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CASE#: 86-1-03810-% CRIM JUDGMENT# NO
TITLE: STATE VS HOWERTON
FILED: 09-26-86 APPEAL? NO

ARCHIVED: 05-12-91

CONSOLIDATED:
NOTEL: *CASE SET PGl
NOTEZ2:
------------------------------------- PARTIES-———=——=m—=—r—o— e — e e —— e — e
CONN LAST NAME, FIRST MI TITLE LITIGANTS ARRAIGNED
PLAO1 STATE OF WASHINGTON
DEF01 HOWERTON, ROBERT P
----------------------- m==mmem e e = ATTORNEY S === =~ = m e m e m e e e e e e e e e
CONN LAST NAME, FIRST MI TITLE LITIGANTS DATE
ATDO1 BUGNI, MICHAEL
--------------------------------- SENTENCE-CHARGE-~-====~~==r==-ss-—o— oo m——me e
DEFO01 HOWERTON, ROBERT P
DISPOSITION: GP GUILTY PLEA DATE: 03-24-87
DISP. JUDGE: DARRAH
SENTENCE DATE: 03-24-87 SENTENCED BY: DARRAH
STYMTENCING DEFERRED: NO APPEALED TO: DIVISION I DATE APPEALED:
PRISON SERVED................ : CRIME VIC. COMP......... $
PRISON SUSPENDED............. : FINE.........civiiiian, $
JAIL SERVED.................. X RESTITUTION............. $ 63.00
JAIL SUSPENDED............... : COURT COSTS....... feeens $ 85.50
PROB/COMM. SUPERVISION...... . X ATTORNEY FEES........... $

DUE DPATE: 09-24-87 PAID:

P/GUILTY. SENT (NOT SPECIFIED) DEFERRED. SERVE 2D KC JAIL. PAY REST/COSTS. PAY

CV/PEN ASSMT $70 W/IN 6M.
£3333333333333333333:3283
U4-14-87 DEFER SENT NUNC PRO TUNC 03-24-87. SENT 1Y DEFERRED. OTHER COND SAME.

RSLT CNT RCHW/CODE DESCRIPTION COMMENT

m—mm e ———— ORIGINAL INFORMATION
GUIL 1 9.68A.090 COMMUN WITH A MINOR FOR IMMORAL PURPOSES

SUBS DATE  CD/CONN DESCRIPTION SECONDARY MICROFILM
09~26-86 $CHC CHARGE COUNTY 70.00
09-26-86 INFO INFORMATION
09-26-86 ORKW ORDER FOR WARRANT PR

10-06-86 NTOHS NOTICE OF OMNIBUS HEARING SETTING 10-29-86
10-06-86 ARRAIGN ARRAIGN CAL/AITKEN/CAFFAY

10-06-86 OR ORDER PROHIBITING CONTACT

10-08-86 RQD REQUEST FOR DISCOVERY
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CA. t#: 86-1~03810-4 CRIM JUDGMENT# NO
TITLE: STATE VS HOWERTON

SUB#% DATE CD/CONN DESCRIPTION SECONDPARY MICROFILM
6 10-14-86 $SHRTWA SHERIFF'S RETRN ON WARRNT OF ARREST 15.50

7 10-29-86 ORSTD ORDER SETTING TRIAL DATE 01-07-87TC

- 01-13-87 NOTE HOLD 01-20-87T70

- 01-20-87 NOTE HOLD 01-23-87T0

- 01-23-87 NOTE HOLD 01-26-87T0

- 01-26-87 NOTE HOLD 01-27-87T0

- 01-27-87 NOTE HOLD 01-29-87T0

- 01-29-87 NOTE HOLD 01-30-8770

ACTION COMMUNICATE WITH MINOR
ACTION 02-03-87/N0 LENGTH GIVEN
- 10-29-86 PREHRG OMNIBUS CAL-/AITKEN/BOUCH
8 10-29-86 OMAPA OMNIBUS APPLICATION OF PROS ATTY
9 10-29-86 WV WAIVER OMNI HRG
10 11-18-86 ORARC ORDER AUTHOR REMOVAL OF COURT FILE
- 01-07-87 MINUTE TRIAL CAL WINSOR
- 01-07-87 HOLD HOLD CASE UNTIL 01-13-87
- 01-13-87 MINUTE TRIAL CAL WINSOR
- 01-13-87 HOLD HOLD CASE UNTIL 01-20-87
11 01-20-87 OR ORDER 5 DAY EXTEN EXPIR DATE
- 01-20-87 MINUTE TRIAL CAL WINSOR
- 01-20-87 HOLD HOLD CASE UNTIL 01-23-87
12 01-20-87 DMF DEMAND FOR DISCOVERY
13 01-20-87 SB SUBPOENA FOR TRIAL
14 01-20-87 SBDT SUBPOENA DUCES TECUM
- 01-23-87 MINUTE TRIAL CAL WINSOR
- 01-23-87 HOLD HOLD CASE UNTIL 01-26-87

15 01-23-87 DMF DEMAND FOR DISCOVERY & PRODUCTION
16 01-23-87 SB SUBPOENA
16.5 01-23-87 OR ORDER TO SHORTEN TIME

- 01-26-87 MINUTE TRIAL CAL WINSOR

- 01-26-87 HOLD HOLD CASE UNTIL 01-27-87

17 01-26-87 SBDT _SUBPOENA DUCES TECUM

- 01-27-87 MINUTE TRIAL CAL WINSOR

- 01-27-87 HOLD HOLD CASE UNTIL 01-29-87

5 01-27-87 SBDT SUBPOENA DUCES TECUM

17.6 01-27-87 AFML AFFIDAVIT OF MAILING

18 01-28-87 OR ORDER 5 DAY EXTEN EXPIR DATE

13.5 01-28-87 AFSR AFFIDAVIT OF SERVICE $19.00

- 01~-29-87 MINUTE TRIAL CAL HWINSOR

- 01-29-87 HOLD HOVD CASE UNTIL 01-30-87

18.6 01-29-87 SB SUsPOENA

- 01-30-87 MINUTE TRIAL CAL WINSOR

- 01-30-87 PLEA PLEA-CASE FORMWARDED TO CRIM/MOTIONS

18.7 01-30-87 AFSR AFFIDAVIT OF SERVICE

18.8 01-30-87 PREHRG C/R DOROTHY STILES
JDG31 JUDGE STEPHEN M REILLY, DEPT 31

19 02-02-87 NT NTC MISDEMEANOR SENTENCING DATE 02-25-87
ACTION 8:30; DARRAH

20 02-02-87 STTDFG STATEMENT OF DEFENDANT,PLEf GUILTY

21 02-10-87 NT ~ NTC MSDEMEANR SENTENCING DATE 03-24-87
ACTION 8:30;DARRAH
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CASE#: 86-1-03810-4 CRIM JUDGMENT# NO
TITLE: STATE VS HOWERTON

SUB# DATE CD/CONN DESCRIPTION SECONDARY MICROFILM

- 03-16-87 $NOTE CALCULATION - COURT COSTS 85.50
Ss/D: 03726/87 - DARRAH 03

22 03-19-87 PSI PSI REPORT - CONFIDENTIAL/DEF

23 03-24-87 JDODS JUDGMENT & ORDER DEFERRING SENTENCE
COMMT ISSD 03-24-87
- 03-264-87 $PACV PENALTY ASSESSED - CRIME VICTIMS 70.00
DEFO01 HOWERTON, ROBERT P
26 03-24-87 DISPHRG C/R PETE HUNT
JDGO3 JUDGE JOHN DARRAH, DEPT 3
25 03-24-87 WC WARRANT OF COMMITMENT
26 04-14-87 ORSR ORDER SETTING RESTITUTION $63.00
27 04-14-87 JDODS JUDGMENT & ORDER DEFERRING SENTENCE
NUNC PRO TUNC 03-24-87
28 05-22-87 ORIBW ORDER DIR ISSUANCE OF BENCH WARRANT
ISSD NOBAIL
29 11-16~87 ORDSM ORDER OF DISMISSAL

- 11-16-87 $FFRCR FILING FEE REC'D - CRIMINAL + 70.00
- 11-16-87 $SFR SHERIFF'S FEES RECEIVED + 15.5¢0
- 11-16-87 $PRCV PENALTY RECEIVED - CRIME VICTIMS + 70.00
- 11-16-87 $NOTE COSTS & CVP PAID

30 11-16~87 AF AFFIDAVIT OF ROBERT HOWERTON

31 11-16-87 MTDSM  MOTION TO DISMISS
32 11-23-87 SHRTBW SHERIFF'S RETURN ON A BENCH WARRANT
QUASHED
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WASHINGION FOR KING COUNTY

STATE OF WASHINGTON,

)
)
Plaintiff, ) NO. 86-1-03810-4
)
Ve ) INFORMATION
)
ROBERT P. HOWERTON, )
) &5V oo
Defendant. ) n@bﬁﬁ ?%% 579
) ¢ :- Tt ..~’~3J{\1
’ s {J‘J
s :'&.U -

I, Norm Maleng, Prosecuting Attorney for King County in
the name and by the authority of the state of Washington, do
accuse Robert P. Howerton of the crime of communication with a
minor for immoral purposes, committed as follows:

That the defendant Robert P. Howerton, in King County,
Washington, during a period of time intervening between July 15,
1985 and December 31, 1985, did communicate with Sybil Lemke, a
child under the age of 16 years, for immoral purposes;

Contrary to RCW 9,.68A.090, and against the peace and
dignity of the state of Washington.

