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(N THE LOURT OF APPEALS OF Tite STATR. OF WASHINGTON
DIVISION T

Srre o? WAsmanTon, \ No, d1\5-1|- Ul

pesPondbent,
V. | ) Srement o Avormonar
James, Cpemnuo, ) Growns For Review
APPEULANT .

L, Jomes Cosniio, Have receven and 2eviewed THe
OPEMNG BRICE PREPARED BY MY ATToeneY, Relow ARE THE
ADOITIONAL GIOULNDS FolL REVIEW THAT ALE NOT ADDRESSEN W
THAT BRIEF, L unseastand mHe Couat witL 2eview THIS
Sratement oF Amvrmionsr Gaounps For Revew wHen my
APPEAL 1S LONSIKERED ON THE MELITS,

PLERSE NOTE! TRANSCRIPT REFEQEnES AS FOLLOWS, FOU-
| VOLWME SET OF HERAANGS And Seconh TRML ~1RP (ome VoLume) T

Paee AN THE LANE @ Location v ; SIAVouume SeT oF FIasT TiiAL
) 941\7 (e voc.umf) THe Page | THE Line ® LocaTion ; ; Anb THE

SENTENOING, TRANSO\PT IDERTIFIEd AS °|O//6‘/}{01'2_ RP



SetementT oF THe Lase

O"\ Suw {rl, \QQ& THe STRTE FILED INFOLMATION
CHRRGING James Lagniio witH one LOUNT OF SECOND DEGREE
LAPE AND AN NRLEST LOARRANT WAS sSuen, (P Foom
The ONSET OF THE CAE The STATE WAS AWALE THAT
Castio was nOT ReSMNG WiTin The STATE o
Whsiington,  Rsibe From an InITIAL SeAQad oF N FAmILY
mempens Bome n ChuFornia, execurens wn Juey 1998 4719
NO €FFORTS BRE LLCORDED BY The STATE To NOTIFY O
Ll AN OUT-OF -STATE ARREST WARRMTT FOR NS ARREST.
Moceauer, wWHen THe STATE WS NETIFIEd &Y UniTes JTATS
Bownel Cusroms OFF1uALs |, 00 31-4% , OF WIS bETAIN menT
0 RO0T The STAT& REFUSED TO EXTLADTE Qﬁ_}_ AC,A))’\,
NOTRIED By rie Bnrred States Maasiawls OrFice 1n 2007
or (SIS EVACT aesnence ThE STATE ConTinuaws
RETFUSED TO SEEV. an EXPEMANTE ARLEST Ofl NOT v
CosTilo OF TRE LORRRANT, |

Ueon ws arnest, Mav X3, 2010, €2 79, ann waner
OF EXTLAMTI 0N THE STATE'S DILATORY ACTLoNs T0
PLOsctuTe LOnTINUED AND Alle DEMONSTRATEY W THE

AS-pay Time LN0SE BETWEEN ARLEST Anb AL AGNMENT
oF Jux A, A0W0, e exeuntsion TOOL C(:\C:T’)L,u) THLOUG L
FOUL STRTES | NUMEUMS  COURTY SAILS |, ALl AeFone
AW NG BACC v WASIINGTon STATE |
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TROLOWG PO TS ENSUANG \& MMONTG CAS‘T\LLQ
RLP &T TN e[}( KTTem et TO T WIS DAY A Couoj.” ‘l/Hé
TRAL COMRLT | Derense Counsel PNd me%m*r € CONTIMUOUSLY
DENED PROCEEMNG To TAL, (espearic exhmeie:
19 (Vo D110 ~130 ) AND conTimuaLLy ATTEemPTed To
MROE CASTILLO WAWE HIS SREEHY TLIAL LIGIITSy WHiC
DEICL OCCURIED | | |

To Puesue K LGHT To A Seeers AL (st
Fuey & Cenenat (it ACTion PGAIAST TROSE HENKING MM
WS GHT TO TV AL |, womiQl INCLUdED THe (ounTy OF
MR MD | DEFENGE (ounsel , STRTE PROSECUTORS And JADEES,
()L)mm ‘A wavs AFTen. Local Eung OF Gvie CompuainT
Castiio WAS 1 TIAL , PRO SE | NGT GIVEN A FUL DAY
To PLEPARE.  TILST TLIAL ConCLudned wiTh A hung JRY,
THe Second TIIAL LONCUMDER WiTL A ConvicTion . |

Having A PROGECUSOR. THAT YO ALE SLUNG 1N
CAUIL LOURT PROSECUTE KO \S 0D, BUT REING
DEFENHED BY AND RANING B STAMNMEY LOUNSEL
REPLES et KOou TUNT ¥ow AL SUING 1§ BLGHTENNG .



1. 7;11-: MismAnAageEMENT OF THE EVIDENCE Anb/ora
THe Proceedings vioLaTed (ASTicLo's
LONSTITUTIONALLY PROTECTED RA\GWT T bue-
Yaocess o LAawW.

On Omo%v\ 5 010, rne Srate INFoLMED
THe Cow:r THAT TheY were S&ﬁbna A CoNTmuandce

N

Becnuse Tae S'Tme;, co REGARDIING ANTICIPATION OF
CompreTion OF SOMe DNA eVivence 1n -tHis ¢ASE,
120 Qol. ) 8@ )15

On Ocroren 7, 2010, reser STaTe Requested
CoNTINKANCE WERRANG , THE STATE CONTENDS THAT A
CONTNUANCE 1S NEEhed To Do TETPhng on €Vidence
(SNe) TueT waS SENTT 70 e Crme LAG. IRP (Vol )
@Jdd — — TThe Lovns s e STaTe whv e
ReQUESTED CONTIMULANCE WS NOT ASKLED Fow w ngus“\" 0
Sepremeer.. — —— Tne STate A-rr'es‘reb T0 Tne TRIAL
LOWRT And (:m())-\A‘VVLA\,U-? $TATED | S Tue evidence 1%
T e wae, " JRe (VoL ) 2 @23-24

j\/\mf\f TULS SAME WVEARNS (lD/’l/lD} T €
L ouer prescaves me 1S9ue oF THe STate’s rmsmn.mxc)emem‘
OF €VIbente Ol DISLOVERY MATERAL AND J TS AFFECTS ANnD
POSSIBLE \AFRINGEMEnTs uron (LASTILL'S LAGNTS .

IR (Wor, D) 2@ 322 — 4@ A




On Fearmaax Lo, 201X, Fouem wad oF TRial, LEAD
TnvesTigarone Renny Seerie | TESTIFIES TO pave TAKEN
BUCAL SWARS Tok O TESTING FRoM fhinea BLanco (ALLGG;ED
wcmm\) on Detonen VA L010 a7 3722 10 THe EVERNG,
2RP (Vou, &) 2486 @4 -9 — — (On Ju A3 A0, T
Dox OF RETUAL , M. SPeRLE REITEAATES TS SAME
TESTImonY | HZP(VUL.BD S50l @ X5-15

On duex lU, LOVL | secony DAX OF ReTrial, e
gTATéls EXPERTT wiTNeEss, Fou&n%\c gé:emﬂ*ﬂ' C/mon Rlu\é'ﬂ',
TESTIFIES TesT ONE OF THe DNA samPLes 70 Be TesTed , THId
NUT ARRWE 1NTO e \)Jf\smm)%r\ S‘TA:( PA“'{&UL Cfume LAB
wenL e 1A o Uetomer | 2010, i ___IRP(VOL.@M% ag-12

(]/(\ST!LLQ NAYD A CONSTITUNUN ALK PRUTECTED RAGRT
fg, _THRELY AND FunbAmenT4Al Dug P?,ucd% OF Low,
a. DDA Evdente 10 AATURE 19 CONSIDERED Tu BE
ERCULPIRTURN  EUI PEeNCE
b, The State’s Deasion o mistEAd THe CounT
LoncernminG THe PROCESSING UF EXCUUPATURY EVIDenCE
10/5/10 AND 10/7/10 TRANSCRARED DECLAAATIUNS TU THE
C,,ow?:\’)/ WIN LoAS CONTRADVCTED Y THE gmc- S oun

WITNESSES »Témmon“f/ SUCIDIFIES A wWHHLLFWL MInmAOAGENTT
(\s';rs,/(,..c‘-\ A SUPPRESHON OF EXCULPATORY DISCOVERS EVIDENCE.

