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A. ISSUES PRESENTED 

1. Whether the judgment is invalid on its face and therefore exempt 

from the time bar under RCW 10.73.090(1) because it contains only a 

boilerplate finding of ability to pay? 

2. Whether, in the alternative, Mr. Pang's PRP falls within an 

exception to the time bar under RCW 10.73.100(6) because State v. 

Blazina, 182 Wn.2d 827, 344 P.3d 680 (2015) constitutes a significant 

change in the law? 

3. Whether, in the alternative, Mr. Pang's motion should be 

construed as a motion to remit legal financial obligations ("LFOs") 

pursuant to RCW 10.01.160(4) and remanded for a hearing on manifest 

hardship? 

B. STATEMENT OF THE CASE 

Martin Pang pleaded guilty to four counts of manslaughter in 1998. 

The Statement of Defendant on Plea of Guilty contained no waiver of an 

inquiry into ability to pay legal financial obligations. Appendix A. The 

sentencing court ordered Mr. Pang to pay a total of $956,020.51 in 

restitution, $28, 192. 91 in extradition costs, $257 .10 in court costs, and a 

$100 victim assessment. Appendix Bat 2; Appendix Cat 3. 



Mr. Pang began making LFO payments from prison, but has only 

been able to pay about $3,660 to date. Appendix D. Because interest has 

accrued in the intervening years, he now owes over $2,897,535.34. Id. 

In August of 2015, Mr. Pang filed a Motion for Individualized 

Inquiry Into Defendant's Current and Future Ability to Pay LFO's. He 

averred that the sentencing court never inquired into his ability to pay 

before imposing LFO's, and requested such a hearing pursuant to Blazina. 

Motion at 2-5. 

The State moved to transfer the motion to this Court as a personal 

restraint petition ("PRP"). The State did not dispute the factual allegation 

that no inquiry had been made regarding Mr. Pang's ability to pay LFOs. 

Instead, the State argued only that the motion should be transferred 

because it was untimely. Motion to Transfer at 2-3. 

The motion was transferred as a PRP and this Court asked the State 

to respond. In its response in this Court, the State again did not deny that 

no inquiry had been made in the sentencing court. It argued only that the 

petition should be dismissed as untimely under Division Three's opinion 

in In re the Personal Restraint (dFlippo, 191 Wn. App. 405, 362 P.3d 

1011 (2015). Response to PRP at 4-6. 

This Court appointed the Washington Appellate Project to file a 

supplemental brief on Mr. Pang's behalf. 
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C. ARGUMENT 

This Court should remand for a hearing on ability to pay for three 

independent reasons. First, the PRP is not subject to the one-year time bar 

under RCW 10. 73 .090 because the judgment - which contains only a 

boilerplate finding of ability to pay - is invalid on its face. Second, even 

if the judgment is valid, the PRP falls within an exception to the time bar 

under RCW 10.73.100(6) because Blazina - which requires a detailed 

inquiry into ability to pay - constitutes a significant change in the law. 

Third, even if the PRP is untimely, this court should construe Mr. Pang's 

original motion as a motion to remit costs under RCW 10.01.160( 4), and 

should remand for a hearing on that motion. 

1. The PRP is not subject to the one-year time bar because 
the judgment is invalid on its face. 

RCW 10.73.090(1) provides, "No petition or motion for collateral 

attack on a judgment and sentence in a criminal case may be filed more 

than one year after the judgment becomes final if the judgment and 

sentence is valid on its face and was rendered by a court of competent 

jurisdiction." A judgment is invalid on its face for purposes of this 

provision if the trial court exceeded its statutory authority in entering the 

judgment or sentence. In re the Personal Restraint of Wheeler, 188 Wn. 

App. 613, 617, 3 54 P .3d 950 (2015); see also Jn re the Personal Restraint 
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of Goodwin, 146 Wn.2d 861, 866-67, 50 P.3d 618 (2002) (PRP not time­

barred because judgment showed defendant's offender score was 

miscalculated for purposes of sentencing). 

Mr. Pang's judgment is invalid on its face because it contains only 

a boilerplate, preprinted section stating: "Having considered the 

defendant's present and likely future financial resources, the Court 

concludes that the defendant has the present or likely future ability to pay 

the financial obligations imposed." App.Bat 2. This renders the judgment 

invalid because "the court must do more than sign a judgment and 

sentence with boilerplate language stating that it engaged in the required 

inquiry." Blazina, 182 Wn.2d at 838; see also Fuller v. Oregon, 417 U.S. 

40, 45, 40 L.Ed.2d 642, 94 S.Ct. 2116 (1974) (indicating that a statute 

mandating consideration of ability to pay before assessing costs passed 

constitutional muster). Although the Court in Curry held that formal 

written findings are not required, Blazina supersedes Curry to the extent 

they are inconsistent. Compare Blazina, 182 Wn.2d at 838 with State v. 

Curry, 118 Wn.2d 911, 916, 829 P.2d 166 (1992). Accordingly, this Court 

should part company with Division Three and should hold that a judgment 

containing only such boilerplate language is invalid on its face. 
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2. The PRP falls within an exception to the time bar 
because Blazina constituted a significant change in the 
law. 

Even if this Court holds the judgment is valid on its face, it should 

nevertheless rule that the PRP is timely under RCW 10.73.100(6). That 

statute provides that the one-year time limit does not apply if: 

There has been a significant change in the law, whether 
substantive or procedural, which is material to the 
conviction, sentence, or other order entered in a criminal or 
civil proceeding instituted by the state or local government, 
and either the legislature has expressly provided that the 
change in the law is to be applied retroactively, or a court, 
in interpreting a change in the law that lacks express 
legislative intent regarding retroactive application, 
determines that sufficient reasons exist to require 
retroactive application of the changed legal standard. 

RCW 10.73.100(6). 

Division Three ruled that Blazina did not constitute a significant 

change in the law because it merely interpreted a statute that had existed 

for decades. Flippo, 191 Wn. App. at 410-11. This is incorrect. Blazina is 

significant because it interprets the statute to require a much more 

thorough, detailed inquiry than prior cases had mandated. For example, 

State v. Baldwin, on which Division Three relied, upheld the imposition of 

discretionary LFOs based on a single sentence in the presentence report 

stating that "Mr. Baldwin describes himself as employable, and should be 

held accountable for legal financial obligations normally associated with 
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this offense." State v. Baldwin, 63 Wn. App. 303, 311, 818 P.2d 1116 

( 1991 ); see Flippo, 191 Wn. App. at 411. Such an inquiry is deficient after 

Blazina. 

Blazina was a watershed opinion recognizing the pervasive 

problem of "broken LFO systems" resulting in crushing burdens on 

indigent defendants. Blazina, 182 Wn.2d at 835. Imposing LFOs on 

defendants who cannot pay creates problems including "increased 

difficulty in reentering society, the doubtful recoupment of money by the 

government, and inequity in administration." Id. Because of exorbitant 

interest rates, "on average, a person who pays $25 per month toward their 

LFOs will owe the state more 10 years after conviction than they did when 

the LFOs were initially assessed." Id. at 836. 