NORM MALENG
Prosgcuting Atforne

KATHERINE M.
Deputy Prosecuting Attorney

FLACK

Information

NORM MALENG ‘ |

Prosecuting Altorney

W554 King County Courthous
Seattle. Washington 98104
583-2200
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CAUSE NO. 86-1-03810-4

CERTIFICATION FOR DETERMINATION OF PROBABLE CAUSE

That Katherine M. Flack is a Deputy Prosecuting Attorney
for King County and is familiar with the police report and investi-
gation conducted in King County Department of Public Safety case
No. 86-139735;

That this case contains the following upon which this
motion for the determination of probable cause is made;

Ms. Lemke, date of birth October 18, 1971, reports that
she first became involved with the defendant, Robert P. Howerton,
in 1985, The defendant, a church counselor, began to counsel
Ms. Lemke for problems arising from her rebellion to the teachings
of the Community Chapel Church.

In late July or August 1985, the defendant asked
Ms. Lemke to be his spiritual connection. After this time the
defendant french kissed Ms. Lemke after requesting her to sit on
his lap, fondled her thighs and legs.

At some time between September and December 1%85, the
defendant asked Ms. Lemke to spend the day with him. At the close
of the day, the defendant drove Ms. Lemke to Redondo Beach,
parked, and began to talk. Shortly thereafter, the defendant
moved the car to a dark location at the back of the beach parking
lot. The defendant asked Ms. Lemke to scoot over to him for a
"heart to heart" talk. At this time the defendant began to tell
her he loved her, began kissing her, rubbed her thighs and feeling
her buttocks. The defendant stated that his body was "responding
to" her "love."

State requests that a warrant issue and that after
service of the warrant that the defendant be released on his
personal recogniznace. State also asks that the defendant be
order to not have any contact with the victim or any State's
witness, and that he have no unsupervised contact with females
under the age of sixteen.

Under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of
Washington, I certify that the oregoing is true and correct.
Signed and dated by me this 26& day of September, 1286, at

Seattle, Washington. /7Aéggiziziz<11/

HATHE?TNE M. FLACK

Certification for Determination NORM MALENG

Prosecuting Attorney
of Probable Cause W554 King County Courthause

Seattie Washington 98104
583 2200
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STATE OF WASHINGTON, e

Plaintiff,; NO. 86-1-03810-4

MOTION AND ORDER DETERMINING THE
EXISTENCE OF PROBABLE CAUSE,
DIRECTING ISSUANCE OF WARRANT
AND FIXING BAIL

Ve

ROBERT P. HOWERTON,

Defendant.

The plaintiff, having informed the court that it is
filing herein an Information charging the defendant with the
crime(s) of COMMUNICATING WITH MINOR FOR IMMORAL PURPOSES
now moves the court for an order determining the existence of prob-
able cause and directing the issuance of a warrant for the arrest
of the defendant, and

( ) fixing the bail of the defendant in the amount of
r surety or property bond, or cash;
(X) directing the release of the defendant, after booking,

on his or her personal recognizance and promise to appear

for arraignment at the scheduled time and date; and no

contact direct or indirect with victims and witnesses;
nor shall he have contact with any other minors except in
the presence of a responsible adult; and

In connection with this motion, the plaintiff offers the
information on the Suspect Information Report attached to this
motion and the affidavit attached to the Information.

Deputy Prosecuting Attorney

ORDER

The court, having reviewed the affidavit submitted
herein, hereby determines that probable cause exists to believe
that the above—-named defendant committed the crimes alleged in the
Information herein; and

IT IS ORDERED that the Clerk of the Superior Court issue
a warrant, returnable forthwith, for the arrest of the above—-named
ldefendant; and
I IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that
( ) the bail of the defendant is fixed in the amoUnt of

$ r Surety or property bond, or cash; | ,

s

Motion and Order Determining the Existence

of Probable Cause, Directing Issuance of NORM MALENG
Warrant and Fixing Bail - 1 Prasecuting Attorney
W554 King County Courthouse
Seattle Washington 98104
583.2200
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her personal recognizance and promise to appear for
arraignment at the scheduled time; and no contact direct
or indirect with victims and witnesses; nor shall he have
contact with any other minors except in the presence of a
responsible adult.

“ (X) the defendant be released, after booking, on his or

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the defendant be advised of
the amount of bail fixed by the court and/or conditions of his or
her release, and of his or her right to request a reduction of
bail and to be heard thereon. Service of the warrant by telegraph

or teletype is authorized.
DONE IN OPEN COURT this Zé:day of Septeybe§ 1986.

Deputy Prosecuting Attorney

Motion and Order Determining the Existence
of Probable Cause, Directing Issuance of
Warrant and Fixing Bail - 2 NORM MALENG

Prosecuting Attorney

W554 King County Courthouse
Seattie Washington 88104
583.2200




o o e - o
) i@;%“‘ E P’ ¥ v z..'» ‘!
a L - fc

Kiria

OCT 8198

SUPRERICR COURT i
Y OCARY POVICK

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

STATE OF WASHINGTON,

NOEC/ ﬁ(/{O '''' L(

NOTICE OF OMNIBUS DATE

Plaintiff,

Zolut Teroc e

Defendant.

' . ' v ' e e e e

HAVING NOW being arraigned on this matter, Your omnibus hearing has been set for

0 — R0

Q@i_p_/ in the Criminal Law Department, King County Courthouse. You must be present
at that time or a warrant may be issued for your arrest and your failure to appear may result in
additional criminal charges being filed.

1 acknowledge receiving a copy of this notice.

LA it

DEFENDANT

W/l

DATE

Plea Judge: D ; )LO ﬁ//

NOTICE OF OMNIBUS DATE
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IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF WASHINGTON FOR KING COUNTY

Defendant.

STATE OF WASHINGTON, sbot B PSEGSS- |
Plaintiff, ; NO. -1 52 810 4
v. . ) ORDER R PROMIBITING CONTACT ~
,eﬂb&%/“ P%WM%&‘V} ; SATY
)
)

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

IT 1S BEREBY ORDERED that the defendant shall have no contact,

directly, or indirectly in person, in writing, or by phone, persconally or

through other person, with 57/7/'/ L@M/k&.

23
24
25
26

until the 1al &E‘?‘ls cause js con ludedqoﬁ]m&&:w\ Otk &j@‘u’t"ﬁ'

DATED th:.s \day of @O &)@ A . 1986.

G [ %
J_'!USD G;SE:Q“Q&%\’———‘

Presented by:

Deputy Prosecuting A

Copy Received:

endan

ORDER PROHIBITING CONTACT

NORNI MA
Piosecuting Attorney

W554 king County Coutthouse
Scattle Wastungton 98102
583 2200
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IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF WASHINGTON
IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF KING

STATE OF WASHINGTON,
Plaintiff, NO. 86~103810-4

vs. DEMAND FOR DISCOVERY
ROBERT HOWERTON,

Defendant.

N N N N e e N N N

COMES NOW the Defendant, Robert Howerton, by and through his
attorney of record, Michael W. Bugni of Moren, Lageschulte &
Cornell, P.S., and demands a complete and legible copy of the
State’s entire file in this matter, including a list of witnesses
that the State intends to call (addresses and phone numbers
included) and a list of all persons (addresses and phone numbers
included) known to the State to have knowledge concerning any
aspect of this criminal case. This Demand for Discovery is made

pursuant to CrR 4.7(a), (c) and (e).

DATED this 6ﬂ*day of C:Z:+J@QA_ , 1986.

—

MOREN, LAGf/éﬂ,_ULTE( FRﬁLL, P.S.

~4 /Ex [ o
By 7 > NogMeo X 17 L
MICHAEL W. BUGNI /
Attorney for Defendant VY

e

P
l “_:\\
DEMAND FOR DISCOVERY - 1 &f)ﬁc“i

MOREN. LAGESCHULTE & CoRNeLL. P.S

ATTORNEYS AT LAW
ROOSEVELT - PINEHURST BUILOING
11320 ROOSEVELY WaAY N B

SEATTLE, WASHINGTON 98123
13061 348-2800




COUNTY

[ ICOURT OF WASHINGTON FOR

STATE OF WASHINGTON, ) |
Plaintiff,. ) NO. B86-1-03810-4
Ve . - )
" (GARREST WARRANT
ROBEKT P. HOWERTON, : QC! \h ﬂ\
Defendant. )
I\H )
‘?PMq~v

To Any Peace Officét In The State Of Washington:

An information has heen filed in the above entitled
Court, charging ROBERT P. HOWERTON with the crime(s) of
COMMUNICATING WITH MINOR FOR IMMORAL PURPOSES (RCW 9.68A.090) and
the Court having determined that there is probable cause for the
issuance of a warrant,

You are therefore commanded to forthwith arrest the said
ROBERT P. HOWERTON and keep him/her in custody until he/she is
discharged according to law, and make due return of this writ with
your manner of service endorsed thereon.

Service of this warrant by telegraph or teletype is authorized.

Bail fixed in the sum of Personal Recognizance and have no contact
direct or indirect with victim or witnesses; nor shall he have
contact with any other minors except in the presence of a
responsible adult.

Arrest Warrant - CrR 2.2(c), RCW 10.31.060

The court has ordered the issuance of fkhis warrant.

d Seal this
September, 1986.

Witness my hand

.'SEP 551566 day o

M. JANICE MICHEL$, Clerk of Superior Court

By
PAUL WOUD

qeputy Clerk

STATE OF WASHINGTON )

: ss.
King County )
I received the above Warrant on eeT ( , 196 and
Executed the same on Ol ¢ » 195¢ , by

arresting the defendant named

Loa,

and égzré;oﬁ VZ4Y] .