L. This wiLcPal Decision BY THE STATE PREJUBIED
LASTILLS beFense 1n A DUAL mANNER

-5 -



The LACK, GF FUNBATMENTAL FAIRNESS VIaLATES THE Dug
P(Loces% oF e STid ann A /ernbmcms OF THE [Uniren
g’rmes Qonﬁmﬂ\un AND A(L‘\’\cu: f SCCT oN 3 O¥ THE
Wrsmngron ConsTimution, S VIOLATIoN HAVE SEEPED
THEM SELVES InTO VIOLATIONS OF THE SPeedx !)Q\A\v AT QLN
GUARSNTEED B Tae [T Amenbment oF rHe Unimed
Sives Consmmimon ans Paiee 1) Secnon 27 op e STa1es’
ﬁe AROUE NAMED (o\ , b ,C} COMPONENTS FALL DIRECTLY
WETAIN "The CraTefun OF A Bcu.\w VioLATIoN.

Bravs v Magtoand, 373 US, 5,535.CH 1194 (l%@

g C(\S‘Y"\L.\.(:- FIAD A CONSTYTuhHon Al PagTélTeD
VESTED QG TGO FunbamenTaL FMRNESS 0F Tilac
Prooceewmngs,

Dmmg, THE MOnTH OF T EBpuUARY 2001 The (DA@
B\QQCT(NL Oy {\SS\G,an C()bm&ég FOR \)A\c.m'\/i C()u&r\'\"/
\(\)ASJ\H\G,‘TOh, LepReESEnTEd A Lollepdile FROM  HUS
NEPRECTIEnT \n A CONELICT e Bab wim CAshHLLw,

Or\ _}u(\i ?), MQOH , THE DEFENSE LallS To
THE ATTENTION QF THE TIUAL COURT “THE CONFLALET BETIWEEN
Castiun pay e DV edTon . Lowas Danet Fégsaea,
STATING ... Me. Fesseen Acraws 1§ 1n A PoSimion whepe
Re HAS A ConFLICT in HeRE pand SHoS NOT Be mAinG Anv
DECSIONS 0N THIS ease , ., IRP (Vor. ) 106 @4 =107 @ |

-



/HC Ro e OF THe | >AC AND HN Fuf\c‘ﬂov\ mn ‘fAK,mA
Count 15 NOT ONLY The ASSIGNMENT OF LOUNSEL |, BT HLS
A MOE IMNTIMETE ANY EXTENDIVELY ENRARCED ROLE N EACR
CAUSE HE ENCOURTELS | AS $0 DECLAREY BY THE TRIAL (OURT!
June 3 01, T The ProTocol THAT WaS — — Been ACaeed
UPon BY THe COUT ANy TRe DePattment 8 AssGned
COW\seL 1S AT TRe — — THoSe REQUeSTS ol X Penp)yTUAES
OF PUBLIC FUNDS Wil START wWTTH THE DEPALTmMenT OF
Assigned Counsgl. AnND ¥ e DEPAQTMERT 1S LONFLICTED OUT,
THENn THEY PasS T on o e Cownr. 7 IRR (Vo) 107 @ )0-15.

On Jucx A0, 2011, M, Fesslen eSTABLSHES HIS
Own Reconn -To 7HE TRIAL COURTT ¢ONEERNMG M5 CONFULT
OF INTELEST YR C(K\’)Lua AN —‘)’Hc InoPPRG PRIATENSS OF
ThE ASIGNMENT OF COUnsel Bemg Ris Decision, 1RP (\/oz_ D
AL@10-1. e Fesseern stes S So T Tink we WNE
ON THE RECOMS (- DECISION “To AP OWNT (ouneel | ARD WE RE
HERE —TODAY TTO DD THAT, " 144 @ (o -§

On Junx 27,2011, Ma. Fessier reenates To THE
TLAL CouRy 1T NUT Bemg BRRoeaTE To MAXE Findl
DHEQLYIBNG O C!\Q‘T)u.o CAWGE, ?QP(\/OL_.D 1571 @ -3

On Decempete 15 A0V, Derense counsEL STATES

u)eu,\ on NS casE T HAVE THIS CAausE | wHICH 'f 5
LWE 6 STAY on |, RECARSE  fMe, Fessler Penson AUy
ASked me 10 Be on 1T, 7 IRP (V()LAQ\ 1G4 @ 20 -0




On Juax 25,201, peFence Cowrsel vemsies, To THE
TRAL COWETT THAT HE 15 TAIONG ABWVISEMenT T rom The
Directore oF Assgnen Counsel wimy Tae cratement, S L
CANNGT 19SUE N SUBPOENA Unbel THE RULES. SO LOPAT
T was Avised 7o BY —— 1T was oomon ad DAC (1)
WAS . T wowd have To qo THAOWGH The CLEMK OF THe
couat, ” 1RP (VoL ) Ao @ G- 1)

Tie TRIAL COWRT'S ORBER S14ned On OP&LLS/) VIEAVS
SPECAORIVCALLY NAME TRLEE SEWVICES ALLETTED TO THE
DEFENDANT PRO SE  AY STANBRX Counsel , TWO OF
WHich pee THe PRePAlInG ANd FACILITATING THE
[AQUANCE OF SUBPROEnasS,  PLeAsEe (ee ATTACKED
(heeeuanT’s ExinarT Aﬁ

|, Cashue WAS A consTimunonawy Puorected migrt
TO_LONFULCY FR&e Counsel .

o.. Errective nssisTence oF counsel INCLUDES A
DRI OF LOXALTY And A DWTY 10 4V0ID LontucTs of
MTeRests, (OTR Amendment Unies STATES &n?ﬂfﬂ()h
St ediand v WasngTor Akl US. (b8 )04 3 ¢t 2052.( 1964)
A DEFEMARTS LGRT 10 LONFLICT FREE STAND AY Lounssl
BLLAUSE STAPDBY COusel MusT 3¢ (1) CandID And
FOLTRRLOMING 1IN PROVIMING TEERNICAL INFORMATION /Abwcé y
() PRLE TO FUUKX REPRESENT TRE ARUSED IN A MOmenTsS
NOTICE | IF NECESSAY | And (D) ABLE To MmANTAm CLenT
ATTORNEY PRIVILESGE. STiTe v M)eDomans |, 143 Whd S06,572-13 (200D

