 15, 2010, did 
know of and willfully violate the terms of a Kihg County Superior Court Order issued on 
December 7, 2009, pursuant to RCW 7.90, for the protection of 1.E.Z. (DOB 04/04/95), by 
having contact with 1.E.Z. (DOB 04/04/95); 

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

AMENDED INFORMATION - 4 

DANIEL T. SA ITERBERG 
Prosecuting Attorney 

BY:~ , 
Benjamm A. Santos, WSBA #33167 
Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 

Daniel T. Satterberg, Prosecuting Attorney 
Nonn Maleng Regional Justice Center 
401 Fourth Avenue North 
Kent, Washington 98032-4429 
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IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF TIm STATE OF WASHINGTON 
IN AND FOR THE COUN'IY OF KING 

STATE OF WASHINGTON. 

Plaintiff, 

V 

oQ-!-o775YJ-S,ot!r' 
No. 00-1 -03 1 87 ..4..TQH ;i9 . 

13 Marcus Zamudio-Orozco: 

MOTION TO DISMlSS PuRSUANT TO 
CRIMINAL RULE 8.3 

14 

15 

,16 

::'7 
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26 

27 

. 28 

29 

Defendant 

. MOTION 

The Defen4ant, by and through undersigned counsel, hereby moves this Court for an . 

order dismissing this prosecution under CrR 8.3 (b). The motion is· bas~ on the attached 

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

I' 
-1-

The Defedder Association 
810 Third Avenue. Suite 80 

Reattle. Wa~'him!ton 9810 
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'. 

DECLARATION OF ~OUNSE~ 

,1. My name is MarkBnl:dley. I am the attorney of recOrd for Marcus Zamudio-Orozco in 
. .. 

the above captioned matter. This declaration is based on my personal knowledge 

2. Mr. Zamudio-Orozco was arrested for these charges on November 22, 2009. He was 

B.craigned on December 7, 2009 and has been in custody ever since. 

3. Mr: Zamudio-Orozco set his case for a trial on January 25, 2010. 

4. At the April 16 omnibus bearing, I asked for a continuance.of the trial date of April 20 

to May 3 ov~ my client's objection. 

. 5. On'April26: I recei~ed. a ~e page; crime laboratory report regarding DNA. This 

repo~ is dated March 9, 2010. 

6~ I attest under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is correct to the best of my knowledge 

Date and Place Mark Bradley " 

-2--

~\. 17/1 
f: 
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MEMORANDUM OFLAW 

Criminal Rtile of Courts 8.3(b) peimits the dismissal of a case for prosecutorial 

misconduct. Specifically, the rule reads: 

;-r l4-~r . . . f The Court, in the ~erance of justice after notice 'and hearing, may dismiss any,criminal 
. . . 

prosecution due to arbitrary act!.on or governmental 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 WasJ;dn~on State Supreme Court inteIpEeted CrR 8.3(b) in "State v .. MichieZli. ru1ing that 

"governmenta1,mi~anagem.ent satisfies the 'misconduct' element [of8.3(b)]." 132 Wn.2d 229, 

243.937 :p.2d 587 (1997). 

in Michielli, the state's late action forced the deferi.se to waive the defendant's right to 

speedy trial or proceed unprepared. 'The court found that. this late action by ~e state prejudiced 

~e defendant and satisfied the miscondl;lct element of8.3(b): Id. at 245. Speclficallythe court 

held that "Defendant was 'prejudiced in that he was forced to waive h1s speedy trial right and ask 

, for a continuan~ to pfepaI. e for the ~se charges brought three business claYS before the 
22 

23 

2S 

26 

27 

28 

. , 

sch~uled trial.» Id. at 244. Finally the Co~ opined that "Defendant's being forced to v.:aive his 

speedy trial right is not a trivial event. ... The State's delay in amendlllg the charges, coupled 

with the fact tnat the delay forced Defendant to waive his speedy trial right in order to prepare a 

defense~ can reasonably be considered mismanagement and prejudice sufficient to satisfY CrR 

-3- . 
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.1 
8.3(b)." ld. at 245. The court affirmed the trial court's dismissal of the C!fSe with pr~Ce 

2' pursuant to 8.3(b).ld.· at ~46. . 

3 CrR 4.1(a) provides" the following: 

4 

5 

7 

s' 

9 

lD 

11 

12 

13 

14. 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

Prosecuting ·Authority's Obligations. (1) Except as otherwise provided by 

protective orders or as to matters not ~ubject ,to disclosure,· the prosecuting 

authority sh~ upon written :demand, disclose to the defen~ the following . . 
material and infurmation within his or her possession or control. conceJ.'Irlng: (i) 

the names and a~dresses of persons whom the ~secuting authority intends to call 

as witnesses at the hea:ring or trial, together with any written or recorded . . 
statements and the . substance' of any oral statements of. such witnesses; (ii) any 

written or recorded statements and the substance of , any oral Statements made by 
·the .defendant, or made by a codefendant if the tri81 is to be aJoint one; •.. (iv) any 

reports or statements of experts made in connection' with the particular case, 

mcluding reSults of physical or mental exaIninations and scientific te$, 

experiments, or comparisons; (v). any books, papers, documents, photographs, or 

tangible objects which the prosecuting authority intends to use in the h~g or 

trial or which were obtamed from or belonged to the defendant;- (v) any record of 

prior criminal convictions known to the prosecu.ting authority of the defC!ndant and 

of persons whom' the prosecuting authority intends to ca.ir as witnesses at the 

. he8ring or trial.. .. (2) The prosecuting attorney shall disclose to the 

defendant: ..• (ii) any expert witnesses whom the pro~ec¢ng authority will call at 

the hearing or trial, the subject of their testimony, and any reports relating to the 
. . ' 

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

In tbe present cas~ the State had an obligation to provide the lab report as well as 

disclose their expert witness in a timely manner and provide the resultS to the defendant in order 
~ 

A " 
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for trial preparation. ~'obligation st~ from CrR 4.7(a) and the defendant's request for 

discov~, in addition to simple due proCess and notice con~ 

The prosecutor has a duty to disc Jose discovery lmder :£{pc ~.8, CrR 4.7. and controlling . 

c~e law. Namely, all of defendant's discovery ~equests are intended to obtain all infonnanon 

within the knowledge, possession, or co~trol of each and every ~ber of the prosecutors staft; . ., 

CIR 4. 7( a)( 4), as we~ as all information known to the "prosecution teao:t", including law 

enforcement agen¢es. See, United States v. Antone, 603 F.2a 566,5.69 (5th eir. 19?9) and 

United states ex re. Smith v. Fairman, 769 F.2d 386,391-92 (7th Cir. 1985). The "ptosecutio~ 

teani." also includes .every single prosecutor, whether associated with this case or.not, and 

12 . excUlpatory information must be disclosed if it is in the hands of any prosecutor wha~ver . 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

21 

. 
Giglio v. United States, 405 U.S. ISO, 154 (1972); Benn v: Lambert. 283 F.3d 1040 (~th eir. 

2002). Furthermore, the prosecutor's failure to tum over to the defense any evidence favorable to 

an accused on either the issue of guilt or the ~ssue of pu:oishm.ent, violates due process . . . 

"irrespective of the good faith or bad faith of the prosecUtion" t Brady v. Maryland, ~ 73 U.$. 83, . , . 
87 (1963); that:SUCh a violation of due process is D.C?t subject.to any "harinIess eirorft analysis, but 

requires automatic reversal of the conviction, and that the obligation to disclose potentially 

exculpatory evidence exists whether that evidence is known to the Prosecutor or merely to the 

22 police. 

23 
Defense counsel·has not had an opportunity to properly analyze evidenCe against the 

24 

25 . accused.for the amount of potential Preiudice be<?8-use the 4isco~ery disclosure was so untimely 

26 and trial is'imminent. PursWmt to the court roles and case law cited above, there dQesn't appear 

28 ' -5-

29 
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to be a reason why Mr; Zamudio-Orozco is s-qbject to late discovery only days before his trial of 
l' 

"2. [ material that was prepared by the prosecution team tw~ months ago. The p~osecutor should have 
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managed ~ case better, having had discretion on when. to file the case. Indeed, had the defense 

not sought a continuance over lVIr. Zamucio~Orozco's obj~cti~n, 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 to ' 

acco~odate the State's lack: of diligence_ Sherman. 59 Wash.App. at TIO, 801 P.2d 274: 

Considering the State's delay in providing all disco~'ery owed the def~e coupled with the fact 

that the delay will force Mr. Zamudio~Orozcq to waive his right to effective counsel, the trial 

court should consider the :ttl.ismanagement and prejudice sufficient to satisfy dismissal under CrR 

8.3{b). See Michielli. 132 Wash.2eI at 245.937 P.2d 587. 

The State.'s misconduct has placed the Mr. Zamudio-Orozco in a position where 

he has to either proceed to trial with unprepared counselor waive a fundamental right 0- the right 

to a speedy trial. This is precisely the kind ofmismanagement at issue in Michielli. Because 

such prosecutorial mismanagement satisfies the misconduct element of 8.3(b) and the ° 

consequential infringement on the right to speedy t1;ial satisfies the material prejudice element, a 

dismissal ~th prejudice is both apprqpriate and necessary. 

Respectfully submitted, _0 

-6'-
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KING COuNTY JAIL 
f{tNT D,\tfSION 

SUPERIOR COURT OF WASHINGTON FOR lONG COUNTY 

THE STATE OF WASHlNGTON, 

v. 