FEES
Service, [ S.COD Nel \HQWQA)r”FLJv{¢\Dﬁ
) Signatute
Mileage, L, SD
Keeping, Type or Print Name and Tltle{'
Total [<S.<1) Vo ﬂ:s,so"i
Agency

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

e
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CRIMINAL WARRANT INFORMATIN 4

R

DATE OF RLPORT Tamr Y
S ESRRTIVIR.. . % * S S - st e e e e et =
oo T e et e BOLICE-DEPARTMINT UNTY FtLE NO.
BOOKING DATE TimI OF FENSL B/A NUMBER
N « [ [ i
NAME (LA&T, FIRST, MIDDWE - JR., SR 18T 2N0. 3RD) SEx RACE
b Lo e U . o o \ - e
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REVIVAN S
. / , . B { . .
. : = \.l L ¢ Y _ - .
Lo - o me r £ P Eoons b/t na L -
SCARS, MARKS, TATTOOS, ARTIFICIAL BODY PARTS [TYC CAUTION - ARMED, DANGEROUS STATEMENT TAKEN? OWN REAL PROPERTY?
N e s L
LAST KNOWN ADDRESS - CITY. STATE, Z1P ; TELE PHONE NUMBER DAIVER LICENSE NUMBER
PN - . ) ) J . . ) B N
AMA RO A A o T A [l - e Ve i vde P
STATE €XPIRES SOCIAL SECURITY NUMBER LOCAL NUMBER FBI NUMBER STATE 10 NUMBER
WA | e . L L)
FINGERPRINT CLASSIFICATION ALIAS NAME(S) VER, LIC. NO, STATE ExP.
VERICLE 1.0. NO. YEAR MAKE MOOEL STYLE COLOR(S)
OCCUPATION BUSINESS ADORESS OR SCHOOL (COMPANY NAME . ADDRESS - DEPARTMENT OR SHOP NO. AND PHONE)
[ - h LI S g - P
Poot e VT T e ORI T TR L NN A
MARITAL STATUS - CHILDREN (NO.J LIVING WITH TIME IN COUNTY UNION AND LOCAL NUMBER
INVESTIGATING OFFICER SERIAL UNIT FHONE APPROVING OFFICER
e o ! AR R R V. S W2 U0 A LR e A0 -7
N
CASE NUMBER WARRANT OATE Tow OFF CODE . orn:C p BENcH DO
ARREST
s M [
AMOUNT OF SAIL V’L—-wnn\m NUMBER I1ISSUING AGENCY coumrT FILE
TreELONY ISCELLANFOUS INFORMATION (i.D. NUMBERS, NAME OF ATTORNEY, SURRENDER DATE, ETC
MISDEME A NOR

86-1 03810 4

AT LARG IN cusTooy [ ouT on PR [ / ouT on Bone [J

P.A. RETURN DATE: SUP. CT. ARR. DATE: _/L <
1

INFORMATION REGUIRED FOR WARRANT ENTRY INTO SEAKING, WACIC, AND NCIC WILL BE FURNISHEDBY THE
ORIGINATING AGENCY AND/OR PROSECUTING ATTORNEY.

EXTRADITION INFORMATION

MUST BE APPROVED BY THE CHIEF OR ASSISTANT CHIEF PROSECUTING ATTORNEY

APPROVED BY FOR EXTRADITION FROM
D SEAKING —=LOCAL ONLY D NCIC - WiLL EXTRADITE FROM ORE., IDA., MONT., WYO.,
CALIF.. NEV., UTAH, COLO., ARIZ.. NM, HAWAIl &
D WACIC —~STATE WIDE AL ASK A
D NCIC ~WILL EXTRADITE FROM D NCIC -~ WILL EXTRADITE FROM U.S. INCLUDING
IDA., & ORE. ONLY. HAWAIl & ALASKA

FOR DATA SYSTEMS USE ONLY

SPEAKING: - 7
CCN/ /'}2 S XZ,;/ (/ L.// DOE TOE ¢ SER.

WACIC: ;
WAC DoC Toc SER

NCIC:

SCRIAL UNIT DATE TIME

WARRANT RELEASED TO:!




SUPERIOR COURT OF WASHINGTON FOR KING COUNTY

G031 ¢ 1

ORDER SETTING TRIAL DATE ] Lo

abé'tt 717‘77/1«‘{//1# (CrR39 ‘ : :

W o AL

o y !I”lll'l/m : 3@2
You are hereby notified that your trial is set for », e , 199 % Th

7Y roper
date of arraignment on this information was  ____ 7 , 19 ¢ The
following dates are set forth to conform to the provisions of CrR 3.3.

STATE OF WASHINGTON,

Plaintilr,

)

To the Above Named Defendant And To Your Attorne

[J Time elapsed in District Court affecting CrR 3.3 was days.

{J Your reappearance following your failure 1o appear took place on , 19

{1 Other

[} Pretrial hearings are scheduled for , 19 at
Defendant must be prgsent for lh?curing to be held before a criminal motions judge.
/

1 understand that

S _5 o days will elapse before my assigned trial date.
1 further understand that failure 1o object to the date set for trial within 10 days of today will waive any

objection that lh%bo\ve date is in violation of CrR 3.3.

DATED this

1 acknowledg recéiv{ng a copy of this Order SetU@ Tnal Date and Pretrial Hearings.

_ day of

~e—e.—" DEFENSE ATTORNE
WAIVER OF RIGHT TO TRIAL WITHIN 60/90 DAYS

AFTER BEIN@ full);’advised of my right to trial within 60 days if 1 am incustodyortoa trial within 90 days if 1

am not in cugtody, fin L DIOYK 1y " R 357 hereb Zﬂ ¢ pf right io trial beyond this trial date
to (Dateh /o A llm.;
- y ~ ’/
279784 YN, A_ A &"W

DEFENSE ATTORNEY 4 DEFENDANT

DONE IN OPEN COURT this _‘gi day of @' {Vﬁﬁﬂ/ 5 %
ﬁ { ( L( 4 ( HM

4Qp "':#29#17 JUDGE

Ry
%
K
X



SUPERIOR COURT OF WASHINGTON FOR KING COUNTY

STATE OF WASHINGTON, )
Plaintil't, ) ) PR P
| vo (- (=0 3P4
) arera T
(’(/c\, Ny «\ \,—:krl/{h{" v }?_,(/\ ) OMNIBUS APPLICATION OF PRASECUTING ‘, {\
Ltendam. ) ATTORNEY AS TO DEFFNDANT‘ > o
) .:w‘,‘.‘_u v
. 0 :
1. The State of Washington makes the tollowing discovery motions: GQT 29 198b
*
Defendant to state the general nature of defendant’s defense. -umi sCURT C,LEK
URY PBVI
pWPUTY

Dated: /¢~ 29~ f(’j / /( \) / / / “C_/_,

Defendant to state whether there is any claim of incomipetence to stand trial or change p ea.

Defendant to state whether or not defendant will rely on an alibi and, if so, to furnish a list of defendant’s
alibi witnesses and their addresses.

Defendant to state whether or not defendant will rely on a defense of insanity or diminished capacity at the
time of the offense.

(1) If so, defendant to supply the name(s) of defendant’s witness(es) on the issue(s) of insanity or diminished
capacity, both lay and professional, whom the defense may call to testify.

(2) If so, defendant to permit the prosecution to inspect and copy all medical and other professional reports
from any witness(es) whom the defense may call as well as any materials and reports of others which were
reviewed by those witness(es).

(3) Defendant will also state whether or not defendant will submit to a psychiatric examination by a doctor
selected by the prosecution.

Defendant to furnish results of scientific tests, experiments or comparisons and the names of persons who
conducted the tests.

Defendant to provide in writing discovery of: names, addresses, phone numbers, summaries of testimony,
and written statement(s) of each and every person whom the defense may call to testify.

Defendant to permit the prosecution to inspect physical or documentary evidence which may be offered by
the defense.

2. The State of Washington makes these additional applications or motions (check if requested):
( )a. Defendant to be fingerprinted. '
( ) b. Defendant to permit taking samples of:
( ) blood; ( ) hair;
( ) saliva; ()
( )c. Defendant to provide handwriting exemplar.
( )d. Defendant to try on articles of clothing.
( )e. Defendant to submit to physical external inspection of defendant’s body.
( ) f. Defendant to appear in a line-up.
( )g. Defendant to speak for a voice identification by witnesses.
( ) h. Defendant to be photographed.
( )i. For the court to schedule a CrR 3.5 hearing.
()i
3. If the defendant testifies at trial, the state may offer evidence of prior convictions as disclosed~ m the\state s
- discovery. If additional criminal convictions are found, the state will advise defendant of such (‘omﬁg(;noris and
may offer such convictions at trial. N Q(‘__Af
Yttt

Deputy Prodecuting Attorney



~FILED

KiNg ¢ CHUN

Y. WAsHING TN

SUPERIOR COURT OF WASHINGTON 0CcT 29 1986
COUNTY OF KING

‘?Mlm COLRT i
BOGARY BOvK

U g

STATE OF WASHINGTON Plaintiff, . ) o
No. G- oe b »-(E_

N \ A ~ VS.k{ | % )
\("L’ A \ 7,‘71(,\1\?’\ D s STIPULATION AND WAIVER OF
Defendant. OMNIBUS HEARING

IT IS HEREBY STIPULATED by the parties in this case that there will be
no pre-trial motions or hearings in this case, that an Omnibus Hearing
would not be beneficial, and that the parties will be ready to begin
Jjury selection immediately upon the day of trial.

Respective counsel are ordered to exchange: names and addresses of
witnesses; written statements or written summaries of anticipated
testimony of witnesses,including expert reports and test results, if
any; and make available for inspection all physical and demonstrative

evidence by ﬁ&) - »
sl Al 19827

( ) Motion as to the admissibility of defendant's prior conviction(s)

set forth in state's omnibus application is reserved for trial court.