-3 -




“THe TRIAL COURT WAS On AUTIE AY ROTR LONFLICING
PATTIES AND DEFENRE (OUNSEL THAT ANy ACTUAL CONFLICT
EXSTED (WRICH COUWD AND WAS ADVERSELSY AFFECTING
CAS’T)LUSS REPREAENTATION | BUY DD MUY mAE AN
IMDEPTH INQUIRY A TO THE NATURE OR EXTENT OF “THE
CONFLICT , NOR DID THE COUNT FollmWwiATe A Recond TO
Resowe / Avveess e ISSUE, |

TTRE LACL 0F Inguary BY The TAL COURT PROVIDES LS
WML NO REWORD TO REFUTE TRE ACTUAL CONFLICT OF MTENesT.
Stote v. Medonavs, 42 Wn. 2d @514 | suepn; In
Svhme v, Yomes , 46 1n.App. 353, 3ble ;739 R 1] (1967)
(“we LU TCT Fmd AN ACTUAL  LoNFLICT nLess APPEWLMNT
CAn POYNT TO A SPEQFIC INSTANCE 1IN THE RELOND TU
SUGGEST AR ACTUAL CONFLCT OR ympAaMENT OF TREIR
INTERESTS, “) auwoning; US v, Fox, b)3 F.2d 99, 102
(5 (e, 1980)

On Ao 11, R0VL | (ASTUG eaUeSTED PULIC
FUnhing FOL INVESTIGATIVE seances . MR, Fegsien waaTe
A LETTEr. TO THE TIUAL LouITY AS TO WHY THEY SHouLD BE
venen. 1RP (VoL ) 309 — — T Mavw A0/,

SURPOENNS (D\ACQS Té(‘.\AWBWEQ_Q ISSUED AY  DEFENSE COURSEC -
@TAYW’“‘D BUT WERE noT serVEDd,  THEY weng GIvEn Tu

CD&‘Y\LLO) WhHO was W\CMLC(S«(L;ATGP)) To SERVE HimSeLy, A
Reauest To The DAL LAy mabe Fom puBLIC FUADING FOl

PhoPet. geNce .,  [Ma, Fessier dbenmed (g eniih’s ReeuesT,

On Reconn June 8, 012 IRP (\/OL\‘D 3R ® -8

-9 -



D CONVICTION WhLL STAND M\L,e%"s THE DEFENDANT AN SHOW
RIS LAWYER. PAD A ACTVAL CONFLLCT "TRAT AyyerSely MWFECTED
THE LAWNERS PERFOUMAN CE H()L,Luwl\\( V., /*\K\LAY‘\"SAS;
BTUS 475,98 5. 173 A918) ;. T orver 1o sHow
ADNERSE AFFeCT DEFENDHANT LLaMING  LonFuicT ov' INTERESTT
NEED NUT DEMONSTARTE PREILIME -rHNT TMe ouTeomg
WOULD WAVE Reen BIFFERenT BUTT FOl TRE CONFLUCT, QKT
ONLX TRRT SOME PLAUSIBLE ALTERNRTIVE HEFENSVE STRRTERN
ORTACTIC MIGRT HAVE BEen PURIWED | At WAS NOT, ANd
TURNT TRE ALTERNRTVE DEFENMIE STRATEGK WAS INRERENTLY
N LONFLRT WYTR ORL AOT WABERTAXEN DU TO TRE LT0RNEHS
OTRER LOMACTIES 0% wwTergsts, State V. Regan,

\T7 924 7782 (I)\\l. 3 Q\OO&D" Ww.S. v, g’TAY‘\"{W\\ ) 93 F3d
9 1 (A Qi \qo,Q; QUGTNG | Winket v, eang,

7 ¥.3d 304,303 (3 Ge, 1993

b, THe TRIAL count's €RAGR 1N NGT INQULING
ABOLST LONFLACT VTS NATURE And EXTENT REQMIRES REVERSAL
oF (ASTILLO'S Conv ICTION,

T_-f\ Q’\QHMUBSDT\ THE g“fA‘Té Sud’&ém@ CO\ML‘\’
AORTOS Two ULESs () A 9RIAL COURT tommiTS
LEVERSIALE €O \F 1T KNnOWS OR REASONARLE SHOWLD Yinow
0F A PAIMCWLAR CONFLACT AN FALS To INQuiRe , And (2)
REVERSAL 15 ALWAYS N ECESSARY LeRe A DEFENDANT SROWS
AN ACTUAL CONFLICT OF INTEREST FDVERSELY AFFECTME
COUNSEUS peRFormance . Ly Re Peps, ReST. OF
Racaninson , 100 Wn.&d 669, 75 Pad 209 (1883)

-0 ~



On June 14, 2011, ReconsiveraTion Hearing , (Ao
Purs THE TIAL CounT on NOTIce OF A -Civic AcTion Ficgh
peamsT (ounTy OFFICING ; wHick 1ncewnes e (ounTy OF
Yaama | Junees | Derernse Counset Ann THe DAC, Lowcs
Donier F&@Léh, 180 (VL. D 120 ® 13-4 THe TriaL CourT
DI NOT INQRE AS TO Wil WERE nAMED AS NEFENBANTS .

On Januner 30 AOWA | Preqriat cotloau~ wiin “TaiaL
Cowet, Casnue Again menmons THe Filing oF Civic
Action,  (ouweT noes nUT inGuare, Nor voes CASTILLO
voounteer. beTAILs. ARP (Ve 1) 18 @ 1A - 19 @ |A

On MH{LQL\ A0, 201, CasTiLo RerTerntes concennts
W TR (,()LA{\S&L_ ((’;ML COMPLANWT Anb ¢ViC QOYYIPLA)Y’\"r> AGAINST
STAOBDY Aab UTHERS ,  Tre Comrt MAES no Jna RIS
for. Castius o cersoraTe. [RP (oL, ,ﬂ 276 @ 1%-171

Om PoinT W ITH CA%”T)LLO , Hens in MGDO)’)ALD/ HE Su>
S counsel Paosecwcron's [)F’Flcé REPRESENTED DEFENHANT,
Au_ PALT(ES DUTIFIED THE TRIAL COURT JIF ThH/5 canL/cT
Berween Medonacy anh KIS STAND R,  Howeyer , Tre
TRIAL COuRT DIH NOT LonDdDUCT AN JNCQUMRY O CREATE A
ReCorDd TO SROW WRETHER THE FEMERAL (ASE HAD Been
STAYED | WHETHER STANDBY ALREADY PISCLOSEDd SECRETS Anbd
ConFibences To TRE PROSECNTOR |, WHETHER TUE PROSECLUTOR
HAD CREATED ANY PROCEDUNES -TO AVOID LeArmn G ABOWT
ANY DISCLoSuREe OF T1eDonALd'S LommunichTions, OR
WHETHER. TRE PRLOSECLTON. HAD LEALNED asowT MeDonad's
veFense sTRATEGIES . STATE v WiDonauy, M43 Wakd @513- 14

._.H._



‘Tlile WASH INGTON Sumeme Qowwr Hag HELD . ‘\’74&
APPLCATION OF ‘meseiconﬂ,\c‘r 0¥ mTerm—sﬂ fuLesS S NotT
Rimited 10 JOwnT REPREETATION OF CO-DEFENdANTS ,,,
THE e APPLY 1o ANy STTUATION WRHERE DEFENSE
Counsel REpResenTs LONFUICTING INTERESTS v
In re Ricnapsson, 100 Wndd @ 77, Surea