In light of the above concerns and others, the Court emphasized 

that a sentencing court must engage in a detailed inquiry regarding a 

defendant's financial condition before imposing LFOs. Blazina, 182 

Wn.2d at 838. The Court added, "the [sentencing] court must also consider 

important factors, as amici suggest, such as incarceration and a 

defendant's other debts, including restitution, when determining a 

defendant's ability to pay." Id. Furthermore: 

Courts should also look to the comment in court rule GR 34 
for guidance. This rule allows a person to obtain a waiver 
of filing fees and surcharges on the basis of indigent status, 
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and the comment to the rule lists ways that a person may 
prove indigent status. GR 34. For example, under the rule, 
courts must find a person indigent if the person establishes 
that he or she receives assistance from a needs-based, 
means-tested assistance program, such as Social Security or 
food stamps. Id. (comment listing facts that prove indigent 
status). In addition, courts must find a person indigent if his 
or her household income falls below 125 percent of the 
federal poverty guideline. Id. Although the ways to 
establish indigent status remain nonexhaustive, see id., if 
someone does meet the GR 34 standard for indigency, 
courts should seriously question that person's ability to pay 
LFOs. 

Blazina, 182 Wn.2d at 838-39. Thus, it is apparent that Blazina constitutes 

a significant change in the law relative to Baldwin, and this Court should 

reject Division Three's contrary conclusion. 

3. In the alternative, this Court should construe Mr. 
Pang's motion as a motion to remit costs, and should 
remand for a hearing on the motion. 

If this Court holds the PRP is not timely it should nevertheless 

remand for an evidentiary hearing. Although Mr. Pang's motion was 

construed as a CrR 7.8 attack on the original judgment, it may also 

reasonably be construed as a motion to remit LFOs pursuant to RCW 

10.01.160( 4 ). That subsection provides: 

A defendant who has been ordered to pay costs and who is 
not in contumacious default in the payment thereof may at 
any time petition the sentencing court for remission of the 
payment of costs or of any unpaid portion thereof. If it 
appears to the satisfaction of the court that payment of the 
amount due will impose manifest hardship on the defendant 
or the defendant's immediate family, the court may remit 
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all or part of the amount due in costs, or modify the method 
of payment under RCW 10.01.170. 

RCW 10.01.160(4). Mr. Pang has alleged that he lacks the ability to pay 

discretionary LFOs. His case should be remanded for a hearing at which 

the court may determine whether payment of the amount due would 

impose a manifest hardship such that it would be appropriate to remit 

costs. See id. 1 

D. CONCLUSION 

For the reasons set forth above Mr. Pang asks this Court to remand 

for a hearing on his ability to pay legal financial obligations .. 

DATED this 15th day of June, 2016. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Is Lila J. Silverstein 
Lila J. Silverstein - WSBA 38394 
Washington Appellate Project 
Attorney for Petitioner 

1 Whether the case is remanded for a "Blazina hearing" or a 
hearing on a petition for remission pursuant to RCW 10.01.160( 4 ), Mr. 
Pang understands that the focus of the hearing will be extradition costs and 
other costs that fall within RCW 10.01.160. Restitution and the victim 
assessment are subject to different rules. See RCW 9.94A.753 (restitution 
may be waived if "extraordinary circumstances exist," but "the court may 
not reduce the total amount of restitution ordered because the offender 
may lack the ability to pay the total amount."); Curry, 118 Wn.2d at 917 
(victim penalty assessment is mandatory). The fact that Mr. Pang owes 
significant restitution is a strong indicator that all other costs should be 
waived. See Blazina, 182 Wn.2d at 838. 
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ORIGINAL 
FI l ED 
K!NG COLlNW W.~SHINGTON 

FEB 1 9 !998 
SUPERIOP. COURT CLERK 

BY GARY POVICK 
DEPUTY 

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

STATE OF WASHINGTON; 

Plaintiff, 

vs. 