Rulings on additional motions:

WAIVER OF OMNIBUS HEARING is approved for defendant:
EXPIRATION DATE:

DATED: ij /\,Q $) \ 90
" <4SZ%%fLLH <E£Slkquﬂ

,. /Z{K JUDGE

T

A

PSS 5
Y K

/ o i

[

*

o,

— ALY
torney for

A

*

Stipulation and Waiver of Omnibus Hearing (STP) SC Form CLD-106 9/83
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SUPERIOR COURT OF WASHINGTON A y
COUNTY OF KING G,
gl

Hop TS,

QC e A
EhDHJCA&Cf\»/ QV? \‘ 52(5-\-(j*?>'§5\;(:> th\1

Plaintiff(s) NO.

VS.

ORDER AUTHORIZING REMOVAL OF COURT FILE

g Defendant (s)

IT IS ORDERED that:

Name : ?ﬂ‘* Grwr

nddress: \'3FLY NE = St
TRetleowe A

Telephone No.: C;L{L(* c\j? ¢ 1

is authorized to remove from the Clerk's Office the file in the above entitled

matter for a period of Z days.
W
F - 22
\

Dated: U\li? ‘lg,C
/3zdgv7$yﬁrt Commiss ionees

Approving Authority

" Presented by:

Y/ %//

COURT COMMISSIONER PRO TEA
- Dl ANAR NI

— hen g pnswens "\—\\Pt" - e
T L

: L
_ “Pusit tue 47 SIEA

N jg I O
.jf m cwtll wha O mw\u‘cJ | g/
o
%,
S

ORDER AUTHORIZING RFMOVAL OF COURT FILE (ORRMVF) ¢1-10.0100-7/78-WPF
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SUPERIOR COURT OF WASHINGTON
COUNTY OF KING

Withll OO
SUPERIOR COu:it 1%
E TTLE
STATE OF WASHINGTON Plaintiff, . e 033 Vu
vs. ORDER FOR FIVE(S5) DAY EXTENSION
OF EXPIRATION DATE
Robast P, Howerten .
Defendant.
THIS MATTER having been set for trial on (this date) ( '/zx>/8 Ca )

and because of unavoidable or unforeseen circumstances beyond the control of the
court or the parties and the court finding that:

( One or more of the attorneys for the parties herein are presently in trial
on another matter and unavailable.

( ) An interpreter is required for the trial and one is not presently available.

( ) Other:

and furthér finding that the defendant(s) will not be substantially prejudiced in
his or her defense,

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the expiration date in this cause shall be extended for
five(5) days to (/[ 28 _19

DATED: \./ 2—()

l ’ e

[~ Jubet
|

\jSEEr for Five!SSSgay Extension of Exp1rat§on Date (ORET) SC Form CLD-127 5/85
! §
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IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE ‘STATE OF WASHINGTON
IN AND FOR KING COUNTY

wﬁﬁﬁ‘j:
STATE OF WASHINGTON, | )
Plaintiff, ; No. 86-1-03810-4
e ; DEMAND FOR DISCOVERY
ROBERT P. HOWERTON, )
Defendant. ;

COMES NOW the Defendant, Robert P. Howerton, by and
through his attorney of record, Michael W. Bugni of Moren,
Lageschulte & Cornell, P.S., and demands production at trial of
the complaining witness’ diary, which diary is believed to be in
the possession of the complaining witness’ aunt, Shelly Ward,
27805 N.E. 33rd St., Redmond, Washington 98053.

DATED this 16th day of January, 1987.

MOREN, ngﬁgE§ULTE & CORNELL, P.S.

MICHAEL W. BU
Attorney for Defeéndant

DEMAND FOR DISCOVERY | éE),.
MoRen. LAGE:;CH\U({E & C gn’fnsu. l%

ORIGINAL T

SEATTLE. WASHINGTON s@128
1106) 308-3500

3




HHTER Rt Rt
(Copy Reoeipt) (Clerk's Date Stamp)
Sl Al S
SUPERIOR COURT OF WASH_IQG}TON FOR KING COUNTY
STATE OF WASHINGTON, } - ‘
County of King
STATE OF WASHINGTON,

Plaintiff . | No. 86-1-03810-4
V.

ROBERT P. HOWERTON,

SUBPOENA FOR TRIAL
(Civil Rule 45(a)(2))

Defendant...._.

THE STATE OF WASHINGTON,
To BOB WHITE

22629 13th South
Seattle, WA 98188

You are hereby commanded to be and appear at the Superior Court of the State of Washing-

ton, King County, in the Court room of Judge

Department No............. , in the King County Court House, in Seattle, at ... 2230

o'clock in the ... £9T€ noon of the ......28th _ day of .. January

A.D. 1987, then and there to testify as a witness on behalf of . Defendant, Robert P,
Howerton

wherein _ STATE OF WASHINGTON . Plaintiff .

in a certain cause therein, pending,
and .. ROBERT P. HOWERTON | , Defendant.

and to remain in attendance on said Court until discharged, and HEREIN FAIL NOT AT YOUR
PERIL.
WITNESS .Y . hands this .12th_day of ... January 1987

MICHAEL W. BUGNI
Attorney(s) of Record for - Defendant.. _

[{Name and Address for Window Envelops)

r |
Add 11320 Roosevelt Way N.E.

Seattle, Wash. 98.125 ...... 5
- d commonns.. 38575800 \

(3

Subposns 1 g
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GLIN T A T 33
(Copy Receipt) {ClerXk's Date Stamp)
Al T
SUPERIOR COURT OF WASHIN@ION"FOR KING COUNTY

STATE OF WASHINGTON, } ..
County of King

STATE OF WASHINGTON .
- Plamtift —— | No. 86-1-03810-4

V8.

ROBERT P. HOWERTON, SUBPOENA FOR TRIAL
(Civil Rule 45(a)(2))

Defendant..........

THE STATE OF WASHINGTON,
To... ROBBIE GARLYLE

You are hereby commanded to be and appear at the Superior Court of the State of Washing-

ton, King County, in the Court room of Judge

Department No.E942, in the King County Court House, in Seattle, at ...2.:.0.0
January

o’clock in the ... £9T€ noon of the ...~ th day of
Defendant

STATE OF WASHINGTON

in a certain cause therein, pending, wherein , Plaintiff ..___,
and ROBERT P. HOWERTON v , Defendant..._... ,
and to remain in attendance on said Court until discharged, and FAIL NOT AT YOUR
PERIL.

WITNESS .00V ... hands this 315t _ day of bemper D [ ) 19_86

aasenes

) MICHAFL W. BUGNI
Attorney(s) of Record for ..Detendant

[Name and Address for Window Envelope)

r L
Address. 11320 Rnosevelt Way N.E.
Seattle, Waslf.ﬂ&}fﬂ_
L J (Telephone):... 35 5-55 0 0 ‘ o |

Subpoena 1 P~
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(Copy Recelpt) mhe T {Clerk’s Date Stamp)

[N Y

SUPERIOR COURT OF WASHINGTON FOR KING COUNTY

STATE OF WASHINGTON, } -
County of King

STATF_OF WASHINGTON,

Plaintiff ... | No. B86-1-03810-4
V8.

ROBERT . HOWERTON, SUBPOENA FOR TRIAL

(Civil Rule 45(a)(2))

Defendant...__.. !

THE STATE OF WASHINGTON,
LARRY LEMKE

You are hereby commanded to be and appear at the Superior Court of the State of Washing-

ton, King County, in the Court room of Judge

Department No............. , in the King County Court House, in Seattle, at ... 2:30

A. D. 1987 then and there to testify as a witness on behalf of . Defendant, Robert P. .

Howerton

in a certain cause therein, pending, wherein _STATE OF WASHINGTON , Plaintiff.. .,
and .. ROBERT P. HOWERTON , Defendant......,
and to remain in attendance on said Court until discharged, SHEREIN FAIL NOT AT YOUR
PERIL.

WITNESS ...."W. .. - hands this .31St_ day of 1936

Attorney(s) of Record fc;r Defendant

fName and Address for Window Hnvelope]

r A
Add 11320 Roosevelt Way N.E.
Seattle, Wash. 98125 ...
L _J (Telephons):... 365 _550 0 ......

Subpoena 3
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{Copy Recelpt) {1, - (Clerk’s Date Stamp)

SUPERIOR COURT OF WASHINGTON FOR KING COUNTY

STATE OF WASHINGTON, } .
County of King

STATE OF WASHINGTON,

Plaintiff . | No, 86-1-03810-4
vi.

ROBERT P, HOWERTON, SUBPOENA FOR TRIAL
(Civil Rule 45(a)(2))

Defendant.._...

THE STATE OF WASHINGTON,
To.. AL TENNENT

You are hereby commanded to be and appear at the Superior Court of the State of W..shing-

ton, King County, in the Court room of Judge

Department No.E942, in the King County Court House, in Seattle, at ...9.:.00

o'clock in the ... £9T€ noonof the ... Jth day of .. January

A.D. 19.87  then and there to testify as a witness on behalf of

Defendant

N
STATE OF WASHINGTO , Plaintiff .__,

in a certain cause therein, pending, wherein
and .___ROBERT P. HOWERTON Deferdant.......
and to remain in attendance on said Court until discharged, and HEREIN FAIL NOT AT YOUR

PERIL. / )
WITNESS .Y ... hands this 315t _ day of Décember /~_ /~ ) 19 86

Saruscrsnss: ey

ICHAEL W, BU
Attorney(s) of Record for . Pefendant

[Name and Address for Window Envelope]

r ~l
Address. 11320 Roosevelt Way N.E.
Seattle, Wash. 93125
|_ _I (Telephone):... 3.6 5-.550.0 ......