MARCUS A. ZAMUDIO-OROZCO, 

) 
Plaintiff, ) 

) No. 09-1-07750-5 KNT 
) 
) 
) 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 IT, and Rape of a Child in the Third Degree - Domestic Violence, RCW 9A.44.079, Count m, 
and the Court having detennined 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 himlher 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 - erR 2.2(c), RCW 10.31.060 

Agency 
Fees: Service, 

Mileage, ____ _ 
Keeping, ____ _ 
Total 

Return the Arrest Warrant (Cr.R 2.2(e» 
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2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

FIDn-
fUeJG oour.RY, WASHfNGTON 

DEC, 72089 

SUPEAfOR COURT CLERK 
LESlIEJ:KEITH 

DEPUiV 

SUPERIOR COURT OF WASHINGTON FOR KING COUNTY 

7 STATE OF WASHINGTON, ~ No. Oct-I-Ot 75()-6KvJt 
) 

Plaintiff, 
8 VS. 

~ ORDER PROHmITING CONTACT 

) 

10 ------------------------------) 
11 

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

now, therefore, 

13 

14 

15 until the trial of this cause is concluded. 

DONE IN OPEN COURT this 1"""" day of Vee e~ , 20fti 

~/ID~~ 
16 

> 17 

18 

19 . g Attorney, WSBA~Copy Received: i 11", I. IA 
Mlre..C~C ?qnlfj'1"4JATE: htJ -I 

(Signa~e of Defendant) 20 

21 

22 W CM tzuA- VI VlA fJ I( v11\1t oftvtcl4tl %' 
While - Clerk 
YcllDw- Victim 
PiIIk - Prosecutor 
Oo!ddlrod-~d:mt 

ORDER PROHIBITING CONTACT-Revised 1108 

Daniel T. Satterberg,Prosecuting Attorney 
NOIJII Maleng Regional Justice Center 
401 Fourth Avenue North. Suite 2A 
Kent, Washington 98032-4429 
(206) 205-7400; Fax (206) 205-7475 



riLED 
mNGGOOmY, ~~"iO'N 

DEC 728I!J 

SUPERIOR COURT GlJ!R~ 

SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF WASHINGTOJ-ESLIE J.' KEITh 
. COUNTY OF KING D!~UTV 

STATE OF WASHINGTON 

Plaintiff, 

VS. 

(YJ ;rt!.. e u. 5 1+. Zit YYJ u.. D J () -0 (LOZ e..l> 
Defendant. 

D Custody __ Out of Custody 

CCN i 373'13~ 

No. oq-J -CJ775tJ-~1OJ7 

NOTICE OF CASE SCHEDULING 

HEARING DATE - KNT 

CLERK'S ACTION REQUIRED 

You have been arraigned on this matter. Your Case Scheduling Hearing at which the trial date shall be set has been 

set for \ ,"1 J I~ at 1 :00 p.m. . 

The Case Scheduling Hearing will be held in Courtroom GA, Regional Justice Center, 401 4th 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 Fn.ED. 

IMPORTANT NOTICE 
You should have an attorney when you appear in court for your Case Scheduling Hearing. IF YOU DO 

NOT HA VB AN ATTORNEY OR CANNOT AFFORD ONE, YOU MUST IMMEDIATELY CONTACT THE 
KING COUNTY PUBLIC DEFENSE PROGRAM, 123 THIRD AVENUE soum, SEATTLE, WASHINGTON. 
CALL (206) 296-7662 (OR IF YOU ARE IN JAIL, SPEED DIAL "20"). 

I acknowledge receiving a copy of this notice. 

Date: It! 7/ 09 
Defendant 

I am fluent in the language, and I have translated this entire document for the defendant from English into that 
language. I certifY under penalty ofpeIjmy under the laws of the State of Washington that the foregoing is true and correct. 
Date: _________ _ 

Interpreter 

NOTICE OF CASE SCHEDULING HEARING DATE 
T:\USERS\CPD\FORMS\KN1\SCHEDNOT.4/01 

SCO~SCODE:NTSCH 
PAGE 1 OF 1 



1 
-, 

F1LEO 
09 OEC -8 f\M 9: 48 

K \"'( COUNTY 
\: llP.!~i\)R COURT CLERK 
:) c;.n -tJT t!!" 1' .. t.i 'I • n.Jr.'" 

SUPERIOR COURT OF WASHINGTON FOR KING COUNTY 

STATE OF WASHINGTON, 
Plaintiff, 

VS. 

Nl&+f"7U7~~OW,5T42 , 
Defendant, 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

No, 

----------------------------~) 

Sexual Assault Protedion Order 
(Criminal) (JIS order code: SXP) 
~retrial I J 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 ofRCW 9A.44.096, a violation ofRCW 9.68A.090, or a gross misdemeanor 
that is, WIder 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 Se Assault ProteC<l;iQp Order is ered ursuant t Laws 0£2006, ch. 138 §16. This Older 

It Is Ordered: 
This Sexual Assault Protection Order Expires on Xhve"!lt'l.k "J..,.tt ?f211 . 
(A final sexual assault protection order entered in conjunction with a criminal prosGcution shall remain in effect for a 
period of two years following the expiration of any sentence of imprisonment and subsequent period of community 
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 Older (to include harassing, sta~:rthreatening). 
B. Knowingly corning within or knowingly remaining within SOO ~ (distance) of the protected 
person'(s)J<Desidence~chool~ce of employment [] other: ____________ _ 

C. 'tid'YPretrial: crimes defined as "serious" offenses / see p. 2 for crimes not defmed as ftserious offenses) 
''Obtaining, owning, possessing or controlling a fireann. 
[J (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 violato,. to ll1'I'est. 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 of2 
Rev. 10106 

E X - l'" \ ( C) 
(:j lo( L 



oL. ..... 

Cause No.: 0'1- I - 0'1/ S-O -6 k...:::r 
It Is Further Ordered: (For pretrial orders involving crimes not defined as serious offenses in 

RCW 9.41.010 only) 

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

[1 The defendant shall immediately surrender all firearms and other dangerous weapons within the 
defendant's possession or control and any concealed pistollicense to: _______ _ 
_______________ [refening law enforcement agency]. 

(The pretrial orders for crimes not defined as serious offenses in RCW 9.41.010 are based upon the court's 
rmding that possession of a in-eartn or other dangerous weapon by the defendant presents a serious and 
irmninent tbreatto 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 V A WA: 18 U.S.C. § 2265. 
The court determines that the defendant's relationship to a person protected by this order is: 0 current or 
fortner spouse 0 parent of a common child 0 current or former cohabitant as intimate partner 0 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 
~ginatrlice ~ J KIDg COWlty Sheriff's Office [] Seattle Police Departmen~er t:iive i}, which shall enter it in a computer-based criminal intelligence system available 
in this state used by lawen cement to list outstanding wauants. 

Done in Open Court in the presence of the J2crem l?ev ,2001. 