TIL THe REpPeTATIVE DELAYS 11 DISLLOSING
DISCOVERY EVIDNENCE TO THe PRO Se deFense
VIoLated CBRSTILLO'S ConsTITRTnALLY
PRoTEeCcTe™S RAGHT TO PRESENT A DEFEMNE,

On Jonuaey 3, 2010, Fiest daw oF TRIAL,
C(-\ST) Lo REQUESTTHAT Discoveny BRE HANDEd Tu Him
For Leview . 2RP (voL D) 2\ @22-25  Tie Counw
avonesses CasTivs ) How're saxing oL Don
HAVE meovensy, BucT MOw ST, wANT To RePlesent
YOURS LS EVEN THOUGH YO HORT HAVE DISCOVERY |
MO oL A3 @15 -7 On TS bAY THE STaTE
PREPAREDY A PAOET OF DISCOVERX TO PRESENT Tu THE PO
se veFerse, R0 (VoD @ 10 -1A

On Moncn R0, M0VL | Discoverny Héamng BSET
Fow Maaen A4, LOVL | Caspuo Asks Foll Fuct
biseLoswes OF Didcoversy (o +. f}eb , | RPC\)GL, 13 204 @[)-19

- |-



On Monew A, A0I% |, Discovers Momon Hevaing, Castuwo
REQUEST DISUDSLRE OF EXCUCPATORY EVNENCE .  LWien Asked
% e Qomﬂ,‘( F SAD CVIDENCE wAS \n Tue STaTe’s PO‘iSéSS.)OV\
The STATe neseonbed Agpiemamively. RP (oD 256 @ [1-15

Or\ QQ&\L \\, a0\A, -'J:nve»x'nqmw@ Funh\nc, Hemz,m(”
AETeR Beng demed cundbing (Castiue moTions THe (ount
10 ComPeL fuofe 1NVESTIGATIVE REPORLTS FROM PRIOR
KTTORNERS (be\:ensQ AN /cm THEM INVESTIGATONS . Tie
TRAL Counts Resporse 15 For (LASTiLe 10 warte A
Letren o Tae DAC, ke (wou.2) 321 @8-13

On Do 19, 20VX, Metion 1o DISMIss H&Aflw\g} Casniuwo
CLavmS P08 BLE SABOTAGE OF Audie COMPACT DISTC RECEVED
Flom Tae Srare As Discovenyw eninence,  (LASTILLO m AavesS
HIS FisT Fomal REQUEST T0 THE TRIAL COUT REQUESTING
T&!ALT(LN\SCR.\O’Y% oF S Erast AL, RP (ol D) 34\ 9%
thee 0@5  The Count feFers mim 70 STANRY
Lounsel To peomale Tuansoraes, [RP (v 2) 350@23-35]
QY\ WS SAMme DETE STANDOY Counsel DS “THE C,Q\,,Q_-'(
e Cond Qe Gashiuo AWESs To ThE DSOVERY Pe
NLESS TO L, BETween e Cowat and e SThEe e
fECONY SHOWS Tuer EUAWDED A WeCT flesPonse , !(l?(vocv ;O
356@ 6 =258 ® | |

On Ma 3, A0V, MoTion 10 Compet Heamng,
CASTILLO AGAIA BTTEMPTS To QAN ALLESS To RECORDS Vib
SUBPOENA Duces Tedlm AND TO COMPEL “TRANSCR\PTS
OF FlesT TRIAL ,




THe CouwnT ACLNOWLEDGES THAT PROPER PROCEDURE (S
Being FouLowes B TRe PRo Se DEFENDANT AND ANOWLEDGES
WS enttiemenT “To SAID INFORmATIoNn, N0 LooPerATION
Feom Tue Count \s AFFO‘LBGE To Rotuee MmATERIALS,
1RP (Vou. D) 35 @ A% — 3671 @3

Max 1, L0V, MoTion To CLALIFY HWTES oF
STanniy ComnseL Reawng , (Ao AGAIA ADDRESSES
RCAUMON G DSOVERsbLe MATERIAL THeougH SUBPOENA,
| R.P QOL.“Q 379 Castiuo ALSO ABDRESSES THE
NTTEmTS To ACQUMRE TTaAnsced s OF FINST TiAL To nO
A, 120 (Vo 3) 392 @73 —334@as

Jux 25 A0, TRy bad OF RETUIAL , THE TRIAL
COULT inForms CASTILLG THAT THE COURT LePORTER S LulLL
Ty To GET THE TRANSCRIPTS OWY For WOl THIS
MoemMNG, 7OIRP (\/OL?D 4‘59 @ -0 ﬂ\ﬁ C oo !
S hnd 1 LOOKRS LIKE -—7 IUST GOT AN é-mAlL From
ms, ARdeason (Qowtr meoon:\’@@, SL\Q SAYS SHE wilL
HAVE HOWIL TRANSCRA PT TS AeTeRncon, © [EP(oL DLTI®

Il 19

a., A PrO se dDEFendanT HAS A [onSTITWTIONALY
PROTECTED RIGHT T0 PRESENTA NEFENSE | BE GlVEN
UNENCAMBERED ACCESS TO EXCUPATORY Y IDENCE  And JOR
DIscovers mMATEUALS |, AND A REASONABLE AMounT
OF Time TO PREPANE HIS DEFENSE,

-4



F\mbf%men’rAL Faveness bocmmé IS THE RW(E THAT
APLLES THE PRANGIRLES OF DUe PROCESS To A Jub\lal
P(Lo%ébm@,. Db&é @0\0(.6%3 OF LAW 15 GUARANTEEN TO
AL Uhzens PY Tie 574 And /4774 AmenbmenTs oF THe
Unrfes Stites ConsTirumon anb Aericie |, Section 3 oF
THe STrstes! | |

W/\mmq'mn Srate C,oum:r GG:Y\C-QAL Ruce (Q (D 3\
Prondes us ALesss To Couat Reconds,  GR 231 () sames:
Lo 16 THE POLCY OF THE LOURTS TTO FALLTATE ACLLS To
LOURT RELORDS AS PRovided BY Aeticce |, Secmion |0
Wﬂﬁt—lm(;rom Yrate Con%‘ﬂ I LCTIONn (3%3’& C& IN ALC CAES
SHALL BE ADMINISTEREDd OPENLK , AND W THOWT
WNNECesSply \vewﬂ — CﬂZ 3\ () (A) pepines
touns Recomd” necube, BuT 15 N0T ymited Tou (1) Anyg
NOLUMENTS | INFORMATION |, €TC. , THAT 15 mainTlned BY
THE COUMLT an LONNECT lon, wiTh A JUDICAL PROCEEDING
(\ \) /\Y\x{ e Recond oF P(LDCCCNY\G, ) INFOLMATION , MINUTES,
T, CReATed o PREPARED B Tue COURTS RetATING TO
YUDIGAL PROCEEANGS,

Tue PUBLIC recoanS PopTion oF THE Pubuic bnscwswze
At e@uaoes AL STATE AND LOCAL AGENCIES To BISLLOYE
AN PUBLAC REComd Whon ResuesT, Beuucen v. Smard,
H5 (Wn, Qpp,c?M— i V.3 7‘6(’2.003) Bravy BiseLosure
REQUUREMeNTS EXTEND TO MATEIALS THAT , WHATEVER. THERE
OTHEL CHAMACTERLISTICS | mAY BE WSED TO 1MPEAOL A WITNESS,
Baabde v, Mangeand 373 .S, 83, 83 5.4, 1194 (1563

_.(6'_.