MARTIN SHAW PANG, 

Defendant. 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

~~~~~~~~~~~~~~) 

1. My true name is Martin Shaw Pang. 

NO. 95-1-00473-0 SEA 

STATEMENT OF DEFENDANT 
ON PLEA OF GUil TY 
(Felony) 

2. My age is 42. My date of birth is November 12, 1955. 

3. I completed high school and some college. 

4. I HAVE BEEN INFORMED AND FULLY UNDERSTAND THAT: 

(a) I have the right to representation by a !awyer and that if I cannot afford to pay 

for a lawyer, one will be provided at no expP-nse to me. My lawyers' names are John 

Henry Browne and Timothy Dole. 

(b) Jam charged with four counts of Manslaughter in the First Degree. The 

elements of this crime are identified in the Third Amended Information. attached. 

STATEMENT OF DEFENDANT 
ON PL.EA OF GUil TY - Page 1 of 7 



5. I HAVE BEEN INFORMED AND FULLY UNDERSTAND THAT I HAVE THE 
1 FOLLOWING IMPORTANT RIGHTS, AND I GIVE THEM ALL UP BY 
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14 
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27 

. PLEADING GUil TY: 

(a) The right to a speedy and public trial by an impartial jury in the county where 

the crime is alleged to have been committed; 

(b) The right to remain silent before and during trial, and the right to refuse to 

testify against myself; 

(c) The right at trial to hear and question the witnesses who testify against me; 

(d) The right at trial to have witnesses testify for me. These witnesses can be 

made to appear at no expense to me; 

(e) The right to be presumed innocent until the charge is proven beyond a 

reasonable doubt or I enter a plea of guilty; 

(f) The right to appeal a determination of guilt after a trial. 

6. rN CONSIDERING THE CONSEQUENCES OF MY GUil TY PLEAS, I 
UNDERSTAND THAT: 

(a) Each of the crimes with which I am charged carries a maximum sentence of 

10 years imprisonment and a $20,000 fine. 

RCW 9.94A.030(23),(27), provides that for a third conviction for a "most serious 

offense" as defined in that statute or for a second conviction for a "most serious 

offense" which is also a "sex offense" as defined in that statute, I may be found to be a 

Persistent Offender. If I am found to be a Persistent Offender, the Court must impose a 

mandatory sentence of life imprisonment without the possibility of early release of any 

kind, such as parole or community custody. RCW 9.94A.120(4). The law does not 

allow any reduction of this sentence. 
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(b) The standard sentence range is from 77 months to 102 months confinement, 

based on the prosecuting attorney's understanding of my criminal history. The 

standard sentence range is based on the crime charged and my criminal history. 

Criminal history includes prior convictions, whether in this state, in federal court, or 

elsewhere. If my current offense was prior to 7/1/97: criminal history always includes 

juvenile conviction for sex offenses and also for Class A felonies that were committed 

when I was 15 years of age or older; may include convictions in Juvenile Court for 

felonies or serious traffic offenses that were committed when I was 15 years of age or 

older; and juvenile convictions, except those for sex offenses and Class A felonies, 

count only if I was less than 23 years old when I committed the crime to which I am now 

pleading guilty. If my current offense was after 6/30/97: criminal history includes all 

prior adult and juvenile convictions or adjudications. 

(c) The prosecuting attorney's statement of my criminal history is attached to this 

agreement. Unless I have attached a different statement, I agree that the prosecuting 

attorney's statement is correct and complete. If I am convicted of any additional crimes 

between now and the time I am sentenced, I am obligated to tell the sentencing judge 

about those convictions. 

(d) If I am convicted of any new crimes before sentencing, or if I was on 

community placement at the time of the offense to which I am now pleading guilty, or if 

any additional criminal history is discovered, both the standard sentence range and the 

prosecuting attorney's recommendation may increase. Even so, my plea of guilty to 

this charge is binding on me. I cannot change my mind if additional criminal history is 
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discovered even though the standard sentencing range and the prosecuting attorney's 

recommendation increase. 

If the current offense to which l am pleading guilty is a most serious offense as 

defined by RCW 9.94A.030, (23), (27), and additional criminal history is discovered, not 

only do the conditions of the prior paragraph apply, but also if my discovered criminal 

history contains additional prior convictions, whether in this state, in federal court, or 

elsewhere, of most serious offense crimes, ! may be found to be a Persistent Offender. 

If I am found to be a Persistent Offender, the Court must impose the mandatory 

sentence of life imprisonment without the possibility of early release of any kind, such 

as parole or community custody. RCW 9.94A.120(4). 

Even so, my plea of guilty to this charge is binding on me. I cannot change my 

plea if additional criminal history is discovered, even though it will result in the 

mandatory sentence that the law does not allow to be reduced. 

(e) In addition to sentencing me to confinement, the judge will order me to pay 

$100, since my crime date is prior to 6/7/96, as a victim's compensation fund 

assessment. If this crime resulted in injury to any person or damages to or loss of 

property, the judge will order me to make restitution, unless extraordinary 

circumstances exist which make restitution inappropriate. The judge may also order 

that I pay a fine, court costs, incarceration, lab, extradition and attorney fees. 

Furthermore, the judge may place me on community supervision, impose restrictions on 

my activities, and order me to perform community service. 

(f) The parties in this case will make recommendations to the judge as specified 
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in the attached letter dated February 17, 1998, signed by all parties. 

(g) The judge does not have to follow anyone's recommendation as to sentence. 

The judge must impose a sentence within the standard range unless the judge finds 

substantial and compelling reasons not to do so. If the judge goes outside the standard 