ro ting Attorney 
~~~~~~fh ~q~o 

JJ. / Defendant 
o. -;;"'CfY;V-

Print Name: Lt ~2? 
{ Print Name: ------

(A Law Enforcement Infonnation Sheet (LEIS) or copy of Superfonn must be attached for law enforcement entry) 

Copy distribution: 
OrilinaVWhite: Clerk 
Yellow: Victim 
Pink: Prosecutor 
Goldenrod: Defendant 

Sexual Assault Protection Order - Page 2of2 
Rev. 10/06 

EX- 9.\ (c) 
1)'1 t. I)~. 'L~ 
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SEP 22 Z01[i 

IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF WASHINGTON 

FOR KING COUNTY 

STATE OF WASHINGTON 

Plaintiff, 

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

01/07/10 Trial Hearing 

v. 

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. 

Brian A. Carney, King County Superior Court Certified Transcriptionist 
Virtual Independent Paralegals, LLC 
Dba Transcription by Trish, LLC 
Monroe, WA 98272 
(206) 842-4 613 

, 
) 

n 1 ,. 
/. .. 

~. . -

Page 1 



• 1 here and see me she's kind of mean. [inaudible] she say 

2 she have too many cases, she can't come and see me and 

3 explain me what's going on. So, she don't work with me, 

4 you know? I need some lawyer who --

5 Judge Roberts How--, how many times have you, urn, had a conversation or 

6 met with one of your attorneys? 

7 Oef. Zamudio Just on the day when after we left this Court a month, a 

8 month ago, and that, and that I, and that they, uh, when 

9 she, just last Monday she go to see me because I, I call 

10 her supervisor, I call the other lawyer. I don't have, I 

11 didn't leave a message, I want to go back tomorrow 

12 somehow. So, I don't have any [inaudible]. I don't--

13 Judge Roberts Urn, other than that you don't think that, that you've been 

14 seen enough, how about when you were meeting with counsel? 

15 Oef. Zamudio Wha--, what? 

16 Judge Roberts When you spoke with Ms. Trickey or when you met with her, 

17 were you able to communicate with her? 

18 Oef. Zamudio Yes. 

19 Judge Roberts So, the issue is you wish she would come see you more 

20 often or call you more often? 

21 Oef. Zamudio Yeah. That, to me, I feel like she's not on my side. 

22 You know? 

23 Attorney Trickey I'll have to you let you know, your Honor, that, urn, I was 

24 very clear with Mr. Zamudio that I won't be coming to see 

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

• Page 3 



• 1 redacted we were not able to do a full conflicts check on 

2 it, so, we don't know whether once we get an unredacted 

3 copy of discovery --

4 Judge Roberts Oh . 

5 Attorney Trickey --whether there may be. 

6 Judge Roberts Any reason to think you're going to have any trouble doing 

7 any unredacted copy? 

8 Attorney Trickey Urn, hopefully not. I emailed Mr. Anderson yesterday so I 

9 would expect 

10 Judge Roberts Shouldn't be a problem. 

11 Attorney Trickey --he's going to respond. 

12 Judge Roberts And, urn, if you, if it turns out there's a conflict, urn, 

• 13 I hope it's obvious that you should let me know 

14 irrunediately. 

15 Attorney Trickey Right back. [laughs] Thank you, your Honor. 

16 9:07:27 

17 III 

18 III 

19 III 

20 III 

21 III 

22 III 

23 III 

24 III 

25 III 

• (~->f.", V! 5 Page 5 
~ J.-_ 



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 

CASE NO: 09-1-07750-5 KNT 
DEFENDANT: ZAMuDIO OROZCO, MARCUS A 
TRUE N:AME: 
CCN: 1873436 DPA: 
EXP: 02-05-10/03~07-10 ATD: 

CO-DEFENDANTS: 

CImRGE: RAPE CELD 2-DV,RAPE CELD 3-DV 2CTS 
ARR DATE: 12/07/2009 
LOC: RJ--102L 
INT: SPlrnISH 
COMMENCE DATE: 
TRIAL SET EXP: 

MOTION JUDGE #: HON. 000 

GARJC-l0-

AFFIDAV~r.T~.~----------~----------------------------------~------------------

____ Scheduling Conference held. 

Omnibus Date: 

Trial Date: -------------------
--'Agreed contin~ance to ____ '_°_;;2.._ ...... 1 __ . 

State's motion for issuance of bench warrant - GrantedlDenied. Bail is set at ---_. 

State's motion to dismiss this cause - GrantedlDenied. ---

____ Deft's motion to quash outstanding bench warrant - GrantedlDenied. 

~ . Referred to Plea Judg~" 

____ Order is signed. 

------'-_. __ ._-_. __ ... _._ .. ----- .-----... -_ ... 



CLERK'S MINUTES 

SCOMIS CODE: MTHRG 

Judge: MARY ROBERTS 
Bailiff: SHERRI TYE 

Court Clerk: LESLI E KEITH 
Digital Record: GARJC-10 -004 

Start: 9:02:58 
Stop: 

Dept. 4 
Date: 1/7/2010 

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 

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

o 
o motion to continue trial date. 0 Denied 0 Granted. 

Omnibus date: Trial date: Expiration date: 
o motion for competency evaluation. 0 Denied. 0 Granted, Return date: 
~ Def mtion to discharge counsel is denied. 

o 
o 
D 

Order(s) signed 

Page 1 of 1 rev 509 



FiLED 
KIt-lEi COUMY, WAsHrNG~ 

iJAN ·7 2010 

SUPERIOR COURT CLERK 
LESliE J: KEITH 

OEPUTV 
SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF WASHINGTON' 

COUNTY OF KING 

STATE OF WASBINGTON Plaintiff. 

vs. 

tV( a."rc.. t..L ~ k 1M u of; 0 - Ovt)"U: ... ..e; 
Defendant. 

DATED:~f}..I..1 r)o1i~/+, 0:.<....-__ 
I l 

NO. 09- /-07 7S-0-S-J:...Alf 

(ORCM) 

ORDER ON CRIMINAL 
. MOTION 

JDGMYE:ROBERT.8IDGE 

05/02 

i 



FILEJIl 
f((NG COUNTY, WP,sHtNGTON 

iJA.N 7 2018 

S\1~rol\ ro~"~~ 
LESliE J. tt~ 

~FU'fV 

SUPERIOR COURT OF WASHINGTON FORKING COUNTY 

STATE OF WASHINGTON) 
Plaintiff 

) 
) No: oQ-I"'0776c:J -5-,::IVI 
) . ORDER ON STATUS CONFERENCE AND VS. 

AA al . ) WAIVER OF SPEEDY TRIAL (KENT - GA) 
f I' ~r; reM"'> 2"!d( f{ l@ - 0 v-o z. c.o SCOMIS CODES (ORCNT; ORS1D; WVSPDT) 

Defendant ) (CLERK'S ACTION REQUIRED) 
--------~~~~-----------------------. 

REsOLUTION DATE: Any requests for further hearings beyond the resolution date of 3/2c; ,bo 
the presence of all parties and the approval of the court. 

require 

The following dates are based upon a Commencement date of /-z..f - f 0 Expiration Date:. __ 3=----=o..U--'-_-.....;I_O_ 

tfJ a) Status Conference Hearing: '~61 -10 at 1 :00 p.m. in Courtroom GA. 

( ) b) Plea/Sentencing Date: at a.~.Ip.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: I understand that I have a right to a tria] within 60 days of the commencement date if! am in jaIl on 
this case, or 90 days of the commencement date if lam not in jaIl on this case. I am voluntarIly and 
knowingly giving up this right for a specific period of time to allow my attorney to negotiate with the 
prosecuting attorney and/or investigate and/or prepare my case. I agree that the new commencement date is 
I - ;6.1-10 and thatthe new expiration date is 3-4:f> - to 

The speedy trial waiver, above, must be filled in ira 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 
fonn, including the next hearing date and speedy trial 
waiver, if applicable, and believe the defendant u lands il 

I acknowledge being provided with and understanding the dates set forth 
herein for all future court hearings. I acknowledge my speedy trial rights 

et forth above. 

I am fluent in the language, and I have tmnslated this entire document for the defendant from English into that language. ] 
certify under penalty perjury under the: laws ofthc: State of Washington that the foregoing is true and correct. 

~~ :. t!?f;61(?-l?'O 
J._ 'JO""COO'~'W""~ .------

Deputy Prosecuting Attorney WSBA# J~~~1P$ Da<ed 

REV 11/9 



· 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 KEITH GARJC-l0-

---------~----~~~-------~----~----------------------------------~----------~---
CASE NO: 09-1-07750-5 KNT 

DEFENDANT: ZAMUDIO OROZCO, MARCUS A 
TRUE NAME~ 
CCN: 1873436 
EXP: 03-21-10 

CO-DEFENDANTS: 

CHARGE: RAPE CHLD 2 -DV , RAPE CHLD 3 -DV 2CTS 
ARR DATE: 12/07/2009 
LOC: RJ--l.02L 
INT: SPANISH 
COMMENCE DATE: 01-21-10 
TRIAL SET EXP: 

MOTION JUDGE #: HON. 000 
AFFIDAVl:T. 

___ Scheduling Conference held. 

Omnibus Date: 

Trial Date: --------------------
.--- Agreed contin~anc~ to ,. 25 

DPA: 
ATD: 

State's motion for issuance of bench warrant - GrantedIDenied. Bail is set at ---

$_---

__ ...;State's motion to dismiss this cause - GrantedlDenied. 

~ __ Deft's motion to quash outstanding bench warrant - GrantedIDenied . 