Unoeh. Due Process | 1T must BE DEMonSTLETED TUAT The
STATE LOMPOATEDd WITH PREVAILING NUTIONS OF FuAbAMETTAL
FAIINESS SUOW THAT WETENDANT WAS AFFOED A meAniNgFUL
OPPORTUNTY 0 PRESENT A LOMPLETE MeFense, STae V. Lord,
117 Wn, 24 939, 30, 0,94 177 (093D
bC—F&m;Pm\ PESUMED TO BE INNOLENT, (ANnCT Be
CONFINED T0 THE & WALLS 0F NS PRison CELL wr L TRIAC And
THeN BE XPELTED TO APPERR ON THE DAY OF TRIAL ) REAY TO
REPLeserT HIMSELE | WITHOUT SomME MEANS PR WMCH TO
DEFEND AGANST TRE CAARGES AGAINST Wi, AN ACCUSED RIGHT
TO REPRESENT HIMSELF WOD HE MEANINGLESS.
S1rre V. Siwa, 107 Wn.App. LOS, X1 0.2 b (dw, T &OOD

Renee | , Secnon ZO\ WASVINGTON ConS‘r!m'ﬂors )

nFFoo.ms A P&e'rmt, DETAMNMEE WHO HAS GXERUSED WIS
CONSTITUTIONAL RAGWT TO REPRESENT MWIMSELF A RIGHT OF
RERONARLE ALLesS TO STATE PROVIDEY RESOURCES THAT witl
enpbLe HiM TO PREPARE A MEANINGFUL PO SE DEFENSE
STive v, Swwa , 10T Wn.App. B6AX-2D  subra,

Non - DISELOSURE OF WITNESS STATEMENTS VIOLATED
Do BECAUSE THED CLOMTTRADICTED “TESTIMONY Given AT
TRIAL,  Uiber Brape, evidence 1S matemiAc IF THERE 1S A
ReAsonAtle, PROBABILITY ' TUAT | HAD THE eVibence peen
MY LLOHEY | THE LESUWTS OF THE PRECEEDINGS WOULD WAVE
meen mireeent, ommy v (ain, 192 S XT (’LO\’)D

.__‘(Q -



WhswmngTon STate Supenon. Cower Rues (CeR) 47
CrTITLEd E\swdecu«’, STIATES THAT THE Proseotot sHALL
MSELBE TO BEFERDMANT MGLOVELN v WG PESSESHIDN MO LKTER
AN fue Om mbus \l\e&mﬁﬁ,
 On Maren 22,20, (astwo 1S oougaTes To MaTin
e (OURT Fol A CLONTINUANCE 1N An ATTEMPT To ORTAIN
EXCUILPRTORY MNTERALS (\.e. AUDIG evmem,e) | RP (\/oz,.ﬁ 29%0 1

Cefl 47 (D Matellal weld B 0Ters . (APon herenyhnT's
REQUEST AND BESIENATION OF MATERAL o [NFILMATIDN N Tie
KNOWLEDGE |, POSEESSIon ofL CONTROL OF OTHER PeRsonS | wHicH
WOULD BE DEEMED DISLOVERABLE Unbel THE PROSECTON'S AKTHORITY
TRE PROSEAULTING ATTOANEY SRALL ATTEMPT 10 CAUSE S
MITERAL TO BE mAdE AVAILABLE -T0 DeFendhnT ,  LF Tle
PRO SECUTING, ATTORNER ' EFFORTS ARt unsu;oe%?uu AN ¥
SUON METENIALS O PERSONS ARe SUDSECT 10 THE SUWRSHICTIoN
oF e Courx , TR (OurX GualL 185U& SIUTABLE SUBPOSNAS
To METEMALZE THE INFORMATION Ty TUE HEFENDANT,

Casnue'S ATemer, -0 SusPOEnR (\nuws-s ’T&Cw‘r?)

FiLes, FROM PROR. ATTORNEY'S AND NVESTIGATOLS wéle
notes 8% e (OuRT | Tue STATE And STANMRY OUNSEL .
Smce MVBSTIGATIVE SERNES WERE Déntedy To CAS‘TILLO’S PRO
SE beFense His ONUK MeansS 10 ACQWRE SAID INFomATion
WAS THROWGH PRIOR. counsel And INVESTIGATIVE FILeS,

. ALAS, THE SUBPOENAS WERE APROVED AND 1ISSUED |, BL
FUNDING FORL SERNICE WS BEMed | RendsRING “TREM Mmoo T,

-\1-



T AL PROCEEMNGS BeTween MARLA A, 201 , and
Mak &S, WL (asniwo arprises e Covrt wimi |
emV\AM’\Q CERTAWNTY OF WS EFFORTS To PLRQURE DISOVeX
MATERIALS  AND REQUesTS Tie Counts aSSISTANCE |

TQ& Cowr(’ IS AT AN ADVERSERY BUTT A NewTRAL ,
aeFoRe A Count CAn -TAkE ReSPonsive ACTION 1T SHOWD
RE APPRASED (JTTH REASONABLE CepTanTY WHAT IS ASKEd TO
%o, Sate v. CHrisvensen, 75 Wn.ad GT8, 83 (190,9)

On The -THhd DAY OF RETRIA , Juew A% R0TA, e
Reconyy REELeeTS (ASTILG RECeIveDd THE TAANSCRAPTS OF
TRE FIRST TRIAL Ar‘ré{k 3 Am) ong-HALE montis 0¥
WAMNG | wHicd wWAS gucly " THE PRESENCE pF THE IS,
1P (VoL 4) 550 @ /1o =20 »

CasTiLo Whs eiven Less Tuan A wouns 1o
PRCPARE \mpentimerntT ChosS-EXaminaTiorn OF The STATEs
KEY WITNESS | wHICH In ITSELF 13 Prejunaial, Tue
PRESUDICE WY ENHANCED WleN DEFENSE WITNESSES WERS
SThiteen DY e Cowrt on THE FNST MAY OF ReThiay,
Sy l‘? AOVA,  [lo HeaAbns, OR WRITTEN FINbINGs
wene ez FILED »¥ tHe Count 70 JUSTIFY 1T$
dELson, '

—1®-



N. T\_AE ‘ﬂum_, COWRT CRAED W TS DEQS\ONM

To Time oAl (agtivo's Moton For f ew
-
(RN

On NugusT 7,200, Casmiue piied A meTon
»FO{L A New TQ)AL IN ALOLDANCE W ITN U)/-ISHU\Q‘T(M Su(’c—mo{L
Cowtr Rute (e 7.5, A noten bockeT bare oF

AususT A4, A0VX, was seT 10 Heaw Castun's Metion
Aad S&n‘fef\gmg

JusT emoe o Heumnm OF pﬂ&.uﬁ 9\2\ Q\O 1 THe
STate Fieeb n ResPonse , on e merrTs | 1o CA‘ST\LL/O S
7.5 mOva\, Tn Lieu OF THE Time STRMCTUNE GiveEn To
REPLK o THE SaTEs Nlesponse | CASTILLG CMee To RELAQUHH
WIS PRO S€ CINTLUS And beEFen TRe ARG UMenT 10 Tue
ProfecsionaL Counce , STANHBY ﬂé’o:‘)orze /—lé—)LmAn /Sdl-loTr,
J2P (vou &) 0SA @ )|, -QA STANDRY Counsel STATED WE
WAS unPRepneed o ARGUE TRe momion. Sk @ 20 -A\
Tre Lot granTs CA@T)LLO’s monon 70 RELNATH Pro D¢