range, the law allows either I or the State to appeal that sentence, but pursuant to the 

plea agreement, I am waiving my right to appeal any sentence imposed of 35 years or 

less. If the sentence is within the standard range, no one can appeal the sentence. 

(h) If I am not a citizen of the United States, a plea of guilty to an offense 

punishable as a crime under state law is grounds for deportation, exclusion from 

admission to the United States, or denial of naturalization pursuant to the laws of the 

United States. 

(i) Since this crime involves a violent offense, I will be required to provide a 

sample of my blood for purposes of DNA identification analysis. 

G) This plea of guilty will result in the revocation of my right to possess any 

firearm. Possession of any firearm after this plea is prohibited by law until my right to 

possess a firearm is restored by a court of record. 

7. I plead guilty to the crimes of four counts of Manslaughter in the First Degree, as 

20 charged in the Third Amended Information. I have received a copy of that Information. 

21 
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8. I make this plea freely and voluntarily. 

9. No one has threatened harm of any kind to me or to any other person to cause 

me to make this plea. 

10. No person has made promises of any kind to cause me to enter this plea except 
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as set forth in this statement. 

11. The judge has asked me to state briefly in my own words what I did that makes 

me guilty of these crimes. My statement given to FBI agents GaryD. Schoenlein and 

David A. Burroughs on March 16, 1995, is true and accurate and attached hereto. In 

addition, I hereby acknowledge that my behavior in King County on January 5, 1995, 

was reckless, unlawful, and a proximate cause of the tragic deaths of Lt. Greg 

Shoemaker, Lt. Walter Kilgore, Randy Terlicker and James Brown. 

12. My lawyers have explained to me, and we have fully discussed, all of the above 

paragraphs. I understand them all. I have been given a copy of this "Statement of 

Defendant on Plea of Guilty." I have no further questions to ask the judge. 

G, Defendant 

KING COUNTY PROSECUTING ATTORNEY 

OTHY A. BRADSHAW, WSBA # 17983 
18 Se ior Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 

RENNEMAN, WSBA # 10700 
ty Prosecuting Attorney 

19 

2o We have read and discussed this statement with the defendant and believe that the 
defendant is competent and fully understands the statement. 
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The foregoing statement was signed by the defendant in open court in the presence of 
1 his attorneys and the undersigned judge. The defendant asserted that he had 

previously read the entire statement above and understood it in full. 
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I find the defendant's plea of guilty to be knowingly, intelligently and voluntarily made. 
Defendant understands the charges and the consequences of the plea. There is a 
factual basis for the plea. The defendant is guilty as charged. 

DONE IN OPEN COURT this fj_ day of February, 1998. 
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A four-page, handwritten statement was prepared by SA 
SCHOENLEIN. As it was written, PANG read each page and confirmed 
the accuracy of each page with SA BURROUGHS. The following is 
that statement which was signed by PANG: 

"Rio DeJaneiro, Brazil 
"3/16/95 

"I Martin Shaw Pang, freely and voluntarily furnish the 
following signed statement to Special Agents Gary D. Schoenlein 
and David A. Burroughs, who have identified themselves to me as 
Special Agents of the Federal Bureau of Investigation. Special 
Agent Schoenlein explained to me that they wanted to interview me 
about the January 5, 1995 fire at the Mary Pang Warehouse in 
Seattle, Wa., and the purpose of my travel to Brazil. I have 
been given a form entitled, 'Interrogation; Advise of Rights,' by 
Special Agent Schoenlein which I have read and understood and 
signed. No threats or promises have bee..TJ. made to induce me to 
give this statement. 

"I was born on November 12, 1955 in Hong Kong. I 
completed the twelfth grade and can read and write. 

non January 5, 1995, I flew from Burbank, CA to 
Seattle, Wa on Southwest Airlines. I paid for the ticket with 
cash and flew under an alias which I do not recall. I arrived in 
Seattle after noon' and took a taxi cab to the International 
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District of Seattle. The purpose of this trip was to start a 
fire at the Mary Pang Warehouse which is a business owned and 
operated by my parents, Harry and Mary Pang. I wanted to destroy 
the business to relieve my parents of the burden of running it. 
My mother worked at that business every day since it started in 
1955. She has been in failing health and refused to stop 
working. 

"The afternoon of January 5, 1995, I watched the 
warehouse from across the street. I wanted to be sure that 
nobody was in the building when I was to start the fire. At 
approximately 6:30 p.m., I observed that all the lights were off 
in the building. Therefore I knew that no one was still inside. 

"I then entered the warehouse through an unsecured 
niece of sheetmetal siding near the loading dock. I knew that 
transients had previously entered the warehouse through that 
piece of unsecured sheetmetal siding. I went through a sliding 
door to a portion of the warehouse which is on a lower level than 
the loading dock. Directly above this particular portion·of the 
warehouse is the upstairs portion of the warehouse. I have 
provided Special Agent Schoenlein with a sketch of the warehouse 
which graphically depicts where the fire started. 

"There are walls in the warehouse which are constructed 
of old, dry plywood. I struck a match and set it to a bottom 
corner of a plywood wall. I observed the wall burn until the 
flames burned up the wall approximately two feet in height. I 
then exited the building through the same unsecured piece of 
siding through which I entered the building. The portion of the 
building where I started the fire was not alarmed.· 

"I did not watch the warehouse burn. I ran to the 
International District where I caught a taxi cab to the Seatac 
airport. From there I flew back to Burbank on an Alaska flight. 
I purchased the airline ticket with cash, and flew under an alias 
which I do not recall. 

"Subsequent to the fire, I knew, through conversation 