....----- . Referred to Plea Judg«::iI 

___ Order is signed_ 



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 GARJC-IO-

-------------------------------------------------------------------------------
CASE NO: 09-1-07750-5 KNT 

DEFENDANT; ZAMUDIO OROZCO, MARCUS A 
TRUE NAME,: 
CCN: 1873436 DPA: 

CO-DEFENDANTS: 

CHARGE: RAPE CHLD 2-DV,RAPE CHLD 3-DV 2CTS 
ARR DATE: 12/07/2009 
LOC: RJ--102L 
INT: SPANISH 
COMMENCE DATE: 01-21-10. 
TRIAL SET EXP: 

MOTION JUDGE #: HON. 000 

ATD: 

AFFIDAV~F.~~.~----------~----------------~----------____________________________ _ 

~eduling Conference held. 

Omnibus Date: J '2~ 
Trial Date: 3 'Iip 

__ ~Agreed continuance to ________ . 

__ -:States motion for issuance of bench warrant - GrantedIDenied. Bail is set at 

$_----.; 

__ -:State's motion to dismiss this cause - GrantedlDenied. 

___ Deft's motion to quash outstanding bench warrant - GrantediDenied. 

__ . Referred to Plea Judg~~ 

___ Order is signed. 

-" ---" ------ ---,-------'---,-""'-,--- -- ,----, ----"'-----" -------- -, 



I!ijNG COUNTY, WASHiNGTON 

IJAN S. 5 2010 

SUPERIOR COURT CL/!Rr\ 
,LESLIE J. t\EiT~ 

OEPu;·' 
SUPER10R COURT OF WASH1NGTON, COUNTY OF KING 

STATE OF WASHINGTON, 
Plaintiff .. 

vs. 
Ma.'I',,\ll A'f\'\\).!\'" - Orou.' 

Defendant 
Rln custody 0 Out of custody 

0.: 09- 1- 01':1-1£0- 5 l4K 
MENDED __ _ 

RDER ON CASE SCHEDULING OR STATUS 
ONFERENCE AND WAIVER OF SPEEDY TRIAL 
ent-GA) 

ATE OFARRAIGNMENT ________ _ 

COMIS Codes(ORCNT; ORSTD; ORSSC; WVSPOl) 

(Clerk's Action Required) 

This matter came before the court on a ere Scheduling Conference. The following court dates are set 
based on a commencement date of I '2-11' 0 . 

r 1 a) status Conference: at 1:00 p.m. in courtroom GA 

[ ] b) Plea/Trial Setting: ________ _ at 1 :00 p.m. In courtroom GA 

f\l c) Discovery Conference: at 9:00 a.m. in courtroom __ _ 

D(l d) Omnibus Hearing: e.{2C, Ito at 8:30 a.m. in courtroom oM '10 
[)(J e) Trial date; '?( tv ,10 at 9:00 a.m. The prosecuting atto~ey, 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 presume that the case is ready 
for trial. 

The expiration date is _s..LI_2._I ...... /~, 0 ____ _ 

Waiver: I understand that I have the right pursuant to Criminal Ru 

___ ~or 90 days of the commencement date if I a not In jail on this case. 

time to allow my attomey to nego ate with the prosecuting attorn and/or to investiga! nd/or prepare 

Wftf~l-eerendant and believe that the defendant fully understands his rights and this waiver . 

.-;tlorney for Defendant Defendant 

I am fluent in the language, and I have translated this entire document for the defendant from English into that 

language. I certify uncle\" penalty of pe~ury under the laws of the State of Washington that the foregoing is true and correct.. 

_______ ---____ " Interpreter 

Order on Case Scheduling/Status Conference and Waiver-Kent 
Rev. 8-09 

King County. Washington 



State v. _________ _ 

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 for trial? _.;;..2_.:.;m.:..;.()=..;i~-________________________ _ 

The State confirms it has: 

__ Given preliminary notice of possible amendments to the information 

1-Provided defendant's criminal history :t\ 
0-1" t,.lIO","'" j 

...2L- Disclosed aR€I-provided to defense _discovery in its possession (;IF SElRttol, including but not 
limited to: all police reports, witness statements, CDslDVDs, audio/video tapes, field test reports, lab 
reports, 911 tapes, j~iI il~1 Rate saUs, 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 dlscoverylinformation that the parties agree is needed to evaluate a potential resolution. 
SpecificalJy: ________ -"-_____________________ _ 

__ Other investigations or referrals concerning 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: 

Order on Case Scheduling/Status Conference and Waiver-Kent 
Rev.B-09 

~q ::t '" \.) 



State v. ________ _ Case number: --------n---tt--
The Defense confirms it has: . ~ ......- __ ~. V~~,--~· 
__ Completed a conflicts check based on initial discove~(2)td 
__ Requested a competency evaluation, if appropriat 
_Initiated application for transfer to drug co ental health court. if applicable 

Initiated collection of relevant defe nt records for drug court/mental health court/mitigation 
__ Applied for expert funding fi Itigation, if appropriate 

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

as 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 shall: 

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 IS SO ORDERED. 

DATED this !J-sr:aYof~20.!L 

Deputy Prosecutor WSBA No . ..t:":7/1G 

Order on Case SchedulinglStatus Conference and Waiver-Kent 
Rev. 8-09 

Defendant 



.• _._ .... ~.;. ..• ___ . ___ ...• ,~ ... l_ . 

ORIGINAL COURT MINUTES 

KENT COURTHOUSE 
KING COUNTY SUPERIOR COURT. 

OMNIBUS CALENDAR CALENDAR DATE: 02/26/2010 
12:05 A.M . 

.JUDGE: . BAILIFF: 
MARY ROBERTS SHERRITYE· 

COURT CLERK: . COURT REPORTER 
LESLIE KEITH 

~-----------~~-------------~------------------------------~-------~------~:----
CASE NO: 09-1-07750-5 KNT 

DEFENDANT: ZAMUDIO .OROZCO, MARCUS A 
TRUE· NAME: 
CCN:1873436 
EXP: 03-21-10 

CO-DEFENDANTS: 

DPA: KING COUNTY, PROSECUTING ATTY 
ATD: TRICKEY, LOIS DIGHTMAN 

2063228400 

CHARGE: RAPECHLD 2-DV,RAPE CHLD 3-DV 2CTS 
ARR DATE: '12/07/2009 
LOC: RJ--I02L 
INT: SPANISH· 
ORIGINAL TRIAL DATE: 03/16/2010 
COMMENCE DATE: 01-21-10 
TRIAL SET.EXP: 03-21-10 

OMNIBUS HEARING IS HELD. COURT ENTERSOMNIBU8 ORDER. 

~ MOTION TO CONTINUE O~IBUS HEARING, TO _____ :3 __ ._.Ej __ . ______ -----
GRANTED / D~ ORDER SIG~D 

-'----
MOTION FOR ISSUANCE OF BENCH WARRANT.· GRAl)1TED I DENIED 

BAIL SET AT ORDER SIGNED. 

-~-'-
STATE'S MOTION TO AMEND INFORMATION. GRANTED / DENIED 

_____ PLEA - SENT TO JUDGE ____________________________ ___ 

___ DEFENDl'iNT 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 APLEA OF NOT GUILTY 

MOTION TO CONTINUE T;RIAL DATE 
TRIAL DATE CONTINUED TO: 
EXPIRATION DATE TO: 

GRANTEDIDENIED' 

STATE'S MOTION TO DISMISS WTrHfWITHOUT PREJUDICE IS GRANTED 
. ORDER SIGNED 

ORDER STRIKING TRIAL DATE IS SIGNED 

ORDERS SIGNED 



. . . . I . 
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FE826· 

SUPERIOR COVA CLERK 
LESL.IE J KEITH 

DEPUTY 

SUPERIOR COURT OJ? THE STATE OF W ASIDNGTON 
COUNTY OF KING 

STATE OF WASHINGTON Plaintiff, 

. oVS. 

~r a-1) 34mud/O. tJrt)8C-{) 
Defendant. 

STIPULATED ORDER T 
OMNffiUS HEARl 

(0 RCOMH) 
. (Clerk's Action Required) 

J 

ies h~ving stipulated that the omnibus hearing be continued .-:..7b-=---~-4-.!.'4-::.!L-;:.---=~=-

. RE~Y ORDERED that the omnibus hearing is continued to ....L,;;.._~'--~~--=---==--

DATED: tl./W//iJ 
. I . 

. . Stipulated Or~er to~ontinue Omnibus Hearing 
10/2/06 

BERTS 



FILED~ 
KING COUNTY; WASHINGTON 

MAR 82018 

SUPERIOR COURT CI.EFlJ< 
LESUE J. KEITH 

.OEPun 

SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF WASHINGTON' 

COUNTY OF KING 

STATE OF WASHINGTON Plaintiff, NO. 

VS. 

Defendant. 
(ORCM) 

ORDER ON CRIMINAL 
MOTION 

Tb~ abo,,::,U"'" Co ..... hOling boa"" <'> ?§, 
motIon ~ oh>~bD~ SCm" M=:::::::::c: tcc lAM a{ 

JuDGE MARY E. ROBERTS 
JUDGE 

05/02 



ORIGINAL COURT MINUTES 

KENT COURTHOUSE 
KING COUNTY SUPERIOR COURT 

OMNIBUS ,CALENDAR 

JUDGE: 

MARY ROBERTS 

COURT CLERK: 

t,.ESUE KEITH 

CALENDAR DATE: 03/05/2010 
l2:34 A.M. 

BAILIFF: 

SHERRITYE 

COURT REPORTER 

DR4D 

---~-------------------------------~~-----------------------~------------------

DEFENDANT: 
CASE NO: 09-1-07750-5 

ZAMUDIO OROZCO, MARCUS A 
TRUE NAME: 
CCN: 1873436 
EXP; 03-21-10 

CO-DEFENDA'NTS: 

DPA: KING COUNTY, PROSECUTING ATTY 
ATD: TRICKEY, LOIS DIGHTMAN 

2063228400 

CHARGE: RAPE CHLD 2-DV,RAPE CHLD 3-DV 2CTS 
~R DATE: 12/07/2009 
LOC: RJ--J.02L 
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 OMNJ:BUS ORDER. 

---___ MOTION TO CONTINUE OMNIBUS HEARING TO _--==3=-_' !"I...c~~ ____ _ 
GRANTED / ~HNI8D ORDER SIGNED 

~rttll ou.,dll 
MOTION FOR ISSUANCE OF BENCH WARRANT:J 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 
TRIAL DATE CONTINUED TO; 
EXPIRATION DATE TO: 