Subpoena 13 -



“(Reccipt for Copy) " (Clerk’s Date Stamp)

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

STATE OF WASHINGTON,

Ple: utifr, No. 86-1-03810-4

SUBPOENA DUCES TECUM

ROBERT P, HOWERTON,
Defendant,

at ... 93OAM, then and there to give evidence in the above entitled case and you are further directed and

commanded to bring with you the following papers and documents now in your possession or under your control, viz:

and to remain in attendance on said Court until discharged, and HEREIN FAIL NOT AT YOUR PERIL.

Office and Post Office Address:

MOREN, LAGESCHULTE & CORNELL, P,S,
11320 Roosevelt Way N.E,

Seattle, WA 98125

365-5500

Lli-SC-102-SUBPOENA DUCES TECUM
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&N éﬁ SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF WASHINGTON
IN AND FOR KING COUNTY

No. 86-1-03810-4
STATE OF WASHINGTON,
DEMAND FOR DISCOVERY AND/OR
PRODUCTION OF (1) ORIGINAL
DIARY, (2) WITNESS STATEMENTS
(2ND WRITTEN REQUEST) AND (3)
WITNESS LIST (2ND WRITTEN
REQUEST) AND (4) OTHER SPECIFIED
DOCUMENTS

Plaintiff,
-

ROBERT P. HOWERTON,

Defendant.

e N e e it i e Nl Sl N “nt? et Vet o

COMES NOW the Defendant, Robert P. Howerton, by and
through his attorney of record, Michael W. Bugni of Moren,
Lageschulte & Cornell, P.S., and demands production at the time
of trial of:

1. The complaining witness’ diary, which diary is
believed to be in the possession of the complaining witness;

2. Page 3 (of 3 pages) of the Statement of Chani Hayes,
taken by Detective Robin A, Moran on July 10, 1986 at 9:31 a.m.

3. A copy of the Statement of Katherine Reynolds, taped
by Detective Larry Daley on July 8, 1986 at 4:30 p.m., per
Detective Daley’s case log which was provided to defense counsel
pursuant to the Defendant’s first Demand for Discovery. Both
this item and item No. 2 should have been provided to defense

counsel pursuant to Defendant’s first Demand for Discovery, dated

October 6, 1986. '

DEMAND FOR DISCOVERY o ; J

MOREN. LAGEScHULTE & CornELL. P.S.

: | n ATTORNEYS AT LAW
ROCHAEVELT -PINEMURET BUILOING
11280 ROOBRVELT WY N.&.

SEATTLE., WASHINGTON sguas
(204! 348.4800
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4. The Defendant demands a list of witnesses the State
intends to call (addresses and phone numbers included)., Also a
list of any additional persons (addresses and phone numbers
included) known to the State to have knowledge concerning any
aspect of this criminal case. Both demands were first made in
writing on October 6, 1986 and later made verbally on numerous
occasions. Said requests have yet to be honored.

5. All Children’s Protective Service, Harborview Sexual
Assault Center, Foster Care, or other records of state or private
agencies involved with the allegations of the complaining witness
or any other aspect of this criminal case.

6. All notes, internal memos, forms, and other records
kept or maintained by the King County Police Department or King
County Prosecuting Attorney which relate in any way to
observations about or the content of interviews of the
complaining witness.

7. All notes, tests, interviews, records or other
information related to counseling of Sybil Lemke by Lucy
Berliner, Harborview Sexual Assault Center, Dr. Arthur Wassmer,
Ph.D., Dr. David Penner, Ph.D., or by any other counsel during
the time period relevant to Sybil Lemke’s accusation against the
Defendant.

| This Demand for Discovery is made pursuant to CrR
4.7(a),(c) and (e).

A copy of the Defendant’s first written Demand for

DEMAND FOR DISCOVERY

MOREN. LAGESCHULTE & CornELL. PS.
ATTORNEYS AT LAW
ROOSEVELT - PINENURBY BUILD'AG
11308 ROOSEVELY warY M &

SEATTLE. WASHINGTON 99123
1204} 208.3300
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Discovery is attached hereto.

DATED thisﬁézgyyéay of January, 1987.

DEMAND FOR DISCOVERY

MOREN, L/l,,kG’E‘S' HULTE & CORNELL, P.S.

TCHAEL W. BUGN
Attorney for Defe

ant

MOREN. LAGESCHULTE & CorneLL. P.S.
ATTORNEYS AT LAW
AOOSEVELT HINERUASY BILOWNG
11380 ROOSEVELT WAY N.K.
BEATTLE. WASHINGTON PBVES
1206 368:3900
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IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF WASHINGTON
IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF KING

STATE OF WASHINGTON,
Plaintiff, NO.

vSs. DEMAND FOR DISCOVERY

ROBERT HOWERTON,

Defendant.

COMES NOW the Defendant, Robert Howerton, by and through his
attorney of record, Michael W. Bugni of Moren, Lageschulte &
Cornell, P.S., and demands a complete and legible copy of the
State’s entire file in this matter, including a list of witnesses
that the State intends to call (addresses and phone numbers
included) and a list of all persons (addresses and phone numbers
included) known to the State to have knowledge concerning any

aspect of this criminal case. This Demand for Discovery is made

pursuant to CrR 4.7(a), (c) and (e).

DATED this 6"‘* day of (D tobron , 1986.

MOREN, LAGESCH TE P.S.

By

Attorney for Defendant

DEMAND FOR DISCOVERY - 1

MoRen. Lacescuuite & Cornerd, PS.
ATTORNETYS AT LAW
POOSEVEL! -PuEwuUSS T SuiL DiNG
1000 SDOUEVELY waw N §
BEATTLE. WARMINOTON OOVRD
B0e NS -9000
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IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF WASHINGTON
IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF _xixc

STATE OF WASHINGTON,

Plaintifr, No. 86-1-03810-4

SUBPOENA DUCES TECUM

ROBERT P. HOWERTON,
Defendant,

at9'30A'M, then and there to give evidence in the- above entitled case and you are further directed and

commanded to bring with you the following papers and documents now in your possession or under your control, viz:

see attached’

and to remain in attendance on said Court until discharged, and HEREIN FAIL NOT AT YOUR PERIL.

Attormmey(s) For.. Defendant. ... .

Office and Post Office Address:
MOREN, LAGESCHULTE & CORNELL, P,S.
11320 Roosevelt Way N.E. g ﬁ?\
Seattle, WA 98125 A
365-5500

ORIGINAL

LMI-$C-102-SUBPOENA DUCES TECUM
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IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF WASHINGTON
IN AND FOR KING COUNTY

No. 86-1-03810-4

DEMAND FOR DISCOVERY AND/OR
PRODUCTION OF (1) ORIGINAL
DIARY, (2) WITNESS STATEMENTS
(2ND WRITTEN REQUEST) AND (3)
WITNESS LIST (2ND WRITTEN
REQUEST) AND (4) OTHER SPECIFIED
DOCUMENTS

STATE OF WASHINGTON,
Plaintiff,

VSC

ROBERT P. HOWERTON,

Defendant.

COMES NOW the Defendant, Robert P. Howerton, by and
through his attorney of record, Michael W. Bugni of Moren,
Lageschulte & Cornell, P.S., and demands production at the time
of trial of:

1. The complaining witness’ diary, which diary is
believed to be in the possession of the complaining witness;

2. Page 3 (of 3 pages) of the Statement of Chani Hayes,
taken by Detective Robin A. Moran on July 10, 1986 at 9:31 a.m.

3. A copy of the Statement of Katherine ﬁeynolds, taped
by Detective Larry Daley on July 8, 1986 at 4:30 p.m., per
Detective Daley’s case log which was provided to defense counsel
pursuant to the Defendant’s first Demand for Discovery. Both
this item and item No. 2 should have been provided to defense

counsel pursuant to Defendant’s first Demand for Discbvery, dated

October 6, 1986.

DEMAND FOR DISCOVERY

MOREN. LAGESCHULTE & CORNELL. P.S.
ATTORNEYS AY LAW
ROOBEVELT -PINEHUARST BUVILDING
11320 ROOBEVELT WAY N.E.
SEATTLE. WABHINGTON 9828
1308} 308-3800




4. The Defendant demands a list of witnesses the State

-

intends to call (addresses and phone numbers included). Also a

2

3 list of any additional persons (addresses and phone numbers

4 included) known to the State to have knowledge concerning any

5 aspect of this criminal case. Both demands were first made in

6 writing on October 6, 1986 and later made verbally on numerous

7 occasions. Said requests have yet to be honored.

8 5. Aall Children’s Protective Service, Harborview Sexual
9 Assault Center, Foster Care, or other records of state or private

agencies involved with the allegations of the complaining witness

10 or any other aspect of this criminal case.

" 6. All notes, internal memos, forms, and other records
12 kept or maintained by the King County Police Department or King
13 County Prosecuting Attorney which relate in any way to

14 observations about or the content of interviews of the

15 complaining witness.

16 7. All notes, tests, interviews, records or other

17 information related to counseling of Sybil Lemke by Lucy

18 Berliner, Harborview Sexual Assault Center, Dr. Arthur Wassmer,
19 Ph.D., Dr. David Penner, Ph.D., or by any other counsel during
20 the time period relevant to Sybil Lemke’s accusation against the
21 Defendant.

22 This Demand for Discovery is made pursuant to CrR

23 4.7(a),(c) and (e).
24 A copy of the Defendant’s first written Demand for

25

DEMAND FOR DISCOVERY

MOoREN. LAGESCHULTE & CorneLL. PS.
ATTORNEYS AT LAW
NOOSEVELY - PINEWURET BUILDING
11380 ROOSEVELY WAy B B
SEATTLE. WASHINGTON 98128
108! 388:3000
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Discovery is attached hereto.

DATED this &Q_vyday of January, 1987.