with my lawyer, that I had been charged with Unlawful Flight to 
Avoid Prosecution in connection with the investigation of the 
fire. Because I was afraid of possible consequences of being 
arrested and prosec;uted for crimes related to the fire, I left 
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002555 

MARTIN SHAW PANG 
----~------~~~~--~---------------

.On 3/16/95 

California and entered Mexico. From Mexico, I flew to Rio 
DeJaneiro, Brazil. 

• Page 

"! have ::-ead this statement consisting of four pages, 
initialed each page and all corrections. I now sign it because 
it is true and correct. 

"Witnesses: 

"Martin Shaw Pang 
"3/16/95 

"Gary D. Schoenlein, SA, FBI, Seattle 3/16/95 
"David A. Burroughs, SA FBI, Seattle 3/16/95" 

After signing the statement, PAL~G expressed gratitude 
to SAS SCHOENLEIN and BURROUGHS and shook their hands. PANG 

. - -- - - _.. .... "'- - . 

7 
--==-
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!'OFFICE OF THE PROSECUTING ATTO: 
I 

KlNG COUN'IY, WASHTNCiTON 

FRAUD DIVISION 

Norm Maleng 
Prosecuting Attorney 

l 002 Bank of California Building 
900 Fourth Avenue 

Seattle, Washington 98164 
(206) 296-9010 

February 17, 1998 

John Henry Browne 
M. Timothy Dole 
Attorneys At Law 
Exchange Building 
Penthouse Suite 

ORIGINAL 

82l Second Avenue 
Seattle, WA 98104-1540 
FAX (206) 624-8226 

Re: State v. Martin S. Pang, K.C. #95-1-00473-0 

Dear Mr. Browne and Mr. Dole: 

This letter formally memorializes the agreement 
reached between this office and your client, Martin 
Shaw Pang. 

You have indicated that Mr. Pang has agreed: to 
plead guilty to four coun~s of Manslaughter in the 
First Degree, for the deaths of Greg Shoemaker, Walter 
Kilgore, James Brown and Randy Terlicker; to waive any 
extradition-based legal objections to Washington courts 
exercising personal jurisdiction over him on those four 
manslaughter counts; to pay what the court determines 
is appropriate restitution for the deaths, damages and 
injuries caused by the arson fire set by Mr. Pang at 
the Mary Pang Frozen Foods warehouse on ,January 5, 
1996; to the existence of aggravating factors 
sufficient to justify a 35 year sentence, from which he 
will not appeal if such sentence is imposed, and to 
jointly recommend consecutive exceptional sentences 
totaling 35 years (420 months) incarceration. Mr. Pang 
also agrees to the court's consideration of the real 
facts contained in Appendix c attached hereto and that 
sentences imposed on the four manslaughter counts will, 
by agreement, run consecutive. 

In exchange the State agrees: to dismiss with 
prejudice the charges in Counts 1-5 of the Second 
Amended Information; not to ask for no contact orders 
for any witness who does not object to having contact 
with Mr. Pang and that Mr. Pang should receive credit 



'P-! \;ecuting Attorney 
· King Cotully 

John Henry Browne 
M. Timothy Dole 
February 17, 1998 
Page 2 

for time served in the King County Jail. The State 
does not agree that Mr. Pang should get credit for the 
time during which he was held in custody pending 
extradition from Brazil. The State will request the 
court to enter an order consistent with RCW 7.68.300 -
.340 prohibiting Mr. Pang from monetarily profiting 
from his crimes by receiving monies or other 
compensation for movies, interviews, books, etc. 
concerning those crimes. Finally, the State will 
request the traditional imposition of court costs, 
victim penalty assessment fees and extradition costs in 
addition to restitution to all victims in an amount to 
be determined. 

The parties' signatures below signifies their 
acceptance of this agreement. 

Co1.:nty Prosecuting Attorney, 

Attorney 

Senior Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 

MARTIN SHAW 
Defendant 

Shaw Pang 

Pang 

~ ~2fh% 
~~ 
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.•· 
SUPERIOR Lv-DRT OF WASfilNGTON.Fv.tt IaNG CQlJl'!rnro 

. · \ f tLC 
STATE OF WASfllNGTON ) 

v. 

MARTIN SHAW PANG, 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

No. 95-1-00473--0 SEA 

Defendant ) 
~~-~--"'"~~~~~~--~-~ 

L HEARING 

1.1 The defendant, the· defendant's lawy~. J obn Henry Browne and M Tim Dole, mu! Smior Dq:iuty Pms1xrrtibg 
AttOmeys TIMOTIIY BRADS.HAW and WlUL YN BRENNEMAN, were present et tbe sentencing hearing condncledtoday, 
March23.t998. ~· ~~~----'--~~~-~--~~-~-'-~-..,.-~----~ 

IL YINJJINGS 

Base<J on the testimony heard, statements by defendant and victims ~ilies and coll~, argument of counsel, the pleas 
agreement, and case record to date, and there being no reason why judgment should not be· pronot.mccd,· the court finds: 

NT OFFENSE(S): The defendant wwi f0und guilty on February 19, 1998. ____ by .ple:a of guilty to: 

C llilt No.: __ ___, _ _.. 
w 9.A.32.060 l (A) 
te of Crime 

llllt No.: Il 
W 9A.32.06Q 1 {A) 

of Crime ·JAN. 05. 1995 

Crimo: MANSLAUGHTER IN THE FIRST DEGREE 
CrimeCOde~00 .......... 164.....__· ~----.,_--~~------

JAN .. OS. 1295 Incident No. ---------------

Crime: MAHSLAUQIITER IN M flRST DEGREE 
CrimcCode~O~Ol~§.;l;...__· _____ ~---~--------
Incidcnt No.-----------------

SPECIAL VXRDICT/FINDJNG(S): 

. (a) 0 A special verdict/finding for being 1U1Ded with a Firearm was rendered on Count(s):,--.,.----:----.,.---,-­
r----'Y 0 A spociaJ verdict/finding for being armed with a Deadly Weapon other than a Firearm was rendered oo·Count{s): 

0 A special verdict/finding was ronderod that the defendant committod tho crlmcs{s) with a sen.al mo~ation in 
· <;x>unt(s ): · . 
0 A special verdiciltlnding was renderod for ViolaUon of the Uniform Controlled Su bsta.acu A.ct ofl'ense 1aldng p!ACe . 
0 in a schooi' zone Din a school 0 on a school btis Cl in a school bas route stop :wne D in a public park 0 In public · 
trllrulit vehicle D in Ii pobUe transit stop shelter in Count(s):_.,...,__,.-=· ,...-,---,,.-,---,~--~-..,..-.,.----
0 Vehicular Ho~iclde 0 Violent Offense (D.W.I. and/or rec.kless) or D Nonviollmt (disregard safety of otbm) 

"11--_ _._...., 0. Ciirrcnt offeruies enco.nipusln& the same criminal conduct and counting es· one crime irl determining tb~ offender 

score (RCW 9.94A.400{1.Xa)) arc:----------------------""'---

EXH 

R CURRENT CONVICTION(S): Other ~t convictions listed undor di.ff erent cause numbers used in cal,1.--wiilJ,l,!]!I.~ 
off~ score are (list otfonse and ell.use number): __ ·-----------------=-~-"-"""'-\ 

Rev 11 5 - tab I 1 



2.3 CRIMINAL HISTORY: Prior :~onvictions constituting criminal histol}' for purpose> ofcalculating the offender score a.re 