GRANTEDIDENIED 

STATE'S MOTION TO DISMISS WITHlWITHOUT PREJUDICE IS GRANTED 
ORDER SIGNED 

ORDER STRIKING TRIAL DATE IS SIGNED 

ORDERS SIGNED 

:sx- a. \1-.. 



, ., 

~FILED 
;KJNClC(.UlTYWASHlNGT6N 

MAR 1 0 2010 
~~,?HCOUATCLERK 

·1l8MONA.HARKlNS 
DEPUTY 

SUPERIOR COuRT OF THE STATE OF WASHINGTON­

COUNTY OF KING 

STA IE OF WASHINGTON Plaintiff, 

~~L> 
VS. 

Defendant. 

Tb~ abov~ntitled C~!!, having heard a \ 
motlO <0 \- (a ,,,-,Co 

:~J lO 1 \0 

n Criminal Motion (ORCM) 

NO. 

.. 
(ORCM) 

ORDER ON CRIMINAL 
MOTION 

05/02 



KENT COURTHOUSE 

OMNIBUS CALENDAR 

ORIGINAL COURT MINUTES 

KING COUNTY SUPERIOR COURT 
CALENDAR DATE: 03/~2/20~O 

12:33 A.M. 

JUDGE: MARY ROBERTS 
BAILIFF: 

LAURIE WATSON 

COURT CLERK: LESUE KEITH COURT REPORTER 
DR4D 

TRUE NAME: 

CASE NO: 09-1-07750-5 
ZAMUDIO OROZCO, MARCUS A ~ f !<NT 

. DEFENDMT: Sa,n\1>s 
CCN: 1873436 
EXP: 03-21-10 

DPA: KING COUNTY, PROSECUTING ATTY 

CO - DEFENDANTS: 

ATD: BRADLEY, MARK CHARLE~ 

2064473900 C~lltt ... BllretL 

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 .3 . :z. (p 
GRANTED / ~D ORDER SIGNED 

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

___ STATE I 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 DEFENDMT 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 
TRIAL DATE CONTINUED TO: 
EXPIRATION DATE TO: 

G~EffiEB-
-010 

STATE'S MOTION TO DISMISS WlTHIWI'IHOUT PREJUDICE IS GRANTED 
ORDER SIGNED 

ORDER STRIKING TRlAL DATE IS SIGNED 

,--- ORDERS SIGNED 

~x - ~.\l\ 



'ILED IOf«.i l'YlI! ~, 
~111 r, WASHINGTON 

liAR 12 2D1IJ 

SUPERIOR COURT CLERK 
LESUEJ. KEITH 

DEPUTY 
SUPERIOR COURT OF WASHINGTON FOR KING COUNTY 

STATE OF WASHINGTON, 

Plaintiff, 
} 
) 

) 
) 
) 
) 

NO. ort-\ .. f)11"SO- S- KNT 

ORDER CONTINUING TR1AL 
(ORCTD) 

v. 

,rJkrcv~ -:1 1\\\\ ',13- Dr.oQ..:;I . -,,;f,.& --(,~ Defendant. (Clerk's Action Required) 
CCN 

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

o plaintiff e'1..defendant 0 the court. It is hereby I / 
~ ORDE,RED that the trial. currently seffor '6 /t r. ! lOis continued to '1 ($.0 (10 
o *upon agreement of the parties [CrR 3.3(f)(1)J or cg required in the administration of justice [erR 
3.3(f)(2)J for the following reason: 

o plaintiff's counsel in tria!; 0 defef')se counsel in trial; lib other. 

fee ~ r J.e J es,e flu k c lc-

A orney or efe ant WSBA No. 

( 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 thai 
language. I 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 
(Effective 1 September 2003) 

t.X - ~. \S' 
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11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

FILED 
10 MAR 18 AM11: 13 

KING COUNTY 
SUPERIOR COURT CLE K 

E-F1LED 
CASE NUMBER: 09-1-07750 5 KNT 

IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF W ASIDNGTON FOR KING COUNTY. 

STATE OF WASHINGTON, 

Plaintiff; 

vs. 

REGIONAL JUSTICE CENTER 
) . 
) NO. 09·J-077S0-S knt 
) 

MARCUS ZUMUDIO-OROZCO 

I NOTICE OF WITlIDRA W AL 

Defendant. l 
----------------------------) 

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 

19· outstanding for more than ninety days; or [ ]( other) ________________ _ 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

If further proceedings are scheduled herein involving Defendant, please direct any 
discovery, requests for discovery, service of process or other notices or inquiries to· 
subsequently-appearing appointed or retained coUnselor directly to our former client. 

DATED this March 17,2010 

NOTICE OF WITHDRAW AI. 

Page 1 of 1 

JOSHUA A. POISEL WSBA35858 
Former COlIDsel of Defendant 

SOCIETY OF COUNSEL 
REPRESENTING ACCUSED PERSONS 

420 West Harrison Street 

Ex -13. \10 

. Suite 101 
Kent, Washington 98032 

(253) 852-9460 



FILED 
KfNG GOlJNl"Y, WASHING'f(.lN 

HAR Z 8 2011 

SUPERIOR COUR.T Ct..ERK 
. LESLIE J. KETf:H 

0EP\f.f\. , 

SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF WASHINGTON 
COUNTY OF KING 

STATE OF WASHINGTON Plaintiff, NO. <5'1- I~ C~~50-6 

.' 

vs. 

~{CV~ ~\""0~l"Q'-(}GCCO 
STIPULATED ORDER TO CdNTINUE 

OMNIBUS HEARING 
(ORCOMH) 

D-efendant. (Clerk's Action Required) 

Thelart1s having stipulated that the omnibus hearing be continued 
i ~ t6 e <g.', 30 ~ 

I 

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the omnibus hearing is continued to 

DATED: ~)b&!"UJ{1 



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 Ow CAYCE SHERRIIYE 

COURT CLERK: COURT REPORTER 

LESUE KEITH 

CASE NO: 09-1-07750-5 KNT 
DEFENDANT: ZAMUDIO OROZCO, MARCUS A 
TRUE NAME: 
CCN: 1873436 
EXP: 05-20-10 

l 

CO-DEFENDANTS: 

DPA: KING COUNTY, PROSECUTING ATTY 
ATD: BRADLEY, MARK CHARLES 

2064473900 

CHARGE: RAPE CHLD 2-DV,RAPE CHLD 3-DV 2CTS 
ARB. DATE: 12/07/200.9 ' 
LOC: RJ--102In 
INT: SPANISH\~.(\dh.o..() 
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 ___ 4-,-·_J,._3~ ___ _ 
GRANTED / ~ ORDER SIGNED 

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

___ STATE t S MOTION TO A.~ND INFORMATION. GRANTED / DENIED 

___ PLEA - SENT TO JUDGE ____________ _ 

DR4D \ O'.SQ'. 04' 

___ 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 / D~ 
TRIAL DATE CONTINUED TO: 5-3 
EXPIRATION DATE TO: we OJ, 
STATE'S MOTION TO DISMISS WITH / WITHOUT PREJUDICE IS GRANTED 
ORDER SIGNED 
ORDER STRIKING TRIAL DATE IS SIGNED • 

.------ORDERS SIGNED 



~~- .. ----.. 

. SUPERIOR COURT OF WASHINGTON FOR KING COUNTY 

APR 16 2010 

SUPERIOR COURi OU!Ftft( 
LESlIE J. K~fTH 

v~~u~, 

STATE OF WASHINGTON, ) .-S' 
Plaintiff, ) NO. D1- l '"0115'0 KNT 

v. ) ORDER CONTINUING TRIAL 

) (ORCTD) r-'L#£,Lt ) ZI\fJ\(PJID ""fJlL6Z,&O 
Defendant. ) (Clerk's Action Required) 

CCN ) 

This m~er came before the court for consideration of a motion for continuance brought by 

o plaintiff (!faefendant 0 the court. It is hereby I 
[JJ ORDERED that the trial, currently set lor ~'UJt'() is continued to ? f > /10 

o *upon agreement of the parties [CrR 3.3(f)1)1 or Mrequired in the administration of justice [erR 
3.3(f)(2)] for tpre following reason: 

M plaintiff's counsel in trial; 0 defense counsel in trial; !2fother: ct.e.-k--y..-
. C»=:"itVl 6VL v{)tuMvVV . 

It is further ORDERED: L / 
I'i(' Omnibus hearing date i! LfL Z, L 10 
i?J Expiration dat~ is fo.-\ 1.. \ \ 0 . 

DONE IN OPEN COURT this .lk.- day of 4p".. ... · ( 

'7'i[~-'1 ----
WSBA No. ?--z..~<l. 

I agree to the continuance: 

.. Defendant [signature required only for agreed continuance] 

I 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. 

__ ..,--__________ King County. Washington 
Interpreter 

Trial Continuance 
(Effective 1 September 2003) 



· ORIGINAL COURT MINUTES 

ORIGINAL COURT MINUTES 

KENT COURTHOUSE 
KING COUNTY SUPERIOR COURT 

OMNIBUS CALENDAR CALENDAR DATE: 04/23/2010 
12:29 A.M. 

JUDGE: MARY ROBERTS BAILIFF: SHERRIlYE 

COURT CLERK: LESllE KEITH COURT REPORTER 

DEFENDANT: 
CASE NO: 09-1-07750-5 KNT 

ZAMUDIO OROZCO, MARCU$ A 
TRUE NAME: 
CCN: 1873436 
EXP: 06-02-10 

CO-DEFENDANTS: 

DPA: KING COUNTY, PROSECUTING ATTY 
ATD: BRADLEY, MARK CHARLES 

2064473900 

CHARGE: RAPE CHLD 2-DV,RAPE CHLD 3-DV 2CTS 
ARR DATE: 12/07/2009 
LOC: RJ--l02L 
INT: SPANISH 
ORIGINAL TRIAL DATE: 03/16/2010 
COMMENCE PATE: 01-21-10 
TRIAL SET EXP: 03-21-10 

___ OMNIBUS HEARING IS HELD. COURT ENTERS OMNIBUS ORDER. 

____ MOTION TO CONTINUE OMNIBUS HEARING TO it 30, 
GRANTED / Bmn:!:D 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 I DENIED 
TRIAL DATE CONTINUED TO: 
EXPIRATION DATE TO: 
STATE'S MOTION TO DISMISS WITH I WITHOUT PREJUDICE IS GRANTED 
ORDER SIGNED 
ORDER STRIKING TRIAL DATE IS SIGNED. 

ORDERS SIGNED 

EX - :G. ),,0 



FILEll 
~ OOUN'IY. WASHINGTON 

APR 2 3 ~010 

SUPERIOR COURt CU!f:tK 
LESLfE J. KeliFt 

OEPLrtV 
SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF WASffiNGTON 

COUNTY OF lONG 

STATE OF WASHINGTON Plaintiff, NO. 0 q -{ -- b-r IS" () ./0' ~ 
vs. 

~\J\\)l17 -OYWz,CO 
Defendant. 

STIPULATED ORDER TO CONTINUE 
OMNIBUS HEARING 

(ORCOMH) 
(Clerk's Action Required) 

The parties having stipulated that the omnibus hearing be continued --'-_~,.-...:--+-'-:..-;..... __ _ 