DEMAND FOR DISCOVERY

MOREN, lfGE HULTE & CORNELL, P.S.

TCHAEL W. BUGNJ
Attorney for Defe

Mogen. LacescHuLTE & CorneLL. P.S.
ATTORNEYS AT LAW
ROOSEVELT PINEHURSTY BUILOING
11380 RODSEVELY WwarY N &
SEATTLE. WASBSHINGTON 98123
(208} 2080000
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IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF WASHINGTON
IN AND POR THE COUNTY OF KING

STATE OF WASHINGTON,
Plaintiff, NO.

VS. DEMAND FOR DISCOVERY

ROBERT HOWERTON,

Defendant.

N P P N P P St

COMES NOW the Defendant, Robert Howerton, by and through his
attorney of record, Michael W. Bugni of Moren, Lageschulte &
Cornell, P.S., and demands a complete and legible copy of the
State’s entire file in this matter, including a list of witnesses
that the State intends to call (addresses and phone numbers
included) and a list of all persons (addresseé and phone numbers
included) known to the State to have knowledge concerning any

aspect of this criminal case. This Demand for Discovery is made

pursuant to CrR 4.7(a), (c) and (e).

DATED this 6"3 day of Oc."'o—'(l@\ , 1986.

MOREN, ' LL, P.S.

By

Attorney for Defendaut

DEMAND FOR DISCOVERY - 1

Moren. LaGescru i Te & CoanewL PS.
ATTORNMEYS AT LW
BPPsE vELY SIEwUSe T Sun, Bung
1000 ADOSSVELY wiv & §

SEATILE. WARNENG TON SIES
L& o ]




s,

SUPERIOR COURT OF WASHINGTON ool
COUNTY OF KING
il JI’H ol

Plaintiff_,[.é‘l! i

) o S6— - 02% 1)

ORDER ON CIVIL MOTION -tO SRR =A) TIMEz

Thale of Wash

vVS.

(\\c ‘D«‘f‘,* P {dem'é“:_\ Defendant.

The above-entitled Court, having heard a motion ‘(ZJ f[\fﬁ/@*\ "Mﬂa cg

_&é&dﬁ&& 42 JM’\,‘OQ/(/ o }t? O«\p é“. a/&, CA.)‘L;Q!'\U/&;X ‘L@
M Bl

IT 1S HEREBY ORDERED that _ T8¢ vwrdine Lol Mo bro A i
Cosaeclipn, oA <4 00 pun  on /23 /r7

{

DATED: — /\Q% .10%:7

Order on Civil Motion (ORM)



(A3 SUPERIOR COURT OF WASHINGTON | ... =
@R  COUNTY OF KING |
s TN VIO

Plaintiff 'f?\f ]r

7im S6—1-0x%10  #

ORDER ON CIVIL MOTION 10O <HORMA) TIME

<ot of Wash

vSs.,

@c \3«‘”{‘ P (t’\/\v\'é{;\ Defendant.

The above-entitled Court, having he/ard a motion ‘*{7» ‘5(

\iﬁjfbf\ %'Wk\e a{
?~ O _,‘;'".ti’/éy ;

2 24 Eé@

' i ' 7 g
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that — (08 vuedisn ~doll o kron A on_
DJ‘JMU/V;; o\ walde) RS S lZ(Q BJJ 2

DATED: =23 &g ' .
—=E L O

VN | VJUDGE

SC Form JO-103



(Receipt for Copy) RN (Clerk's Date Stamyp)

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

STATE OF WASHINGTON,

PlaintifT, No. 86-1-03810-4

v SUBPOENA DUCES TECUM

ROBERT P. HOWERTON,
Defendant,

at900 ..... A.'M., then and there to give evidence in the above entitled case and you are further directed and

commanded to bring with you the following papers and documents now in your possession or under your control, viz:

All records, files, notes, charts, admission sheets, discharge sheets,
laboratgry test reports, x-rays, and any and all medical records in your
possession, including notes, pertaining to the care and treatment of
SYBIL L©MKE.

and to remain in attendance on said Court until discharged, apd HEREIN FAIL NOT AT YOUR PERIL.

Dated..January 23, 1987

Office and Post Office Address:

MOREN, LAGESCHULTE & CORNELL,
11320 Roosevelt Way N.E.
Seattle, WA 981@5

365-5500

LMi-SC-102-SUBPOENA DUCES TECUM

TN g g, gay b




(Receipt for Copy) (Clerk's Date Stamp)

IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STM:E OF WASHINGTON
IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ___mxc

STATE OF WASHINGTON,

Plaintifr, No. 86-1-03810-4

SUBPOENA DUCES TECUM
ROBERT P. HOWERTON

Defendant,

The State of Washington to............... SYBIL . LEMEE ...t tssi et astnscarsa s Greeting:

You are hereby required to appear in Room...E942, of the Superior Court of the State of Washington for the County

.................................................... at the Court House at ....Seattle. ... on.January. 28 ....19.87. .
9:00

at...2.r 00 A= M., then and there to give evidence in the above entitled case and you are further directed and

commanded to bring with you the following papers and documents now in your possession or under your control, viz:

Original Diary.

and to remain in attendance on said Court until discharged, and HEREIN FAIL NOT AT YOUR PERIL.
Dated......January.26.,..1987. ..,

Attorney(s) For..Defendant. ...,

Office and Post Office Address:

Moren, Lageschulte & Cornell, P.S.
11320 Roosevelt Way N.E.

Seattle, WA 98125

(206) 365-5500

LMI-SC=102-SUBPOENA DUCES TECUM




‘/ A
1 IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF WASHINGTON
IN AND FOR KING COUNTY

2
STATE OF WASHINGTON, )
3 ) NO. 86-1-03810-4
Plaintiff, )
4 ) AFFIDAVIT OF MAILING
vs. ) SUBPOENA DUCES TECUM
5 ) TO E. PAUL GIERSCH
s | ROBERT P. HOWERTON, )
)
pefendant. )
7 )

8 || STATE OF WASHINGTON)

9 )} ss.
COUNTY OF KING )
10 THE UNDERSIGNED, being first duly sworn on oath, deposes and
1 says: That I am a citizen of the United States, over the age of
12 18 years, not a party to or interested in the within matter, and
13 competent to be a witness herein.
14 That on the 26th day of January, 1987, I deposited in the
15 mails of the United States an envelope addressed and possessing
16 postage first class prepaid, which envelope was directed to:
17 E. Paul Giersch
18 Attorney for Sybil Lemke
1211 Smith Tower

19 Seattle, WA 98104
20 and which contained a Subpoena Deces Tecum.
21 -

BRENDA LINDSEY A¢f
22 SIGNED and SWORN TO before me on, Su Loy 2o s 1987, by
23 Brenda Lindsey.
24 =oAL

Notary \Putlic in &nd for the
25 State Of Washington, residing

at __ Scohnoman .

My appointment expires: \\-zz2-Kk%4

AFFIDAVIT OF MAILING _ M()RI{N.LA(‘;I-’S('II('LI'E&C()RNELL.P.ﬁ <0
ATTORNEYS AT LAW ’ ’

SEATTLE. WASHINGTON 88123
1206 365.5300




SUPERIOR COURT OF WASHINGTON

COUNTY OF KING
rr G-~ 0350-Y

iPlaintiff, No.

L
STATE OF WASHINGTON ???3

egir e

Vs, , ORDER FOR FIVE(5) DAY EXTENSION
QW T JAN 28 MM 9 40 OF EXPIRATION DATE
Wiy e Defendant:
SUPERIOR cCui -
SEATT! - | // //
THIS MATTER having been set for trial on (this date) ( [ [aR /27 )

and because of unavoidable or unforeseen circumstances beyond the control of the
court or the parties and the court finding that:

(V') One or more of the attorneys for the parties herein are presently in trial
on another matter and unavailable.

( ) An interpreter is required for the trial and one is not presently available.

( ) Other:

’!

and further finding that the defendant(s) will not be substantially prejudiced in
his or her defense,

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the expiration date in th}; cause shall be extended for

/ /
_ K L’/Vl'm

7V T 9UDGE
14

Order for Five(5) Day Extension of Expiration Date (ORET) SC Form CLD-127 "5/85

4

DATED: é%ﬁgfuifﬂy 21 1927/




In the SURGRIOR RING “ite of Wash. No, 86 1 03810 4
| AFFIDAVIT OF SERVICE OF
STATE OF WASHINGTON
Vs, Plaintiff
ROBERT P. HOWERION SUBPOLNA DUCES TECUM

o TRIAL: 1/28/87 @ 9:00am
Defendant

Garnishee Defendant
State of Washington

SS
County of King The writ served was accompani
panied by four answer forms and three
postage prepaid envelopes which were pre-addressed to the Clerk of lhe D A copy of the summons

Court, to lhe Plaintiff or his atlorney, and to |he Defendant, and H
cash or check payable to the garnishee, to the amount of Ten Dollars. served is attached hereto

The undersigned, being first duly sworn, on oath deposes and says: That he is now and at all times herein
mentioned was a citizen of the United States and resident of the State of Washington, over the age of eighteen years, not
a party to or interested in the above entitled action and competent to be a witness therein.

That on 01/27/87 at 1:50p M., at 325 Sth St., Seattle

s

King County, Washington, affiant duly served the above-described documents in the above-entitied matter upon

Lucy Berliner, MSW

by then and there personally delivering a true and correct copy thereof to and leaving same with

Jeanne Siueen, Designee for Lucy Berliner

That at the time and place set forth above affiant duly served the above described documents in the above-

entitied matter upon

by then and there, at the residence and usual place of abode of said person(s), personally delivering ___ true and

correct copy(ies) thereof to and leaving the same with

RESIDENCE SERVICE

being a person of suitable age and discretion then resident therein.
. Affiant further states that he is informed and believes, and therefore alleges, that neither of said defendants is in
the military service of the United States.