STETWG AN SIGNE AN OADER APPOINTING Counsel , bl @ A-4

Tre Couer resers THe TS Momon Heanns fon A\mws‘r sl
2012 AT 9:00am. LLA®@ )1-12

/% ENTENSVE CLOLLOGUN RETWEENR DEFENSE COUNSeL
Anhy The Cowr( ENSUED  Lonceaning THE DETIILS And /or\

LAMIFICATIONS OF dounsel  TAlinG QUER AT THIS POWS (F
HE PROCLEDWNGS . LA =Lk

-\9 -



The Count Vacates 115 Daven. Arpornming Councet , A @R0-A

THG Cownx maes DELLARATONNR STATEMENT "TUAT THE Otren
RESETING MITION (Qrib 1.5 Heawng o mu(,\,é;‘( Q\QI\ ?\OO\)
WILL e mam in eFFecT, S @ 0 -)

On 8»&3%# 9\’5,&0\9\\ CP‘ST\\«LO 15 Summoned 10 An
anseredULEd Reamng,. AT wicn, Toe Count DeteRmings
THAT O CFR 735 New WL)AL MuouTion HGA{W\Q IS A LR AL
STAGE OF PROCEEDIMG ARD ARPOWNTMENT PF LounSel S
ceaween . BIRP (yo.4) bl® @ 3-|, TrHe TRIAL COuRT
FINbs e T8 MONor To BE WNTIMELY BROUGHT ANY Time
Bogs 1T, bIA®@|4-1S  Tuepcarren , 7He pecision To

“fime Baf,Tue (ount APPONTS Counsel .

a . ’rﬂe_‘\’ﬂ.\/.\k Q,Qu.n:\’ ERAED N Time BAARIWNG, CL\‘S’V)LLO)S
New Trvar Maton And DENING [m HIS ConSTITulion ALY
PROTECTED PAGCEdURAL RIGHT 70 ARGUE Tue MoTion on 1Ts
MmealT. | "

ﬁg STATE FAILED To OR (T To TUE TIMELINESS 1N
Canioc #ang o vis (RIS Memon For A New
ToaL, T onstens | ue STate Fieed A Resporse gn e
MELTS AND PREPARED Fofl AReuUmenT, T A FULTHERNGE |
THe Cowz:r RESET THE l—IeArz.mq AND ST YeT THE S“rA‘re
FALED TO RECORDH AN OBYECTION CONCERMING TIMELINESS.,

~ 0.0 -



T E0eRaaT, RETHEL TN ALGUANG TAAT THRE (rTmED NS
OF THE MEMGILANHLM Bazpen TUE COMRT F RLGm Lonadesang THe
KOAES LAISED | -THE QUVERAmenT OTROSED On Tue merTs
Epennnar 1, Unres Sames 54b U512 126 S.0+ 403 (2005)

T KonTaad, THE bemTol RESPunved On -THe m ens 7o
N LLEdTTOR'S unTimely OByeTion -0 KIS beratge, He v
NOT LASE W Timeiangss 16SUeS, ’l’ﬁle Suleéme Cowm‘
LESECTED TS ASSERTION AND FOUAD -THE DERTOR W AD
FORFEITED The Timeunes Aaument,  KonTio v, Kyhn,
SAO US M3 ASS 134 S. (4. Q06 (3008)  The (owat Aed
THAT THEAE ARE RULE TUAT ALE | LNALTELAALE On A PARTY'S
ARPLLNTION " BUT T LN BE NONETHELESS FORECITeD IF THE PALTY
ASSERTING The LUCe WAITS TOW (oNng TO RAIKe The powt ' ITd,
Kortee v, lean 540 U8, at 450

\eoe n, Casniwo Tie STATE FALES To R€Conty An
OBYELTION , RUX “THE TLIAL CounT AS THe STate’s AwockTe ”
RAaGED “THE O(‘;se-,d o FOSL The STate,

The CDM@V N KOY\'V‘UOL, DETELMINED THAT bEFENSES
MARS RIMLABLE BY Time UmITATIONS MAY BE FoLeeiTed . Ld.
Korroe ¥ Wan 540 US. x1 458 -00

Whswington Supenon Couet Lure (Crm 8.\ Time , STATES

THAT THE RALLES SHALL BE ComPUTEd AND ENLARLES 11 ACCokd ANCE
witd Cwie Lace or Paaae CD b, (R b (DD sTATeS

Sl



AFTER EXMILETION OF THE SPeeiic Peliony | THe ACT (5 PelmiTTed To
P DONE WHERE THE FAILLAE To ACT WAS A RESUET OF GXCUS ABLE
neeees, — = Hepe i QM’GLLU, August 23, 201, He
GIves exPLANATION OF WG neguect To Eice pis (rRR 7.5 Monon
witiin Tie [0 -DAY Time STRucTURE ALLowEh . HE EXPLAIKNS
TWT HE THCUG T (O A whAS O - Busingss DAks. noT CALENDAA
DAYS . <Tue 10 - Business BAX SCenamio PuT Hhim AT Flaang on
THe Gl HAY ; THE 10-caenhn DAY Scenemio PLbied s FILing
onewax Lty |RP (vou.4) LTO® -3

A Motion gol Leconameniiion WS HEALY On
Octoper \S |, 20V, muTion wihS denen 10//5/20:?,29.

b 9\;’)\ h



. T asdemion 70 THe FACTS PRESENTED In
APRELLANTS OPeniNG BUEE HE SUPPLEMENTS TRESE
FACK LONCELNMNG S CONSTITunoNAUNY PRLOTECTED
AGHT TO A\ S P TRYAL .

On Fepmuany o, AOIA, LeAd INVesTIGATOR Lands
SPeace , TESTIFIED THAT AFTer |1 HEAS OF A non-
EXISTENT INVESTIGATION @~ WE WERE GETTING ALADY
70 put Me. CASTUL — = A REGUEST on \A/ASHm(,'TDn‘S
Most Wanted and Amemica’s Most (Wanteh As T
HAY DONE WITH ANOTHER SubyecT. By T 7ime T
WaS eptnes HAT MR CA%‘NL,\,O WA /\LﬂeAM n
custosd , 7 AR (Vo A) A58 @ A -2

On Fepouanx 7, 2012, Ma. SPerie TesTiEEd®
STE We Woud HAUE BAD AN EXACT LUCATION WHERE
You WeLe AT, HAD InTeL THAT YOw WeRe in A ‘
CERTAIN PAER , WE WOULY HAUE GUTEN AHOLD OF THAT
JULSHICTION ANd LEQUESTEN AN ATTEMPT TO WCATE,
ARP (JoL, 5) X76@ (-1

On o paous (el (o, AOR | STATe oFFicipls ANd
Counv AuTHOUTHES weee noTIFIEd BY The Knited States
Maesnaw's Osrice oF (ASTILLDS €XACT 2€51vence n
Las Veghs, MNevana ., For e ensuung 407 pavs wp
T His apest , Max 23,2010, (acTio openty Lived
AT THIS SAme ADDRESS,

-\~



]