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the omnibus hearing is continued to _..:..'f-lI--,,=o~/'t..L...!!Oo~...;t'l:~i-x-_ 
I I £?!;Fo~ 

DATED: --f-i-+-I--"""~;;..L..7~0<....lLc2 __ 
If 

__ ,~tll,~ 

e4!!dant,~1 WSBA # -> l.f SI7 
. (~.r4#{ 

Stipulated Order to Continue mnibus Hearing 
1012/06 

EX- 1) 2\ 

.. 



OlU.GINAL COURT Mnro~S 

KEN'r COURTHOUSE 
KDTG COUNTY SUPElUOR COURT 

awfNIBUS CALENDAR 

JUDGE: MARY ROBERTs 

COlm!' CLElUC: LESUE KEITH 

~ DATE: 04/30/2010 
12:53 A.M. 

BA:ILIFF: SHERRIlYE 

COUR!' REPOR!l'ER 

CASE NO: Q9-1-07750-5 RNT 

DEFENDANT: ZAMUDIO OROZCO I MARCUS A 
TRUE NAME: 

DR4D tl}~ tfLk?-1 

CCN: 1873436 
EXP: 06-02-10 

DPA: KING COUNTY, PROSECUTING ATTY ...... 
ATD: BRADLEY, MARK CHARLES ' P 

~064473900 I 

CO-DEFENDANTS: 

CHARGE: RAPE CBLD 2-DV,RAPE CBLD 3-DV 2CTS 
AKa~: 12/07/2009 

J:NT: SPANISH ol~ 
LOC: RJ--102~ 

OlUGr-NAL ~ ~: 03/16/2010 
C~ ~: 01-21-10 
TRIAL SET EXP: 03-21-10 

~ C»5NJ:BUS HEAlUNG IS HELD. COURT ENTERS OMNIBUS ORDER. 

___ MOTION TO CONTJ:NUE OMNIBUS HEARING TO ________ _ 

GRANTED / DENIED ORDER SIGNED 

___ MOTION FOR ISSUANCE OF BENCH ~. 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 

Fx-~. LL 



FIL"ED 
KING COUNTY, WASHING10N 

APR 30 2010 

supeRIOR COURT CI .. ERf< 
-- LESL.IE J. KEITH 

OEPUTV 

SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF WASIDNGTON COUNTY OF KING 

NO. a~ -(-lrl-~-6 
STATE OF WASHINGTON, 

ORDER ON OMNIBUS HEARING 
Plaintiff, ~ CC:~ ~QR) Charge!· __ " __ a.--+r_'~",--_____ _ 

Trial Date: S /0 II '0 

EXPiratiOn: __ ' _t-r....{_Z-~/_\ '0 ___ _ 

vs. 

~ Custody tJ Out of Custody 

An omnibus hearing was held on this date. 

1. CrR 3.5: 

o 
o 
~ 

No custodial statements will be offered in the state's case-in-chief, or in rebuttal. 
The statements of defendant will be offered in state's rebuttal case only. 
The statements referred to in the state's omnibus application will be offered and: 
o May be admitted into evidence without a pretrial hearing, by stipulation of 

the parties. 
g A pretrial hearing shall be held. 

2. CrR 3.6: 

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

Defendant will move to suppress evidence. Moving party shall comply with erR 3.61 

8.1 and CR 6. The motion shall be heard, immediately before trial, by the trial judge. 

3. CrA 4.7: 

~V Plaintiff has provided the defense with all discovery required by CrR 4.7(a). 
,- Defendant has provided the plaintiff with all discovery required by erR 4.7(b). 

ORDER ON OMNIBUS HEARING 
REVISED 4/2005 

EX - n. 2~ (~ 
Pj l 0+ L 

OOR 
Page 1 of 2 



4. 

5. 

6. 

7. 

8. 

o Plaintiff shall provide the defense with _____________ _ 
________________________________ by ________ , 200 __ . 

o Defendant shall provide plaintiff with ______________ _ 
________________________________ ~by--------,200 ___ . 

'-.! Witness interviews shall be completed by , 200_. No party 
may impede opposing counsel's investigation of the case, erR 4.7(h)(1). 

7-- The general nature of the defense is ---'ckt...4:."""'V\~\.!..:G\""--\l..-..o. _______ _ 

Ll Discovery orders: __________________________ _ 

.,:; 
1 )0\ 11 f'A't lJ&iiPr 1.-~ 

D Plaintiff will move to amend the information to ~~ Iv ( 6'8;; J2.06 7:-" l I 
Defense shall be selVed a copy of the proposed amended information _ days r, 
before the trial date. /'t.'ltYJ. ~~lIol, p~. t1 

c-hl"lo\ fJ(8)r;.i. ~~ 
Motions in limine are reserved for the trial court. ~ q. 9 't A. • ~ "5(" 

.a-Iy)/ '~"1.'# """t ~ tJ UJ <;. 
Proposed jury instructions shall be selVed and filed when the case is call~d for trial, 
CrR 6.15(a). 

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. 

DONE IN OPEN qOURT this !>utvt day of _~--++--'-+-____ " 2o~11. 

D TY PROSECUTING A TORNEY ATT OR DEFENDANT 
WSBA# WSBA ~~~ 
I am fluent in the language. I have translated this document for the d fendant fnto that language. I 
certify, under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of Washington, that the foregoing I true and correct. 

Date and Place 

ORDER ON OMNIBUS HEARING 
REVISED 4/2005 

Interpreter 

EX. -13· 1.! 
P..5 2. ().( L 

OOR 
Page 20f2 



OMNffiUS HEARING CHECKLIST 

~<J')'. ~~\Il- &o'GC<:> Trial Date -5 !?~'D 
6~- \ -O"'"1-S(')~ Expiration Date,!V\-o 

Case Name: 
Case No: 

Yes 
Yes 

Yes~ 
Yes_./'_ 
Yes 
Yes 

PLEA NEGOTIATIONS COMPLETED 

No ~Iea Possible 
No Sent to Plea Calendar this date ~ ~ 

DISCOVERY ISSUES ADDRESSED 

No All documentary discovery (photos/tapes) provided 
No Prior convictions of defendant/witness provided 
No _ All medical records, expert reports, lab and test results provided 
No Z All state witnesses have been interviewed and are ready for trial 

Yes No _fJ 4\JI 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 'iflP6/bo/le 
Yes 1 No All discoverable defenses have been djsclos;1 
Yes No All discovery has been completed 

Ifno' Discovery matters which need court's resolution: 

TRIAL I READINESS ISSUES • 

Provided by: 

Yes / No 
. JIM U~ tAIl ( tuL 

The information will be amended )0 ..,.., I 
Yes No 
~ - fd -~ 0Wcs.-

Yes v::::/ 0_ 

Yes_./'_ No_ 

Yes / No 

Co-defendant(s) is/are ready for trial f..l A ~ J"1~ I~ ; 
Trial length estimate, including pre-trial motions Y\-e ~ ~ r:.ur--
Jury ~ \~~...- ~-==-
CrR 3.5 hearing: ~ :to ~~ &b. -I-7.J 
# of hours # of witnesses ~, ~ 1 fjL..~~~Ulf 
erR 3.6 hearing: . 
# of hours l # of witnesses i -- interview date(s) 
Briefing schedule 

OTHER 

Yes No / Sent to motion calendar 
If yes: Motion to be heard no later than: 

Briefing schedule: 

Ifno: Omnibus rescheduled to: 

DATED: t4/QOju;ld 

~%l((l 
E M/~RY E. ROBER S 

Deputy Prosecuting Attorney EX - a .. 2 3 (b) Defend ~ Attorney ~'1 ' .. ;. r.~ 



: ORIGINAL COURT MINUTES 

PAGE #: 16 
KENT COURTHOUSE 

KING COUNTY SUPERrOR COURT 
CRIMINAL TRIAL CALEND~ CALENDAR DATE: 05/03/2010 

JUDGE;".r~1 ~ 
COURT CLE;K:" ~ '" 

- !~ --.)~cy\ 
COURT REPORTER 

DEFENDANT: 
CASE NO: 09-1-07750-5 KNT 

ZAMUDIO OROZCO, MARCUS A 
TRUE NAME: 
CCN: 1873436 
EXP: 06-02-10 

CO-DEFENDANTS: 

DPA: KING COUNTY, PROSECUTING ATT 
ATD: BRADLEY, MARK CHARLES 

2064473900 

CHARGE: RAPE CHLD 2-DV,RAPE CHLD 3-DV 2CTS 
ARR DATE: 12/07/2009 
LOC: RJ--102L 
IN'!': SPANISH 
ORIGINAL TRIAL DATE: 03/16/2010 
COMMENCE DATE: 01-21-10 
TR~ SET EXP: 03-21-10 

MOTION JUDGE #: HON. 000 
AFFIDAVIT: 

ACTION: 

HOLD TO -.£Q-'-'-'f72"-----+~-'--F =3D_~~· =~-""'-J~b TIt-:r-) 
5-DAY EXTENSION TO --------------
CONT - CONTINUED TO _____________ _ 

60/90 WAIVER TO ----------------
ASSIGlfJED TO JUDGB; _________ _ 

PLEA - SENT TO _______________ __ 

. STRIKE 

BEN - BENCH WARRANT TO BE ISSUED 
. 

DSMHRG - ORDER OF DISMISSAL 

ORDER SIGNED/ORDER TO BE PRESENTED 

ENT'D 



FILED 
l\jJ\l(:j COUNTY, \lVASHINGTOI\ 

MAY 8 2016 

dUPERIOR COURT CLERK 

LESUE J. KEITH 
DEPUTY 

SUPERIOR COURT OF WASHINGTON FOR KING COUNTY 

STATE OF WASHINGTON, 
Plaintiff, 

v. 
Zamudio-Orozco. Marcus 

Defendant 
CCN 1873436 

NO 09-1-01750-5 KNT 
ORDER CONTINUING TRIAL 
(ORCTD) 
(Clerk's Action Required) 

This matter came before the court for consideration of a motion for continuance brought by 
o plaintiff 0 defendant 181 the court. It Is hereby 

ORDERED that the trial, currently set for 05/0312010 • Is continued 

05/0412010 . 0 *Upon agreement of the parties [CrR 3.3(f)(1)J or 0 required in the 

administration of justice [erR 3.3(f)(2)] for the following reason: D plaintiffs counsel in trial; 
o defense counsel in trial; ifl no judicial availability; 0 other: 

It is further ORDERED: , 
o Omnibus hearing date is __ ~ _________ . 

18I Expiration date is remains 61212010 

DONE IN OPEN COURT this .3rt! 
dayof 'May~ 

JtJJ:irARY E. R08ER~ 

-
Approved for entry: 

Deputy Prosecuting Attorney WSBA No. Attomey for Defendant WSBA No. 

I agree to the continuance: 

Defendant [signature required only for agreed continuance] 

I am fluent in the language, and I have translated this entire document for the defendant from English into that 
language. I cettify under penalty of pe~ury under the laws of the State of Washington that the foregoing is true and correct. 