— _TRIPS@______ MILES . 7/7
7
Subscribed and Sworn to before me __01/28/87 M. Mirarte / mls
SERVICE ATTEMPTED AT: %Ua M /{/)
4 /,LOL 4 OM
NOTARY PUBLIC infand for the Jtate
of Washington, r¢siding at '_
Service Return Cert.
Fees —_6.00  Travel 8.00 Fee 5.00__ Mail Total $ 19,00

AFFIDAVIT OF SERVICE—ABC/LMI No. 1A \% £ )
)




B 8§Dl Yeurnat of Comms

FH_ED
1967 JANJ2S M 10: 55
. {Copy Receipt) — ){[&L “,Ci‘r’l{"f' — (Clerk’s Dute Stamp)
SUPERIOR COURT OF WASHINGTON FOR KING COUNTY

STATE OF WASHINGTON, } -
County of King

STATE OF WASHINGTON,

Plaintiff.... | No. 86-1-03810-4
vs.

ROBERT P. HOWERTON, SUBPOENA FOR TRIAL
(Ctvil Rule 45(a}(2))

THE STATE OF WASHINGTON,
To. DETECTIVE LAWRENCE DALEY, KING COUNTY POLICE OFFICER
King County Sheriff's Department

King County Courthouse, 3rd & James, Seattle, WA 98104

You are hereby commanded to be and appear at the Superior Court of the State of Washing-

ton, King County, in the Court‘room of Judge...... £» ..b:u.ohﬁf.:.?m.z,‘(...: ..... 5:&..6::6&1&.2 ................. -
Department No............. , in the King County Court House, in Seattle, at ... 2.:.30
o'clock in the ... £9T€_noon of the .<Z% th day of . J3nUary

STATE OF WASHINGTON

in a certain cause therein, pending, wherein , Plaintiff ...,

and ROBERT T) . HOW’ERTON Defendant....

and to remain in attendance on said Court until discharged, and IN FAIL NOT AT YOUR

" | A=

WITNESS ....Y . hands this .. 19th_ day of ... J2AARELY 19.87
RICHAEL W. B
Attorney(s) of Record for ...Defendant
{Name and Address for Window Envelope] yd
Address 11320 Roosevelt Way N.E. (p
Seattle, Wash. 98122 . C().
L _l (Telephone):... 3 6. 5._5.)5 0.0 ....... %

Subpoens 1 g
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IN THE SUPERIOR COURMOF ‘THE STATE OF WASHINGTON
IN AND FOR KING COUNTY

STATE OF WASHINGTON,
NO., 86-1-03810-4
Plaintiff,
AFFIDAVIT OF SERVICE
vs. OF SUBPOENA DUCES TECUM
ROBERT P, HOWERTON,

Defendant.

STATE OF WASHINGTON)
) ss.
COUNTY OF KING )

THE UNDERSIGNED, being first duly sworn on oath, deposes and
says: That I am a citizen of the United States and resident of
the State of Washington, over the age of 18 years, not a party to
action and competent to be a witness herein.

That on Thursday, January 29, 1987, at 10:10 p.m., at the
King County Courthouse, Room E197, Seattle, King County,
Washington, affiant duly served the above-described document in
the above-entitled matter upon Lawrence Daly, Detective, by then
and there personally delivering a true and correct copy thereof
and leaving same with his secretary/recep$1onlst who was
authorized to accept service. He late “called me and

acknowledged receipt.
/\z@/ﬁ

AEL W. BUGNI 4

SIGNED and SWORN TO before me on January 29, 1987, by

Michael W. Bugni.
Bunsia L. %WL

Notary Public in and.fqr’ df
ng

State of ashlngton, resi
Stattle.. (W&

My appointment expires: 5“»13 70

)
AFFIDAVIT OF SERVICE MUMNLmemln&(LwnLR&

ATTORNEYS AT LAW
ROOSEVELT-PINEHURST BUILOING
11320 ROOSEVELT WAY N
SEATTLE. WASHINGTON 88123
208} 1859900
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IN THE SUPERIORlbWRT bF 'I‘HE STATE OF WASHINGTON
IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF KING

STATE OF WASHINGTON,

NO. 86-1-03810-4
AFFIDAVIT OF SERVICE OF
SUBPOENA DUCES TECUM

Plaintiffs,
vsl

ROBERT P. HOWERTON,

Defendant.

N N S N N N

STATE OF WASHINGTON )
) ss.
COUNTY OF KING )

The undersigned, being first duly sworn, on oath deposes and
says: That he is now and at all times herein mentioned was a
citizen of the United States and resident of the State of
Washington, over the age of eighteen years, not a party to the
above entitled action and competent to be a witness therein.

That on Friday, January 23, 1987, at 12:10 p.m., at the King
County Courthouse, Courtroom E912, Seattle, King County,
Washington affiant duly served the above-described document in
the above-entitled matter upon Kate M. Flack puty Prosecutor,
by then and there personally delivering a } ect copy
thereof and leaving same with Kate M.

Signed and sworn to before me on January Qﬂf, 1387, by
Michael W. Bugni.

, 7 -

% g IR
ﬂwmfﬁ R 1@
OTARY PUBLIC in and for the /Stata

of Washlngton, re51d1ng at S(l{ﬂ‘ :
My appointment expires ¢ -2% <73

AFFIDAVIT OF SERVICE

MOREN, LAGESCHULTE & CoRrNELL. P.S.
ATYORNEYS AT LAW
ROOAEVELT-PINEMURST BUILOING
11320 ROORRVELY Way N.E
SEAYTLE, WASHINGTON 9825
12061 348-%800



ol NON-TRIAL

SCOMIS code: ‘
_L_~PREHRG ___DISPHRG ~__ HEARING
____POSTHRG ~__ MINUTE

JUDGE :
BAILIFF:
COURT CLERK:
REPORTER:

King County Cause No. S /- /0 3£/ "3/

Case Caption

oy 0:2[ (¢ 4)44A44\4§"222¢ Vs Xaded LrcwesTos

Litigants and attorneys

/ ; / f f
At AN N LQHbQL0 2 X2 H SN A ALl D4

WL L

D)o st / / ' /
Y NARBAMNT A LDLAAL e "L LL Al L LAL £ Y e A ¢ ) (L2

Minute Entry

vy ’ Yoy P el L

WA—/ 14(4'/ 1‘. % ./.4/,14/ 4 ‘/ S < ’ — / _{! AV‘J A’ /

A o d el "l A o, !.._s{‘/ . ' & ,4 A, L s ,, ‘.__’__:./
‘ j 7 7

Dttt 7 s 18 5 8 e 8 o e




KING COUNTY SupP.
riminal Law Department

OR COURT

NOTICE OF MISDEMEANOR SENTENCING DATE

MICHAEL BUGNI 365-5500

Judge

g JOHN DARRAH Roogrpzs  [Pate  3_30-87

b B o N —
STy 7 pp 83

Full Case ‘ D
Name STATE OF WASHINGTON Vs ROBERT HOWERTON
Cause Number ﬁﬁfﬁhdﬂfbhqgﬁarge4w

86-1-03810-4 SLATTIE w4 """ COMMUNICATE W/MINOR IMMORAL PURPOSES
Date of Guilty Plea Sentencing Date Time

FEBRUARY 25, 1987 at 8:30AM

1-30-87

Attorney Telephone

NO PRESENTENCE INVESTIGATION REPORT HAS BEEN ORDERED FROM THE PROBATION DEPARTMENT IN
THIS MISDEMEANOR CASE. PRESENTENCE REPORTS ARE REQUIRED FROM THE PROSECUTING ATTORNEY

AND THE DEFENSE ATTORNEY.

—COMMENTS :

Defendant's Address
IN CUSTODY

City, State, Zip

Telephone

Defendant's Date of Birth

DISTRIBUTION:

Calendar Control

Prosecuting Attorney's Office
Defense Attorney
Sentencing Judge

74
Criminal Records Coordinator L;)

SC Form CLD-119 4/85




FILED
K. " INTY. WASHINGTON

IN THE SUPERIOR COURT QF {Eg (F24887 OF WASHINGTON FOR KING COUNTY

PERIOR COURT CLORY
S L pewESE

STATE OF WASHINGTON,

RN, K- [ 03810 -
Plaintiff, g STATEMENT OF DEFENDANT
vs. ) ON PLEA OF v
o ) s f
Koo berd ? ]'"‘c“-n.uer"‘{‘m\ ¢ ) m"o% :
Defendant. )
)

{,
1. My true name is /%fé//é&/ %WC/V;?
2, My age is \32;2 .

3. I went through the A2 grade in school.” fgz;%?‘ ‘24;“{¢ 5

4. I have been informed and fully understand that I have the rightk"to
representation by a lawyer and that if I cannot afford to pay for a
lawyer, one will be provided at no expe€nse to me. My lawyer's name is

, -

ALt 5 .

5. I have been informed and fully understand_that I am charged with the
crime(s) of el , 2 .

that the elements of the crime(s) are:

¢oﬂ%§254134w¢c4od“t-AZGC;ZZL;zégg;Aéé

~e

and that the maximum sentence(s) for which is (are): 1524254

and $ < 979 fine(s).

in jail

I have been given a copy of the information.

6. I have been informed and fully understand that:

(a) I have 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) I have the right to remain silent before and during trial,
and I need not testify against myself.

{(c) I have the right to hear and question any witness who testifies
against me.

(d) I have the right at trial to have witnesses testify for me.
These witnesses can be made to appear at no expense to me.