{R.CW 9.94A.360): 

Crime 
&:uteucing 
Dllte 

Adult <>r 
Suv. Crbne 

Cause 
Number 

Location 

(a) ____ ........_,__,....--------------------.,...------'----
(b)_~~~---~--~--~---~~--..,..-~-~---~-~--~~ 
(c)---------------------~---....,-------­
(~-,..,~~~:-:--:.--:--~:---:--:--;-~~-:-:--:~~~~~~~--~~~~~~~~ 
0 Additional criminal history is atlached in Appendix B. 
0. Prior convictions ( off~es committed before July 1, 1986) se:rvecl concurrently and counl.ed es one offense in det:amining 

. the offerider score are· (RCW 9.94A.360{6)(c)): -----------------------­
b One point added for offense(s) committed while under commimity placement for count(s) ---------

2. . 4 SENTENClNG DATA! I 

S2NTENC!NO OFFIWDER. SBRIOUSNEss STANDARD EN'HANCTMENT TOTAL-STANDARD· MAxThruM TERM I DATA SCORE LEVEL RANGE RAN GB 

Count I 6 IX 71 TO 102 MONTI!S 10 YRS ANI;IK>R :zo,ooo: 
·eount Il 6 .IX 71·ro 102 }.-;.ONT.HS·.', . fo YRS ANDit>R 210.ooO ·-
Count Ill 6 IX 77 TO 102 MONTiiS· ·10 YRS ANMR lO,oOO \ ... 

• AdditioJllll current offet!Se sentencing data. is attached in Apj>.endix C. 
2 5 EXCEPTIONAL SENT,ENCE: . . . 

· ~Substantial and cqolpening reasons erist which justify a sentence abov~ the stlJldard range for Collll1(s) __,_ 
. I" :;I:. -~ · . F~ of Fact and .ConclusiOns of Law are 

~:-~~=~,,.~=}!:d~~~~~~~' '-In . . m JUDGMENT '<J,S 
IT IS ADJUDGED that defendao:t is guilty of the c:urreot offenses set forth in Section 2.1 a'.:ove and Appendix A. 

¥The Court.DISMISSES Count(s) \/;;r;t:. ----------
IV. ORDER·· 

IT IS ORDERED that the defendant scwc the determinate sentence and abide by the other te-rms set forth below. ~ 
4.1 ~STITUTION AND VICTIM ASSESS.M.ENT: . bV L.~ ·\- 6t-~"t.t°' . 

. QlfDefendimt shall pay rest;itntion to tho Clerk of this Co\.lrt as set forth• ~i·r'4~ ' 
. O Defendant shall not pay re.rtitution because the Court finds that eXtraordin;u'y circun1:-: : : 1 coo exist; BDd tbe court; puisuant 

~ RCW 9 . .94A.l42(2), sets forth those circumstu.u:es in attached A#pe~jt~· , . . 
Rertitutionto bo'd~temrinedat future heariu~ o~ {Date). 7(7.. .. YL!J.- al:-·-· .. Q..~ 0 Dato to be set 

!l'Defend&nt wam:s plt'Jsence_at future restitution hea:ang(s). 
/ Dcfe&Thnt sb:illpay Victim Penalty AsscsSruc:nts pursuant to RCW 7.68.035 in the amot:nt of $100 ifhll crime(s) date prior 

to 6-6-96 and $500. if any crime date in the Judgment is after 6-5-96. - · 
0 Restitution is not ordered. 

4.2 OTHER FINANCIAL OBLIGATIONS: Having considered the defendant's present :i l likely future fuutn.cial resources, 
tiie Court eoncludes tha.Mhe defendaDt has the present or likely future ability tn pay the , nancial oblig1ttion8 imposed. The 
Court waives fiwmcial obligation( s) tbal are checked below because the defcndmrt lacks c •• ~ present and t\i.ture ability to pay 
the!o.. Defendant &hall pay the following to the Clerl: of this Court . 
(a) \f S ~~"\ i !> ; Court costs; D . Court cost! are waived; . . 
(b) · fj $ ft& . Recoupment for attorney's foes to K:iDg Cotmty Public DcL:isc Programs, 2015 Smith Tower, 

Seattl~, 98104; 0 Recoupment is waived (RCW 10.01.160); 
( c) 0 ~ . _ . Fine; D $1,000, Pino for VU CSA; 0 $2, 000, Fiue for s1 ,' · quent VUCSA; 0 VUCSA fine 

wanredi 69,50.430); . 
(d) 0 $ King County Interlocal Drug Fund; D Drug Fund payment i :ived; 
(e) D $ ~ .. · '.State Ctime L:lboratury Fee; D Labornt.ory fco wa.ivod (RC1 .43.690); 
(f) 0 $ .. f'! . , Incarceration costs; 0 lnca.rccraqon costs wa.ive<l (9.'.)4A.14:· 
(g) fls "'i_;:>!) , Other cost for.~ ...... 111........,.~ ..... h. ..... i _____ _ 

4 .3 PA YME~f SCHEDULE: Deferidant's TOTAL FINA.,1'l'ClAL OBLIGATION L<;: $ -·· The payments 
sh.all be made to the King County Supeiior Co~Clerl:: accoiding to fhe rules of the Ck 1.:: ~the following terms: 
0 Not loss than $ per roontli; fl On a schedule established by the d: f ndant's Community C'.mrectioru 
Offica" .. O : . · · · · · · · · · . ··· ·· · · · ·· The 
Deft<..nchnt r>ha.Il remain under the Court's jurisdiction and the sap~is!on ~f tho_i_ ·,·tme.nt of Corrcctlom for up 
to ten yeao from dare of '1entence or release from· confinement to assure payment ' ; uilnclal obliptlf!ns. 



4.4 CONFINEMENT .OVER ON1' YEAR! 'Defe~is sentenced to a. term 01· toti>.!., oufinement in the. custody· of the 
Deparlm.Clilt of Corrections as follqws, commencing:~ Immediately; O (Da~):____ _by . ___:_.m. · 

jQS__ months on Count~ / D S wcmtbs on aJunt :::JI{;,. months on Count __ _ 

~ m~nths on eount;Jl; { Q S months on Count;::z:rz:::.. ___ months on Count ___ _ 
... 

ENHANCEMENT ti.ale due to special deadly weapon/fueann finding of __ mo ·: is included for CoUn.ts __ _ 

The terms ill Count(s) ::I; ,.._.,::IE; c · . •:Mt1'Mll a-W§§itive) 
The sentence herein slWl ntn concur:rently/consecutively'With the sentence in cause r.1 ')er(s) _______ _ 

--------------- but consecutive to any other cmse noi ·• 1Cned to in this Judgment. 

4,7 

'credit is given fotlf JS:.2 .. J.;days serve day& ;is detenni:ned by~"'~)· · 
. nr-,f · ~ <!:-OvO---. 

ca.use nmnber purrikt to RCW 9.94A.l.2 1 ). . · 

.. 
COMMUNITY PLACEMENT, RCW 9.94.A.120(9): Community Plncemen1'1: 

eligible offenses: any •sex offense", any "serious violent offense", second degi\ 
weapon :finding. any CH.. 69..50 or 69.52 RCW Qffense, for tho 1DJ1Ximum period o: 
and· mandatory statutDzy ronditions of commllJlity pllCClllent are ordered 

[]Appendix H (fOT additionaf. nonmanda.tory conditions) ill attached and iucoxporatcd : 

4.8 O WORK ETHIC CAMP: The court fin.ds that the defendant is eligtble for work cU1i. 
. RCW 9.94A 137 and recommends that the dcfundant SctYC 1he se.ntcn.ce at a Wl)tk ethi:­
of thls program, the Dcpartmeot shall convort the period of work ethic camp cpnfinc: 1, 

camp to three days of to~ alaDOard confinement and the de~dant sha.11 be released tc 

timti of total' confinement. Tho defendant shnll comply with all IIUUldstory statutory re• 
forth in RCW. 9.94A.120(9)(b). 
D Appendix K for additional special conditions, RCW 9:94A.120(9)(c), is attached 1 

4.9 D SEX OFFENDER REGISTRATION (sex offender crime conviction): Appenili 
by reference into this Judgmcmt and Sen.taice. 

4.100 .ARMED CRIME COMPLIANCE, RCW 9.94A.103,~05. The state's plea/scntc 
as follows: 

-----------"'----------------··-·· 
TWo d•l•D<hnt '1>&11 roporl to an "'"gn•d Coromunlly Co~' 
monitoring o[ the remain.ID( terms of thL~· sentence. · . 

Da~: ) 11..~/5 j . J . 

n ....... ,,Jn.~ ~ ... 

Print Name: 