~_:--__________ King County, Washington 
Interpreter 

TrialContiouance 
(Effective 1 September 2003) 

EX- 3.25' 



.I .. '.c..:..,: ________ -'------_,_ 

ORIGINAL COURT MINUTES 

PAGE #: 17 
KENT COURTHOUSE 

KING COUNTY SUPERIOR COURT 
CRIMINAL TRIAL CALENDAR CALENDAR DATE: 05/04/2010 

JUDGE: Mary Roberts 
. COURT CLERK: Leslie Keith COURT REPORTER 

DEFENDANT: 
TRUE NAME: 

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

KNT 

CCN: 1873436· 
EXP: 06-02-10 

DPA: KING COONT:(, PROSECUTINGATT 
ATD: BRADLEY { MARK CHARLES 

2064473900 

CO-DEFENDANTS: 

CHARGE: RAPE CHLD 2-DV,RAPE CHLD 3-DV 2.CTS 
ARR DATE: 12/07/2009 
LOC: RJ--l02L 
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'---,,_·_'-t!..,.;0"""""'-___ _ 
PLEA - SENT TO ________________________ __ 

STRIKE 

BEN - BENCH WARRANT TO BE ISSUED 

DSMHRG - ORDER OF DISMISSAL 

ORDER SIGNED/ORDER TO BE PRESENTED 
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I. WSP-CRIME lAB REPORT PRESENI'ED 
DATE MARCH 9th-2010 
BY MEGAN M. INSLEE 

LABfl09-003128. 
3 PGS. 

EXH!Bll 
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CHRISTINE O. GREGOIRE 
Governor JOHNLBATIm 

'Chief 

STATE OF WASHINGTON 

WASHJNGTON STATE PATROL 
2203 Airport Way South, Suite 250 • SeaUle, Wuhlngton 98134-2045 • (206) 262-6020 • www.wsp.wa.p 

CRIME LABORATORY REPORT 
Agency: . Kent Police Department Laboratory Number: 109-003128 

Agency Rep: Detective L. Melton Agency caN Number: 09-12405 
Subject: VIctim - Zamudio, Jeislca E. Reque.t NUmber: .0001, 0002 
Subject: Suspect - Zarriudlo Orozco, Marcus A. 

Evidence examined; 
" .... 

Jt&m 7: One sealed sexual assault kIt reportedly coIil.eted from Jealca Zamudio. The oral. perineal, veglnal anal and 
skin swabs, as well as the reference blood card were examined for this report. ' • 

Item 4: One paIr of jeans, reportedly colected from Jessica Zamudio, In a eealed paper bag. 

Item 3: One pair of boxer-style underpants, reportedly coUeclad from Marcus Zamudio Orozco, In a sealed paper bag. 

Item 10: swabs, rep~rtadly oral references from Frank Jaimes. In a sealed envelope. 

Pts!c;edfu'. ,od' RHU_i . 

Portions of the oral. perineal, vaginal, and analawabB (Item 7) were removed and extracted for a mlcroscoptc evaluaUon. 
A spermatozoon was observed In the vaginal sample; none ~a obse{vad In the other samples. Each of the extracts 
was tested for the presence of p30, a protein used In the detection of saman. The perineal end vaginal aamples tested 
positive for pSO and the oral and anal samples tested negative. The vaginal swabs were sampled In their entirety and 
extracted for DNA using a dlffe.renUal tecf1nlque. which attempts to separate sperm cell DNA from non-sperm cell DNA. 
No further testfng was conducted on the oral. perineal or analumpl ... 

The skin swabs (Item 7) were tested for tha pre8ance of acld phosphatase (AP). an enzyme present at elevated levels In 
semen Bnel iQwer levels In Bome oiher body fluIds. All of the skin swabs tested negative for /IF' and no further testing was 

···;-·-'condll'Ct!cfontheM.····· ..... _ .... _ .. -...... - .... ,., .... - ..... " ....... . 

The Jeans (Item 4) were examined using a ForensIc Ught Source (FLS), which delivers a hlgh-fntenslty light of BdJustable 
wavelength which may cause certain bloJoglca •. fluids to fluoresce. Tha Interior crotch area and an area on the exterior left 
thigh fluoresced. Both areas were tested for AP. The interior crotch area tested positive; 1M exterior left thigh tested 

egative A sample was removed from the crotcrr8lta and extracted for a mtcroscoplc evaluation. Spermatozoa were 
~served. The sample was 'also tested for the presence of p30. with a positive result. The sample was extracted for DNA 
using 8 differential technique. . 

the boxers (Item 3) _ visually examined. The inside front panel MS tested for MJ. with posttlVe ·~Ults. A swabbing 
k d the centerline of the inside front panel. The swabbing wes extracted for a microscopic evaluation. 

=~:zoa"":n observed, The awab was extracted for DNA using a dtfferentla1 technique. . 

c. { 
Page 1 of 3 mml ..... 
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~ency: Kent Police Department Laboratory Number: 109-003128 

Agency Rep: Detective L Melton Agency Case Number: 09-12405 

Subject: VlctIm - Zamudio, .,Jessica E. Request Number: .0001.0002 

Subject: Suspect - ZamudIo Orozco, Marcus A. 

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

The DNA extracts were quantified for total human DNA and some fer human male DNA, Due 10 low quantlftcation ntlults, 
no further testing was conducted on the vaglnalaemples (Item 7). The other extracts were then amplified using an 
established Polymerase Chain Reaction (PCR) procedure and the Applied BlosystemaAmpFlSTRD Proftler Plus- end 

... COfilerC ampllflcat.fon Idts. :The apenn fractions of qte boxers (Item 3) ~ thejeans (Item 4) WenJ not ampItfted·Y!Hh 1JJe 
COfiIer kit. The Profller Plus- kit amplifies the following Short TaJidem Repeat (STR) markera:·D3S13158, YWA. FGA, 
08S1179, 021811, 018851. 05$818, 013S317,.-07S820, and amelogenln (a sex determlnaUonllt8). TheCom" 
.ampllflcatJon Idt amplltlaa the follOwIng STR merker8: paS1358, 0188539, THO 1 , TPOx, CSF1PO, 078820. and 
ameIDgenln. The resulting product. were then analyzed on an N3 3130 Genetic Analyzer. A threshold of150 ReiaUve 
Fluorescence Units (RFU) and above ra Ulad for affele deafgnatlon. 

~ooclu'lon!j 

1. No lemen was detected on the oral. tinal. or skin swab8 (Item 7). 

2. Seman was detected 00 the vaglnalewaba (Item 7). the Jean8 (Item 4). and the boxarI (Hain 3). 

". I. 
3. The p30 result obtained Indicates the presence of semen on the perlnea1swaba (Item 7). 

4.· The DNA typing prome obtained from the Jeans (Item· 4) Is mIXed rn origin. consfstent with orfglnatlng from three 
individuals. . . 

a. The non-apenn fraction la a mIXture consistent wtih orIglnaUng from two female individual'. 

Jessica Zamudio (Item 7) Is included as ·aposslble contrtbutor to this mixture. Based on the O.S. 
population, It Is estimated ,that 1 In 30 thousand In~duafs Is a potential contributor to thIs mixture. 

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

b. The sperm f'raction IsS"-mbdur8 'conslst8ni WIth Originating ~m·thre8lndlviduals. at least one of which Is 
. female. . , . ' 

The donors of the non-spenn taction (Jessica. Zamudio (Item 7) and a second female individual). Frank 
Jaimes (Jteni 10). end Indl\tfUaI A (see conclusion 6) are all Included ~ possible conb1butora to the 
overaU8penn-fraction mixture. Baaed on·the U.S. population, It IS eetInlated th_t 1 In 77 Individuals 18 a 
potential co~utor to this mixture • 

. See Remark 2. 

5. The DNA typing profile obtained fr:om ~ boxers (Item 3) Is mixed In origIn, conelatant with originating from two 
individuals. .. . 

a. The male component originates from an unknown male source, designated Individual ~ 

Date 

Page ~ of 3 mmi 

c.. 2 



'Agency: Kent PolIce DePartment Laboratory Number: 109-003128 

Agency Cas. Number: 09-12405 Agency Rep: Detective L Melton 

Subject: Vlctfm - ~udlo._JessJca E. Request Number: 0001.0002 

Subject: Suspect - Zamudio Orozco, Marcus A 

Remarks; 

b., The female component orlgJnates tom a alngle source and match. the DNA typing profile of Jessica 
zamudio (Item 7). 

The fl8t/mated probabilItY of selecting an unrelated individual at random from the U.S. population with a 
matching profile Is 1 In 33 trillion. . , 

1. Statistical calculaUons)"IB1"8 computed by COOlS Popatats using data.QDmplled by the FBI and published In the, 
Joumal of Forensic ScienCes, 2001 :46(3). ' The statistical atrength Increases with the number of markenl used In 
the calculation. :,' . 

2. AOlndMdual who Is closely retated to one of the 'donora of a mixture may technically be Included as B possible 
contributor to that mixture simply because helahe shares genetic Information with the true donor. '. . 

3. The evidence Items were resealed and retumed to the Washington State Patrol Seattle CrIme Laboratory 
evidence vault pending retum to the submitting agency. . 

