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A. ASSIGNMENTS OF ERROR 

None. 

B. ISSUES PERTAINING TO APPELLANT'S 
ASSIGNMENTS OF ERROR 

1. Whether the case should be remanded for entry of 
findings of fact and conclusions of law where the 
judge found the defendant guilty of first degree theft, 
but no written findings were entered and the judge 
didn't make specific oral findings. 

C. SUMMARY 

Appellant Amador asserts that the case should be remanded for 

entry of findings of fact and conclusions oflaw related to the trial court's 

finding of guilt on the charge of Theft in the First Degree. The State 

concedes that the trial court failed to enter written findings of fact and 

conclusions of law and failed to make specific findings at the time it 

rendered its decision as to Amador's guilt. The State therefore agrees that 

the case should be remanded for entry of findings of fact and conclusions 

oflaw. 

D. FACTS 

Amador was charged with Theft in the First Degree. CP 23-24; 

32-33. She waived jury trial and was found guilty after a two week bench 

trial. CP 29; RP 575. At the time the court found Amador guilty on the 

charge of Theft in the First Degree, it did not make detailed findings of 



fact or conclusions oflaw orally on the record. RP 575. It also did not 

enter any such written order prior to sentencing Amador or before Amador 

filed her opening brief. 

E. ARGUMENT 

1. The case should be remanded for entry of 
findings of fact and conclusions of law because 
none have been entered related to the theft 
conviction as required by erR 6.1. 

erR 6.1 and case law require that findings of fact and conclusions 

of law be entered in bench trials. erR 6.1 requires the trial court to enter 

written findings of fact and conclusions of law in a bench trial. erR 6.1 (d); 

State v. Head, 136 Wn.2d 619, 622, 964 P.2d 1187 (1998). Thepurpose 

of the rule is to permit appellate review. Id. The remedy for failure to 

enter findings of fact and conclusions of law is remand for the entry of 

such findings. Id. 

Here, the trial court found Amador guilty of theft in the first degree 

beyond a reasonable doubt but failed to make any specific findings or 

conclusions on the record. No written findings or conclusions have been 

entered either thus far. The matter should be remanded to the trial court to 

enter written findings of fact and conclusions of law as required by erR 

6.1. 
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F. CONCLUSION 

For the reasons set forth above, the State concedes that this matter 

should be remanded for entry of findings of fact and conclusions oflaw as 

required by erR 6.1 (d). 

Respectfully submitted this q 1v'-- day of November, 2012. 
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