Approved as to fr,, 

I' ______ ;/ 
Atinrney for Dcfc1·. 
Print Name: :lJLfr, 

il solely for conviction under this 

,~ered for 8Jl'y, of ~e following 
sault, atiy offciiso with a deadly 
'authorized by law. All r>tandard 

·~in. 

rnp and is llkely to qualify under 
1«1p. Upon ~c:cesSful completion 
: a xate Qf one day of work ethic 
, unity cu.ctody for any remabllng 

.men.ts of co~unity custody set 

. corporaied herein. 

:. ttached llJl!f. incorporat.ed 

D 

eleue from c~nflnement for 
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F I N G E ~ P R I N T S 

RI GH'l' BJl.ND · 
FINGERPR.!NTS OP: 

MARTIN Sa:AW PANG 

CERTIFICA'l'E 

I, 
CLERK OF Tln:S COURT, CERTIFY THAT 
THE ABOVE rs A TRUE COPY OF THE 
WUDGEMEm' AND SENTENCE IN TRIS 
ACTION ON RECORD IN MY OFFICR. 
DATED: 

BY: 
DEPUTY CLERK 

PAGE 4 - FrNGBRPRINI'S 

·.:~/· 
DEFENDANT 1 S SIGNATURE; . . . ·· 
DEFENDM1T Is .ADDRJISS; 1)' (~' 

ATTESTED BY: 

M. JANICE MIC 
BYr 

OFFENDER IDENTIFIC: 

S.I.D. NO. WA10989525 

DATE! OF BIRTH: NOVEM~. 

SEX: M 

RACE: ASIAN 

1955 



SUPERJOR C~JRT OF WASHJNGTON FOL i G COUNTY. 

STA TE OF WASHINGTON 

v. 

MAR.TIN'" SHAW PANG 

Plain.tiff, 
No. 95-1-00473-0 SE.A 

(FELONY) - A.PPENDLX 
ADDffiONAL CURR.El< 

2.1 The defendant is all;o convicted of these additional current offenses: 

Count No.: ...:;."N..___ __ _ Crim~: MA.NsLAtJGHT.ER m TIIB FJRST DEQRr ; 
RCW 9A.32.060 I A· 
Date of Crime ....::0,_..1/..:i:.OS"""/"'-'95;.-. ----

Crin:J.c Code """00"""1'""'64-'----­
Incident No. -----

APPENDIX A 

ENS ES 
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·SUPERIOR COURT OF WASHINGTON FORK 8 COUNTY 

STATE OF WASHlNGTON 

v. 

M.ARTJN·SHAW PANG 

Defendant 

No: 95-1-00473-0 SEA 

(FELONY) - APPENDTX C 
ADDmoNAL CURR.ENT 
SENTENCING DATA 

2.4 SENTENCING DATA: Additional current o:ffen.se(s) sentencing infomla.tiou is as fc vs: 

-

OOUNT· OFFENDER SBRJOUSNESS S!;wAAD~("" ,,_~1orru. ..... ' st AHr:WID ltAlui 

NO. SCORE LEVEL -- O').fl~\1adr-·"'· ...rue.........,) 

_,(11),,VLO:.l.M!o• -r.v .6 IX TO 102 
'JNTIIS 

-
_._ .. 

APPENDIX C 

.. MAXJMUM 

TERM 

lOYRS 
AND/OR 
20,000 



, ..•. ;.." .. j . 't. ...• t. 

SUPERIOR COURT OF \VASHINGTON FOR 1( 

ST A TE OF W ASIIlNGTON 

v. 

MAR.TIN SHAW PANG 

Defc:ndmt 

No. 95-1-00473-0 SEA 

APPENDIXG 
ORDER FOR BLOOD TES 
AND QOUNSELING 

(1) 0 ffiV TESTING AND COUNSELING: 

(Required for defendant coIJVict.c<l of sexual offense, drug offense a.<;.<;. 

needle11, or prostimtion related offense committed after March 23, 1988. 

The Court orders the defendant contact the Seattle-K.ing County Hculth : 
immnnodefidoooy virus (BIV) ttsting and counseling in accordance witli 
if out of custody, shall promptly call Seattle-K.irig County HcalthDepartl:n 
for the test to be conducted wit.hhl 30 dayS. 

(2) ~ DNA IDENTIF1CATION: 

(Roqu.ired for defendant convicted of sexual offens~ or violent offt::nso. 

The Court orders the defendant to cooper.i.te with the Xing Cmmty Dcpcc 
St:Rte Di::partment of Corrections in providing a blood s.amplo for DNA irJ 
if out of CU£tody, shall promptly call tbe King County Jail 3J 296-1226 
IllJ!ke arrangement for the test to be conductod wftftln IS d:iy;;. 

If both (1) and (2) are checked, two indepcnoont blood samples shall he: taken. 

e .. _. A 
~· .i2L'_l_ 

DGE, King C1·,iu1.y Supt: . l 
Date: ~ V, 1m . I 

APPENDIX G (Rev 11/9 5) 

, 

'jyu~ 

; COUNTY 

trtm.ent and participate in 
1tcr 7'>.24 R~. 'Tho defi 
'296-4S48 tomakeaminge 

v 43.43. 754): 

:it of Adult Detention and/ 
fication analyiri.s.. The defi 
woon 8:00 a.m. and 1:00 p 
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.•' Jl. ), 
' - I 

J I IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF W~~~~ FO! lNGCOUNTY 

2 ST ATE OF WASHINGTON, 98 JUL 30) Pf! 2: 30 

s lf}.q~~Y!4/ 1.: J;1~11<:;;: 9~;11• · i n-o sEA 
rr:•·r.,.) ~Lr.hi 
,..)~ .• , ·:~ ·1V!.. 

4 vs. ) 
) ORDER ; ,~nNG RESTlTUTJON 

5 Iv1ARTIN SHAW PANG, ) AND EXTJ lJTION COSTS 

) 
6 Defendant., ) 

7 The court ordered payment of restitution as u conditio t' sentencing. The Court has 
:1owing amounts; dctemuned thal the follov.:ing persons arc entitled to restitution in thr: 

8 I IT IS ORDERED that defendant make payments through tht.: 

9 
/ court as follows: 

I. VICTIMS AND SURVIVORS 
10 

Knren Shoemaker 
J I 22506 272nd A venue S.E. 

Maple Valley, WA 98038 
12 

Mary Anne Kilgore 
l J 6920 - l 17 Drive N.E. 

1 Kirkland, \VA 98033 

14 
Christy Brown 

J 5 13604 - 6811o A venue Court E. 
Puyallup, WA 98373 

stry of the clerk of the 

AMOUNT: $3, .19 

AMOUNT: $3, '.54 

AMOUNT: $3,' .36 

AMOUNT: $3, 

AMOUNT: $4, 

{' 

\'. 

~: 

( 

L 

.49 

.22 



,_ I ., 
•. 

La Panzanella, inc. 
Ciro and Kimberly Pasciuto 

2 1314 East Union St. 
Scuttle, WA 98122 AMOUNT: $71,07 J .90 

3 
Jeff Carrell 

4 3535 27th Pl. W. 
Seattle, WA 98199 AMOUNT: $5,492.75 

5 
Matthew Fox 

6 J 4091'.1E 56ili 
Seattle, WA 9&105 AMOUNT: $5, 121.75 

/ 

Charles Miller 
8 3801 SE 64th 

Portland, OR 97206 AMOUNT: $10,666.75 
9 

Ray Schwartz 
10 P.O. Box 914 

Enstsound, WA 98245 AMOUNT: $23,023.75 

i I 

12 Restitution shall be npportioned between all included in I above until pnid in full. 

I 3 IT. fNS{ffiERS AND GOVERN1v!ENT AGENCIES 

l •1 Aflcr the individuals and entities above are paid in full restitution shall be apportioned 
between those named below. 

15 
Crime Victims Compensation 

I (1 Dt:pt. of' Labor and Inc.lu~tries 
P.O. Box 44520 

1 7 I Oll'mpia, \VA 98504-4520 

II RL: VC74476 Randall Terlicker 
] l) 

19 

20 

.,., I -- ' 

I 

City of Si!attlc 
7 J 0 Third A venue 
Sc.attk, \\/A 98104 
RE: payments for funeral services for 

Seattle fircfig,htcrsJnmes T. Brown 
.:ind Ramlall Tcrlicker 

OKDF.I<. SETTING RESTITUTION - 2 

AMOUNT: $1.127.00 

AMOlJt\jf: $·1,000.00 

Norm Malcng, Prosccutin~ Allomcy 
\\' 5 S4 KinR Counry Ce>unbuusc 
5111 111ir1! ,\\'enuc 
s~,llk. \\';.,,hi11g1on 9~ I C\.I 
(:'(!6j /96-9000 
r ,\ :\ t 20<>) ~96-0~H 



' ' 

r 

'· . 

Farmers llisurance Exchange 
c/o Thomas Lether, 

2 Artorney at Law 

1001 Fourth Avenue Plaza, Suit 3810 

3 Seattle, WA 98154 

4 Mutual of Enumclaw 
(<1<ldress Ub inserted) 

5 RE: policy #PK57749 
Date of loss: 110519 5 

,, 

AMOUNT: $772,225.87 

AMOUNT: $44,728.94 

TOTAL RESTITUTION: $956,020.51 
7 

8 

9 
I 

~10 
I\ 

Exrradition costs were ordered by the court at the time of sentencing. Extradition costs have 
been submitted by King Cotmty in the ammmt of $13,788.12 and on behalfof the City of Seattle in 