: .... ~ .. 

l~ 

" . , . ... .. ,:,,,,,~ 
_ \o,J\ ",.' , j" •. Date 

Page 3 of 3 mml ,.·t 

C. 3 



D 

I. NOTICE OF APPEARANCE AND 
REXlUEST FOR DlSOOVERY 

SUP 03-10-2010 
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FILED 
10 MAR 04 AM 8:30 

KING COUNTY 
SUPERIOR COURT CLE K 

E-FILED 
CASE NUMBER: 09-1-07750 5 KNT 

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 

17 TO: CLERK OF THE SUPERIOR COURT 
DANIEL SA TIERBERG, PROSECUTING ATTORNEY 

18 FILING DEPUTY in the above matter 

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

20 
YOU ARE REQUESTED to preserve all physical evidence relating to the 

21 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 

22 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). 

23 

Notice of Appearance and Request for Discovery - 1 

LAW OFFICES OF 
Th e Defender Association 

810 Third Avenue, Suite 800 
Seattle, WA 98104 



1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

YOU ARE HEREBY REQUESTED to provide discovery of the following 
materials as provided for by CrR 4.7 and LCrR 4.50) 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 fonns 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 
1 5 of any persons whom the State intends to call as witnesses at a hearing or trial in this 

case; 

16 
YOU ARE FURTHER REQUESTED to provide notice of the defendant's 

17 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 

18 that timely decision may be made regarding selection of a trial date or changing the plea. 

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

20 
YOU ARE FURTHER REQUESTED to provide prompt discovery of the 

21 following: 

22 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 

23 custody, the state and county of conviction, and the cause number. 

Notice of Appearance and Request for Discovery - 2 

LAW OFFICES OF 
The Defender Association 

810 Third Avenue, Suite 800 
Seattle, WA 98104 



1 
2. If the State intends to argue or present evidence of aggravating 

2 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 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

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 

Notice of Appearance and Request for Discovery - 3 

The Defender Association 
810 Third Avenue, Suite 800 

Seattle, WA 98104 
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DELIBERATICWS DAY 
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THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF WASHINGTON 
IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF KING 

STATE OF WASHINGTON, 

Plaintiff, 
VS. 

MARCUS ZAMUDIO-OROZCO, 

Defendant. 

No. 09-1-07750-5 KNT 

INQUIRY FROM THE JURY 
AND COURT'S RESPONSE 

(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. 

7 ; 
DATE AND TIME 

DATE AND TIME RECEI 
****00 NOT DESTROY-LEAVE IN JURY ROOM**** 

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

£ \ 



Inquiry From the Jury and Court's Response 

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

Yo\..\. C, tv R....-\o ~,~ c.,Q).. 

() \\U ~ 0< -l- ( (\A <l<"-(3 (j eM-

Page 2 

\.t\ at.. vJ ~ ,R,,{-k ,\",+.5. ~ "" \ -\4QJ-.. 
J ~ \-0 P ~ \ ~O/""LIL C-..l. Co- ~~, .,J 

1'8'" y a-If\& evv.v+ '.> f,...ttvv~ 
0...5 c.... ~h-, 

DATE AND TIME RETURNED TO JURY: ______________ _ 

****00 NOT OESTROY- LEAVE IN JURY ROOM**** 
Inquiry From the Jury and Court's Response, Page 2 of 2 SC Form JO-'117 (7/00) 



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

STATE OF WASHINGTON, 

Plaintiff, 
VS. 

MARCUS ZAMUDIO-OROZCO, 

Defendant. 

No. 09-1-07750-5 KNT 

INQUIRY FROM THE JURY 
AND COURT'S RESPONSE 

(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. 

DATE AND TIME RECEIVED: 

-;/ 
I 

C{)fY t!),,e 1RAtJ6~?If?; 
Il,cr~~~ 

a--2D"# 1/ / (j /1 S- A-,II{ 
DATE AND TIME 

-------------------------------------
****DO NOT DESTROY- LEAVE IN JURY ROOM**** 

Inquiry From the Jury and Court's Response, Page 1 of 2 SC Form JO-1i 17 (7/00) 



I 

Inquiry From the Jury and Court's Response 

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

Page 2 

cJ ~ +p(-h """""0 Gel\-< h (.,,,~J 

4 OJ.. ~- ~'"+~ ~dAA\.~~ (~+-o 

~v ~p.J<.e.. c...~ C-. v\'CI~ ("..j 

,\~+ ~ ~ 4;>(.~·v-\ ~ (f-.J~,""'vv-~5 

CVr- ~ wk~. 

DATE AND TIME RETURNED TO JURY: _______________ _ 

****00 NOT DESTROY-LEAVE IN JURY ROOM**** 
Inquiry From the Jury and Court's Response, Page 2 of 2 SC Form JO-117 (7/00) 



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

STATE OF WASHINGTON, 

Plaintiff, 
VS. 

MARCUS ZAMUDIO-OROZCO, 

Defendant. 

No. 09-1-07750-5 KNT 

INQUIRY FROM THE JURY 
AND COURT'S RESPONSE 

(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. 

&')/Zc-!tJ /CJ.·S2&tt( 
I DATE AND TIME 

DATE AND TIME RECEIVED: _________________ _ 
****00 NOT OESTROY- LEAVE IN JURY ROOM**** 

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

t 3 



Inquiry From the Jury and Court's Response 

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

v...., '-~ l f"'UV S vavd \.c.."", c: ~ 

~ e.~ vk 'b u.~k"" -f-r, 

0-" "'" i ~ (.A. ,., c;.. oJ 'Me \.1--( B-
~. 

Judge HITE 

Page 2 

DATE AND TIME RETU RNED TO J URY: __ S~,--· ;)_0-+/;_10_-,--1_1 :-=3_& ______ _ 
I 

****00 NOT DESTROY-LEAVE IN JURY ROOM**** 
Inquiry From the Jury and Court's Response, Page 2 of 2 SC Form JO-117 (7/00) 

E '3 



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, 

Defendant. 

INQUIRY FROM THE JURY 
AND COURT'S RESPONSE 

(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: 

/::> (j) W6 
/ 

:JJ6FI;V(/IO,u 

tJ/rW6.sf' ~ 7J/p 6,tJo,fr 
TO ... , , 

tJr 12llp£ 

1{!J.~oO 
I DATE AND TIME 

DATE AND TIME CE ED: _________________ _ 
****00 NOT DESTROY· LEAVE IN JURY ROOM**** 

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



, 

Inquiry From the Jury and Court's Response 

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

Yo v. ~ L. L -1v 4---<"d "" <:::..Q)L 

'() <Ru k~J,-<~ud ~ ~~vJ 
W-J 9.J\"-"1,\+.s ~J~,~ 

Page 2 

(~ Qv'- Jo,J~ ~~h 

(~ ~ ~~k ct ~ 
~5 ~ Lk~. 

Ju ge Y V. WHITE 

DATE AND TI ME RETU RN ED TO JU RY: _trfffo--L __ 1 O.....::.:-=3=---~....::...:....:h-\..~_.5---1~:.IZ-L/+f'--"l 0 __ _ 

****00 NOT DESTROY· LEAVE IN JURY ROOM**** 
Inquiry From the Jury and Court's Response, Page 2 of 2 SC Form JO-117 (7/00) 



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

STATE OF WASHINGTON, 

Plaintiff, 
VS. 

MARCUS ZAMUDIO-OROZCO, 

Defendant. 

No. 09-1-07~750-5 KNT 

INQUIRY FROM THE JURY 
AND COURT'S RESPONSE 

(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 CCllse. 

fJ-:Z!"~ ! l' ~tJ f-~ 
1 DATE AND TIME 

DATE AND TIME REC IVED: 1-------------------------------------
****00 N :r 0 TROY - LEAVE IN JURY ROOM**** 

Inquiry From the Jury and ourt's Response, Page 1 of 2 SC Form JO-1'I7 (7/00) 

55 



Inquiry From the Jury and Court's Response 

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

Page 2 

DATE AND TIME RETURNED TO JURY: _______________ ~ 

****00 NOT DESTROY-LEAVE IN JURY ROOM**** 
Inquiry From the Jury and Court's Response, Page 2 of 2 SC Form JO-1'17 (7/00) 
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STATE OF WASHINGTON 
COURTOF APPEALS, DIVISION I 

STATE OF WASHINGTON, ) 

Respondent, 

v. 

MARCUS ZAtlJDIO. 
Petitioner. 

" ) 
) 
) 
) 
J 
) 
) 

No: 65557-4-1 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

~ en2 
- i1c:: 

I, MARCUS ZAKIDIO " , Petitioner in the above entitled c~e, ;;Jz, 
under the penalty of perjury, do hereby certify that on the date noted below, I sent cG.ies £2$f 
f .~ ... ·1-, 

o : co ~!;~;:::::;' 

To: 

STATEMWI' OF ADITIONAL GROUNDS. 

1 CouRT Of APfEALS 
DIVISION I 

2 fROSEClJIOR OfFICE 
3 CHi.USI0fHE.R GIBSON (NBK) 

By processing as Legal Mail, with first-class postage affixed thereto, at the Airway 

;t:::. "'-_;:'i"F ." 
~ ::?rc,I" 

5 .. ' Dll~w 
"f';) (/) 

c.n ;;}!2 
.c- :':::...:: -

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

Dated this __ ..:...14-'------_ day of __ J::...:U:..::I..=~ ___ , 20.J.!L. 

"Respectfully Submitted, ~ 

Petitioner 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 