(He SAME EXALT ARdLess OF RE/nenN 1§ Ve Fieh
on Wis Drwenls Lycense | EmpLoRment petowss, Bank
STRTEMEnTS dind ?C—\s&ih.u. Trwme Tan Leconns |
R -1 AA-AL

The Lemw \rwesSTIGRToR , STATE P ReSeCuTor's
OFFiICe , ANb The Snenwr's OFFice of Yawma
Cowrty | 1ndIvidBUBLLR RO /OfL COLLECTIVELR A THE
County's fumonyT™ NELLECTEY find FALED To
EXELUTE TWE SeVCE Of. NOTIFLWCATION OF AN AREST -
WARSLATTT A0 C,P\S'"\‘ L0, Dot By Thet REQUeST squ\
SENCE FROM ~TRE AWTROTIES OF Lhs Ve A‘S
Metaotouman Youce on Luane CounTy (ﬂ@:\)&b@
Swensrls OFFIce,
| Wvon \5%\{\6{ DETRINED BaLING A TLREEIC STOP
n Lo Veans | Casiteo wes \ntormes OF THE
WRLLROT | WAL STHILL NEEHeny pRROVAL &Y Qﬁi)&’em
QUTAOITY To GNEEUTE EXTLARTTON Flom NevAsa |
TO EXRDTE PROEEHINGS UASTILLG vOLUNTARLILY
WhWEY EXTLADYTION

o. Loyt WOON ALY PRQTECTEDd (LAGRTS TD

A SPEEOR TRAL must MEET The CL\TEUA STanhetds
in beever, Unnete The Barvet ingulN we
CLONIDGR. THe EXTENT TO WM The LENGTH DF DELAY
STRETANES BEYOND Thée BARS minmimum REOUNEDd T |

TOGGENL The QU .

\,D\A_._



S‘TNTGD ANSTHEN wpH , THE LONGEN Thae \)»EILN(, ThE
MOGE CRUTINY SHOWD &S APPLAED TO THE LIRCUMSTANGES
SOURRQUAT NG, TRE DELAN | Srire v, Ouivien , 254 P.3d
B9, 067, Mol Wn.pp. 307 (Dw, T 300/ ciming
Uﬂ\TEDSTA\es v, T)OC,G(( T, 505 .S, AT LA 12 S.CF 2(08(0(101(?93

Tue Qoverament!s LETHARGY (l@:*rx_,e—(;r% ™TME&
LELATIVE \mOORTANE Thet PUTT 0N SEEYANG And ALLESTING
Casm Lo, ’me Supeeme Cowz:r OF THe Uniren STares
WIWE RELD  THNT Sun €FFORTS FIT THe CRITELIN GeT FonTH
n Boreer V. Wingo  A0TUS, 514, 92 S04, 2182 (1972
The Court was aLso vowm THAT FAILING 70 SEEL A Timely
PROSECUTION ST Iy NEGLIGENCE O The QOVERnmMenT,
VN 5&)@.6(,\\ , 505 W,s. ot (6573 5, Supra

LF The DEFENLANT 1§ nOT A-r-remp’rmq TO AVOID

BQ'T»;/CT\OYW ANy TRE GovennmenT maxes NO SerIous
EFFORT o Finb pIM | THe GOueRnmenT S Considered
NEGULIGENT 1A v TS PUlSrT, u(m'r(«.\\ ?;,fm«e-s, v, Mﬁnmm,
53 7,3 756 (G G, lUO%D 10 Swowing OF
PREJUDCE 15 REQUMREDS WINen THE el IS GREAT Anh
ATTLRKTARLE To THe GoVELAmenT,  [AniTed NTATES V,
Srewe, 974 F.2d 1075, 163 (91 G 19850

T DOGETT, 0 CaT Mm THE b ETECTIVE
SEmT WO OF M\S. OWTSTANMNE  ARREST WALRANT 70 ALL
M,S, Cw&"\bm% and g NumBen OF LAWK entorlemenT
organraions . ComeseaTivety | in CASTILLO, an Ads waS
PLACED In THE LOCAL PaRel THE FIRST TWO YEARS,

R ke



Fmau}(, HeERE N CAWLL—O, THE LOounTY GOVERNIMENT'S
LACK OF EFFORT —TO NOTIFY O& PROTECUTE CAULSED DA
| TIMES By LonG A, TAAT GENERALY teemeds -0
PRESUME PREDVDICE AnD WARRANT Sub\ LiaL ReVieW,
*——ﬁlé NECL\GENT helaX PeTween DOGGETT'S InhicTm&ar
AND ARREST PRESUMPTIVELY PREIUBCED IS AGWLITY TTO
PREPALEL AN ADEQUATE DEFENSE.  THE GOVERAMENTS
CQREEIOWS PerSISTANCE 1n FAKLNG TO PrOSE ConTe \D\JGGG"T‘T"
19 SUWFRILENT TO WARRANT (aarnTimg fell€F, THe
NEGUGENTS Cause beLay (o Times as Long as THAT
NECMED SUFFILENT TO TRIGGER Iumaial RevVigin, and
THe PRESUMPTION OF PRENUDICE 1S NETTHER EXTENUATED
A B9 DOCGETT'S AQUIEZSence , Nor PERSUASIVELY
pcourres, LS. v, Boggm 125,04 2686, 2808 (1992)
’m@ (LS. Sup rReme C,O\AQ‘TS SoLLH oy wWAaS To
re@wes The (ount oF ARPEALS TO 7 ne cogmze THAT
EXCESS PELAN PRE QUMPTIVELY ComPromises TRE
RELIAGIYTY OF A TTRVAL in WARS TURT NEMien. Inarty
CAMPRONG , O FORTRAT MmATTER | 1mertvw<,  Tie
NATURE 0F PRCSUMPTIVE PREIUDCE MUST RBE MAdE
STRONGER BY TRE \NEREASNG LENGTIY OF DELAY,
S v, \506166'\“’1> 505 US. ot LS, SWpros -




" .
UL Ln asdimion To THE FACTS PresenTed 1n APPELANT'S
0Pening BIUEF HE SuPPLemenTs THESE FACTS (ONCERNING
HIS CONSTITULCTIONALLY PROTECTED LIGHT 70 PEPRESENT HIMSELF,

On Octorer. A%, 2011, proe 7o & tonTested
continuanCe HEA NG , C(A%’ﬁuua MADE KIS INITIAL Time( Y
uneUIVAC AL muTion To THE (ouls To SELF - RePResenT.
THE UNEQUWICALITY OF K15 REQUEST 1S SOLIMFIED RY THE
TRIAL COURTS NUTED RESPONSE © ~ WE'le ACTUALLY NOLW
TALLNG ABOUT A MUL LARGER \SSUe THAT T THINK (W&
NeeS To HIT HEAs on aad AT 15 Me, CasTivo’s
REQUEST T, RebpesenT HimselF, ” ’/QP[VOL‘ D/bS’ @9 -/
DUng THESE SAME PAKEEMNGS (ASTILLGO ASKS THE
Court DIaeCTLy, S0 You'he noT ALLOWING ME TO
DEFEND MYSELE - = —= 15 TRAT WRAT You'ee sa<mg ”
AT wied Time Tue CourT nesPonded, SN0 N0T - -