Lbi: amotmi of S 14,404. 79. Cost:; shall be reimbursed after all obligations in I & II above are 

fu)jijle~, r· Pei- g 17crs dA''/} re Mf1't f';.-,di .,. .. .,,,, ... ;',... 1M ~ ~f rl!. . • /Jt<..r-<.o/ q"l -/fu 17...~/! o~ 
1) ..1-1: ( r IM -<!... ~ ~ 5 '<:'. fl-1-o Jt,/ e .J) 5Aav P'f jPtU rF 11 1.Lt.. (// c:/l 'ms ;, skP' ,-11 'PIA s Of"a1 
:; t-i:> IT IS OR6ERED that defendant make payments through the registry of the clerk of court as 
follows: 

King County Sheri ff' s Office 
I 2 W-1 16 King County Courthouse 

516 Third A venue 
l 3 Sc:attlc, WA 98104 AMOUNT: $13,788.12 

I 

l'l I City of Seanle 
1 D<.:partrnen1 of Finance AMOUNT: $14,404.79 

15 
TOTAL EXTRADITION COSTS: $28,192.91 

DONE TN OPEN COURT this crt-tJ dav o · A 
~ 

I() 

17 

J 8 

19 

20 

~ J 

') '1 

ii 
I' 

Ii Ol\.D[l( SF JT!NC.J REST1'1l IT\ON - 3 
Ii 

UDGE LAil~Y A. J 

(

/Joh1, Henry 13rownc: 
J\ttot,ncy for Defendant 

\ . 
I 

' J 
Norm i\falrnl!. l'ros.ecming /\tto111cy 
W5S4 King County Courthouse 
516 Third Avenue 
S<~ttlc, W•~hing10n 98101 
(~0(•) 79&-'lfJOO 

FAX (206) 2%-0'J~) 



APPENDIX D 



• 
Offender LFO History Report 

LFO History Summary 
DOC#: 254392 Offender Name: Pang, Martin S 

Distribution Date Range: 01/01/2000 thru 0311912015 

Total LFO WJthdrawals Total County Payments Total Refunds 

Total 

Offender Causes 

County 

l<ing County Clerk 

$3,661.73 

Withdrawal History Detail 

King County Clerk 

Total 

Cause 

951004730 

ace f1.; 2s~3~2 Of:=:-.d~:- Name: Pang, r-~=i:-tin S 

Distribution Date Range: 01/01/2000 thru 03/19/2015 

QQntrQI ~ ~Ma-
Extract Date Facility tlf!illy ~ Item# 

01/0112015 AE1 E01 LFO 021923262 

1111612014 AE1 E01 LFO 021767979 

08/01/2014 AB1 804 LFO 021360609 

01/16/2014 AS1 S04 LFO 020617572 

07/1612013 AD1 004 LFO 019999300 

05/16/2013 AD1 002 LFO 019777753 

04/16/2013 AD1 002 LFO 019643315 

03/01/2013 AD1 002 LFO 019502937 

01116/2013 AD1 002 LFO 019352809 

08/01/2012 AD1 002 LFO 018777306 

04/1G/2012 AD1 002 LFO 018449056 

03116/2012 AD1 D02 LFO 018364489 

02/16/2012 AD1 002 LFO 018261632 

(j i / 16/20 12 AD1 002 LFO 015137194 

12116/2011 A01 002 LFO 018052982 

11/15/2011 AD1 002 LFO 017946797 

10/16/2011 AD1 002 LFO 017832582 

Legal Financial Obligations System 

$3,632.13 

$3,632.13 

LFO Balance 

$2,897 ,535.34 

$2,897 ,535 .34 

.Qt,fBat1;b 

Total $0.00 

Date Withdrawal Amt Status 

12/24/2014 $50.00 Processed 01/14/2015 

11/13/2014 $50.00 Processed 11/20/2014 

07/29/2014 $50.00 Processed 08/13/2014 

01/03/2014 $40.00 Processed 01123/2014 

07/12/2013 $40.00 Processed 08/05/2013 

05/10/2013 $30.00 Processed 05/22/2013 

04/03/2013 $20. 00 Processed 04/2212013 

02120/2013 $20.00 Processed 03/1512013 

01/08/2013 $40. 00 Processed O l/24/2013 

07/17/2012 $20.00 Processed 08/10/2012 

04113/2012 $22.56 Processed 05/03/2012 

03/15/2012 $29.33 Processed 04/16/2012 

02/15/2012 $28. 79 Processed 03/02/2012 

01/13/2012 $27 .29 Processed 02/03/2012 

12/ 1512011 $28. 53 Processed 12/3012011 

~1/15/2011 $32. 61 Processed 11/30/2011 

10/14/2011 $26.10 Processed 10/27/2011 

3/2312015 Page 1 



IN THE COURT OF APPEALS OF THE STATE OF WASHINGTON 
DIVISION ONE 

IN RE THE PERSONAL RESTRAINT PETITON OF ) 
) 
) 

MARTIN PANG, ) NO. 73994-8-I 
) 
) 

Petitioner. ) 

DECLARATION OF DOCUMENT FILING AND SERVICE 

I, MARIA ARRANZA RILEY, STATE THAT ON THE 1STH DAY OF JUNE, 2016, I CAUSED THE 
ORIGINAL SUPPLEMENTAL BRIEF OF PETITIONER TO BE FILED IN THE COURT OF 
APPEALS - DIVISION ONE AND A TRUE COPY OF THE SAME TO BE SERVED ON THE 
FOLLOWING IN THE MANNER INDICATED BELOW: 

[X] JAMES WHISMAN 
[Jim.Whisman@kingcounty.gov] 
[PAOAppellateUnitMail@kingcounty.gov] 
KING COUNTY PROSECUTING ATTORNEY 
APPELLATE UNIT 
KING COUNTY COURTHOUSE 
516 THIRD AVENUE, W-554 
SEATTLE, WA 98104 

(X] MARTIN PANG 
254392 
WASHINGTON STATE PENITENTIARY 
1313 N 13TH AVE 
WALLA WALLA, WA 99362 

( ) U.S. MAIL 
( ) HAND DELIVERY 
(X) AGREED E-SERVICE 

VIA COA PORTAL 

(X) U.S. MAIL 
( ) HAND DELIVERY 
( ) 

SIGNED IN SEATTLE, WASHINGTON THIS 1STH DAY OF JUNE, 2016. 

,,/~l /", 

x~~~~~~'~·-_1_·~~--~~~ 

Washington Appellate Project 
701 Melbourne Tower 
1511 Third Avenue 
Seattle, WA 98101 
'1"'5(206) 587-2711 



WASHINGTON APPELLATE PROJECT 
\1 i'.LllCll lRl\E lm\'J'.R • S111 IT 70 I • I 5 I 1 T111H ll ;\ VFN\!E • SHTTI r. WAS! 11NGTON 981o1 

rou.-11~111-877-587-2711 • 1206) 587-2711•··-"1206)587-2710 

FILED 
6-5-16 

Court of Appeals 
Division I 

State of Washington 

Richard Johnson 
Court Administrator/Clerk 
The Court of Appeals - Division I 
600 University Street 
Seattle, WA 98101 

W W \\ . W ,\ ;; 11 ,\ I' I' . U R (o 

June 15, 2016 

Re: In re the Personal Restraint Petition of Martin Pang 
Court of Appeals No. 73994-8 

Dear Mr. Johnson: 

This letter regards the appellate reco1·d in this matter and specifically the Statement of 
Arrangements filed May 27, 2016. 

Mr. Pang's Petition regards the legal financial obligations imposed as related to his 1998 
conviction. Counsel ordered transcription of the guilty plea, sentencing, and financial review 
hearings to provide for a complete record on review and allow the preparation of a thorough and 
cogent brief. It has been discovered, however, that the court reporters present for the hearings 
requested unfortunately no longer have their notes and are unable to produce the transcription. 

Counsel has determined that review can still be accomplished without the transcripts of 
the hearings listed on the Statement of Arrangements, and is filing a brief today based on the 
existing record. 

Sin_cerelyv-

- -- / ·~~-~=.£~2/~- --­
Li la Silverste1:n=----­
Altorney for Petitioner 



DECLARATION OF FILING AND MAILING OR DELIVERY 

The undersigned certifies under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State 
of Washington that on the below date, the original of the document to which 
this declaration is affixed/attached, was filed in the Court of Appeals -

Division One under Case No. 73994-8-1, and a true copy was mailed with first­
class postage prepaid or otherwise caused to be delivered to the following 
attorney(s) or party/parties of record at their regular office or residence 
address as listed on ACORDS: 

C8J respondent James Whisman, DPA 
[PAOAppellate Un itM a il@ki ngcounty .gov] 
[Jim.Whisman@kingcounty.gov] 
King County Prosecutor's Office-Appellate Unit 

D appellant 

D Attorney for other party 

MARIA ANA ARRANZA RILEY, Legal Assistant 
Washington Appellate Project 

Date: June 15, 2016 