-~ - GHT now T'm noT.” IRP(eL. )17 @ |4 -13

C‘L- QAS‘TDLLU HAD A CONST I TUTIoNALY PRUTECTED
RIGNT 10 REPRLSENT WIMRELE,  THE Sncti and FoudTeenTh
NmemmenT To The Unmed States Consmmurion as wewe A
Reticte |, section AL oF THe WASH)nq—ron Concﬁmvon ALLOW
CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS TO whA/ve THEL PAGKHET T0 Counsel .
Facern v. Cauvonna, A% WS, 6ok, 95564 2525 (1975)

- AT -



b, QR%’YM,Q'S FOUlL LEQUEST WELE UNEGWWVICAL AnD
TmeLX , THE" Toun LEGUEST. WELE M ADE TU ’fwo'
MFFELENT JUDRES DULING THREE DISTInGLasED WeALALS.
(to/m['p\oh 18 (oL DD @2-4 (113301, moamng session)
v (voL, 2) K@ A, , ARD TWICE RePEATED (| /1’5/20)1,
APTELNOON %’»S\ofb 9 (VoL D)AXT@4-18 nns [RD (VoL D1%%@ |-4
“TF THE DEMAND Foll SELF - REPRESERTATION 1§ MADE , , , WelL
BEFOLe THE TLIAL O WEALING AND unacomPanied 84 A
MOT\ON FOIL A CoNTinUANnCe |, THE MGRT 0F SeLF - REPRESENTATION
ENSTS AS B mATTeR OF LA, STate v. Batker | 75 Walp.
23, 241, 861 PA 1051 (994); ¢ uomng Taaetra v (Auroann , supan

C, /ﬁlé-mm:n@ue DENIALS OF CAS’Y}LLGS myTion TG
SELE-REPLKENT LEQUILES REVERSAL OF HIS convicTion, ~THE
PLEIUMNE 1N DerAving CASTiLLG's REGUESTS PREIUSICED H IS
DEFENSE o An UNMEASLLABLE DEGREE.  TTIHE paesupmen
Ple Jubrce DOES NOT NECESSAILY INMCATE A STATISTICAL
PROBABIUTY OF PLEQUDICE , BWT FACTORES In wiTH THE (653
THAN FA-HOULS To PREPARE FOL TRAL ONCE HIS REOUEST WS
GLANTED | Sanuatx 3\, A0V Tue AVERAGE PErON coud
ASSUME A MOLE FAVOLABLE 0UTCOME FOR THE DEFENSE.
oW RAVE BREEN ACRAReD BY THAT SAMe Juew.

__;)\‘8_,



Contunsion

For e Retsons STaTey, (asTiin Lesuests TS
Couc REUERSE WS LonvICTIon and DISMISS THE MATTER
FOLL VIOLATIONS OF W6 (5T and | At Amer\bme:vrr
lXY\\TCh%TATGS QOY\ST)T’U:DOHAL LS Aand AQ‘\’)CLG '
Seemons D & A4 o Tue Whswngon Construmion.,
T:F THAS CO\ML‘T WOLAD PLEASE CoNSIDEL Tuese 1551ne S
CYTREL DWIDUWALY O AS 1955Ugs TRAT meeT The
cavenn of Tue Cumusmve Eraon Doctaine.
,ﬁL:rammwezx, CAST)L,L.O LeQuUEsT TuIS Coum‘
LVErse WS ConVICTION And RemAnd FoL- b NEL TRIAL,

TrANKL Xow ALL AN may GOD Ruess eacd oF
SO LOYTH S Pende DALY,
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KIM M .EATON, YAKIMA COUNTY CLERK

IN THE COURT OF YAKIMA COUNTY, STATE OF WASHINGTON

STATE OF WASHINGTON, ; No. 98-1-01162-4
Plaintiff )
vs. ; AMENDED
ORDER APPOINTING ‘ADVISORY’
JAMES G. CASTILLO, ) ATTORNEY AT PUBLIC EXPENSE
Defendant. ;
)

NATURE OF CHARGE(S): Second Degree Rape

THIS MATTER having come on before the court upon the request of the defendant and
upon the court's own motion, and the court finding that: (1) the defendant is indigent and cannot
afford to pay the cost of counsel and/or defense but has intelligently and knowingly requested
and has been granted the right to proceed as his/her own attorney (2) that appointment of an
attorney has been requested by the defendant to assist the defendant, and (3) appointment of
an attorney to provide the general assistance outlined by this order will relieve the court of the
need to explain basic rules of courtroom and trial protocol and promote the orderly, dignified, and
effective presentation of a defense by the defendant, now therefore: .

ORDER
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED:

1) THEODORE J. HEILMAN-SCHOTT WSBA #26109 Is appointed at public expense to
serve as ‘advisory’ counsel as provided in this order.

2) All work done by the Attorney must be reasonable and necessary to the direct defense of the
offense charged herein and as follows:

ORDER APPOINTING ADVISORY ATTORNEY
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a)

b)

9)

The role of the Attornéy is to provide, at the request of the defendant only, general
professional advice and counsel on the legal, procedural, and ethical issues involved the
defense and trial of the charge, both before and during any trial held in this matter. Except

as otherwise specifically provided in this order, the role of the Attorney does not include
providing assistance other than advice and counsel.

The role of the Attorney does not include being co-counsel. The role of the Attorney
does not include independently preparing for and being ready to take over the defense of
the case. In the event that the defendant requests a relinquishment of the right to
proceed pro se, the court will then consider such motion and the appointment of counsel
to fully represent the defendant.

Except as otherwise allowed or required by the Rules of Professional Conduct of the
State of Washington or other applicable law, the attorney client privilege shall apply to all
communications between the defendant and the Attorney.

The defendant must abide by the ethical requirements for attorneys licensed to practice
before the court. The Attorney will not knowingly advise or facilitate the violation of any of
the Rules of Professional Conduct of the State of Washington.

The Attorney will initially meet with the defendant to discuss the case, the issues, and
courtroom and trial procedures. Thereafter, communication may be by telephone, in
writing, or in person. The Attorney may limit unreasonable or excessive teiephone calls or
requests for conferences. ‘

Services include:

« Facilitating the scheduling and docketing of motions, omnibus hearing, and other pre-
trial hearings requested by the defendant except as otherwise limited by the court.

e Facilitating the issuance of subpoenas by the clerk of the court as requested by the
defendant for trial or pre-trial hearings.

e Preparing, on request, subpoenas in the proper form.

Services do not include:

« Performing legal research for the defendant or providing access to legal research
materials, which shall be by other order of the court as determined necessary upon
request of the defendant;

= Preparing any court documents or pleadings except as noted above.

‘e '} Obtaining copies of any court documents or evidence;

« interviewing and evaluating testimony of witnesses;

e Any investigative services, which have been provided for by other order of the court;

« Obtaining other services necessary to the defense, which may be brought before the
court on defendant’s motion under CrR 3.1;

« Providing paper, writing materials, or other supplies;

e Clerical, typing, or secretarial services;
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+ Copying services;
o Message, messenger services, or mailing services.

3) The court retains authority and jurisdiction to administer this order. In the event of any need
for clarification, disagreement, or dispute in regards to the services to be provided, either the

defendant or the appointed Attorney may note the matter before the court for clarification or
ruling which will be held in camera.

DATED this ____ day of April, 2012.

DAVID ELOFSON
JUDGE

Presented by:

THEODORE"J. HEILMAN-SCHOTT, WSBA #26109
Appointed Advisory Attorney
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