{(e) I am presumed innocent until the charge(s) is (are) proven
beyond a reasonable doubt, or until I enter a plea of guilty.w

‘7 7' we the right to appeal a determination of guilt after a
trial.

(g) If I plead guilty, I give up the rights in statements (a)
through (f) of this paragraph 6.




7. I plead ;é “ % to the crime(#9 of

Lt 77 o ' , as charged.,

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 offer this
plea, except as set forth in this statement.

11. I have been informed and fully understand that the Prosecuting
Attorney will make the following recommendation to the court:

/44‘

o .. . 7
d’ ’ 41’/4}1 e P R Wb s s B - P A ALt 7 o i R SRR Ny A LY E4
R ] y , p

12. I have been informed and fully understand that the court can impose
any sentence up to 22 .€ 247 in jail and a fine of
&ji%[k?fg' and that fﬁe court does not have to follow the Prosecuting
Attorney's recommendation as to sentence. The court is completely free to

give me any sentence up to the maximum set out above.,

13. I understand that if I am on probation or parole, a plea of guilty
to the present charge(s) will be sufficient ground for a Judge to revoke

my probation or for the Parole Board to revoke my parole.

14. The court has asked me to state briefly in my own words what I did
that resulted in my being charged with the crime(s) with which I have

been charged. This is my statement- //4/4.;44/ A a2y 2 e L

’L
oS a PRIy // 7 % 2 /I 2 A2 ] VL) /..4‘ %z -

/) /léf'm m/W

2 sz ” S 2 . ,m s
,MW’WMM/

STATEMENT OF DEFENDANT ON PLEA OF GUILTY - p. 2
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15. I have read, or have had read to me, and fully understand all of
the numbered sections above (1 through 15) and I have received a copy
of this "Statement of Defendant on Plea of Guilty"” form. I have no
further questions to ask of the court.

UL Lo

DEFE)’VDANT 5
v g /\Jnj 2 ' ;
Deputy Prosecuting Attorney " pefendant's Attorne

The foregoing statement was read by or to the defendant and signed
by the defendant in open court in the presence of his (her) attorney,
the deputy prosecuting attorney and the undersigned judge.

The court finds the defendant's plea(s) of guilty to be knowingly,
intelligently and voluntarily made, that the court has informed the
defendant of the nature of the charge(s) and the consequences of the
plea(s), that there is a factual basis for the plea(s), and that the
defendant is guilty as charged.

TRIAL DATE of _#MI 3 7 . 198 7 is stricken.
{

DATED this _§ & _ day of , 198 7

7 WQ%

Judge
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CAUSE MO, 36-1-03810-4

SUPPCEINTEZTTIE_

CERTIFICATION FOR DETERMINATION OF PROBABLF CAUSE

That Katherine M. Flack is a Deputy Prosecuting Attorney
for King County and is familiar with the police report and investi-
gation conducted in King County Department of Puhlic Safety case
No. 86-139735;

That this case contains the following upon which this
motion for the determination of probhable cause is made;

Ms. Lemke, date of birth ODctober 18, 1371, reports that
she first became involved with the defendant, Robert P. Howerton,
in 1985. The defendant, a church counselor, began to counsel
Ms. Lemke for problems arising from her rebellion to the teachings
of rthe Community Chapel Church.

In late July or August 1985, the defendant asked
Ms., Lemke to be his spiritual connection.

>

At some time between September and December 1935, the
defendant asked Ms. Lemke to spend the day with him. At the close
of the day, the defendant drove #4s. Lemke to Redondo Beach,
parked, and hegan tc talk. Shortly thereafter, the defendant
rmoved the car to a dark location at the back of the beach parking
lot. The defendant asked Ms. Lemke to scoot over to him for a
"heart to heart® talk. At this time the defendant began to tell
her he loved her, began kissing her, rubbed her thighs and feeling
her buttocks. The defendant stated that his body was, "responding
to" her "love.” :

State requests that a warrant issue and that after
service of the warrant that the defendant be released on his
personal recogniznace. State also asks that the defendant be
order to not have any contact with the victim or any State's
witness, and that he have no unsupervised contact with ferales
under the age of sixteen.

Under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of
Washington, I certify that the foregoing is true and correct.
Signed and dated by me rhis __ day of September, 1986, at
Seattle, Washington.

KATHERINE M. FLACK

Ly,

Certification for Determination . m. R . NORM MALENG

i Prosecuting Attorney
of Probable Cause WS554 King County Courthouse

T2
- , . / Seattle. Washington 98104
\1%&*

5832200




(Deferral)
SENTENCE RECOMMENDATION

| , Date:%' 5&/ /@?7
Defendant: ){fE;QAJ/ SZ;QPT“QAGJT%—/
Cause No. £7 - | 34 ‘5] J- &) Attorney: __é%ﬁg____
On Plea To

(414?70944444/n442h%52i:fi w7~ ’\/u;?;z‘4V7f“"
/

Special Finding/Verdict Deadly Weapon Firearm
on Count (s) RCW 9.95.040 RCW 9.41.025
Upon disposition of Count(s) , the state moves to
dismiss Count (s) .

State recommends that the sentence of this defendant be DEFERRED (RCW 9.95.200/
210) for a period of onl yeaﬂ# on the following conditions:

Serve __ /65,- An the King County Jail
( with credit for time served, \/ work release, if eligible)

\////Supervised probation, no law violations, pay costs, mandatory
$50.00 Victim Penalty Assessment,

astorpeyts—fees,—ifappointed

L}?eé’titution/éf},ﬁwm Wf &nzﬂ»\ W

RCW .

ndatory minimum term: /ff/'(/(/ 7A. 6?/7.0% _ .

he above recommendation is made with the understanding that the defendant has the following
prior criminal convictions or juvenile adjudications which have been confirmed by the
defendant and his counsel by acceptance of this offer. The state's recommendation will
increase in severity if additional criminal convictions are found or if the defendant commits
any new crimes, fails to appear for sentencing or violates the conditions of his release.

PRIOR RECORD:

%W

This recommendation may be withdrawn at any time prior to entry of guilty plea and may be
accepted only by the entry of a guilty plea as set forth above,

Approved by: ‘///
King County Prosecuting Attorney V




g PLEASE NOTE C .NG.. OF SENTENCING DATE
gﬂ&lm COUNTY SUPERIOR COURT Fdekdedodkddedddn wlklkbdohdobdohokh ik hkdok ks

riminal Law Department

NOTICE OF MISDEMEANOR SENTENCING DATE

S N A

] o

% jouN DARRAH RO%275  |P*90 1:30-87
Z 2]
TR |

Full Case : - Q
Lvame STATE OF WASHINGTON Vs ROBERT HOWERTON
Cause Number Charge IR :

86-1-03810-4 COMMUNICATE W/MINOR IMMORAL PURPOSES
Date of Guilty Plea Sentencing Date Time

1-30-87 MARCH 24, 1987 at 8:30AM
Attorney : Telephone

MICHAEL BUGNI 365-5500

NO PRESENTENCE INVESTIGATION REPORT HAS BEEN ORDERED FROM THE PROBATION DEPARTMENT IN

THIS MISDEMEANOR CASE. PRESENTENCE REPORTS ARE REQUIRED FROM THE PROSECUTING ATTORNEY
AND THE DEFENSE ATTORNEY.

COMMENTS :

Defendant's Address
24201-24th So
City, State, Zip

._.1§guﬁt‘la 98032
Telephone

878-1310
Defendant's Date of Birth
10-30-54
DISTRIBUTION: "~ Calendar Control

Prosecuting Attorney's Office
Defense Attorney
Sentencing Judge

SC Form CLD-119 4785
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IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF WASHINGTON
IN AND FOR KING COUNTY

STATE OF WASHINGTON,
NO. 86-1-03810-4
Plaintiff,
DEFENDANT'S PRESENTENCE REPORT
vs.

ROBERT P. HOWERTON,

Defendant.

L T S S N W P S S

COMES NOW the defendant, Robert P. Howerton, by and through
his attorney of record, Michael W. Bugni of Moren, Lageschulte &
Cornell, P.S., and for the purpose of assisting the court in
imposing a just and reasonable sentence, sets forth the following
pre-sentence report.

I. BACKGROUND

On January 30, 1987, the defendant entered an "Alford" plea
to the charge of Communicating With a Minor for Immoral Purposes,
a gross misdemeanor. According to the Amended Certification for
Determination of Probable Cause, the defendant committed the
following acts against the victim:

1. Kissed her at Redondo Beach;
2. Rubbed her thighs and felt her buttocks;

3. Told her his body was responding to her 1lo
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The defendant, in his statement on plea of guilty, admitted
that he kissed the victim once ("a short, closed mouth kiss") and
that the victim 4id not react negatively nor appear to
misconstrue his motives. The defendant decided to plead guilty
for the following reasons:

1. He did kiss the victim and although her offense at
his actions did not take place until long after the incident,
and for extraneous reasons explained below, she is obviously
of fended at what he did and in retrospect it was unwise for
the defendant to have kissed a minor who, by reason of being
a minor, was in a position to possibly misunderstand or
misconstrue the defendant's motives. For this reason alone
the court can rest assured that the defendant will never
repeat an incident like this again, regardless of motive.

2. The probability of a jury accepting the defendant's
testimony that he had no immoral purpose was low considering
the victim's further testimony that he felt her buttocks and
told her his body was responding to her (adamantly denied).
The victim has substantial motive for lying/exaggerating
against the defendant (discussed below). However, in
establishing that motive, and in bringing the defendant's
"church" crisis before the jury, the defendant would have
risked unfairly prejudicing the jury against him over aspects
of the "church" issue irrelevant to the case.

3. The State's recommendation for counseling and
possible dismissal after six months (upon written report of
counselor) is reasonable inasmuch as (a) the defendant d4id
kiss the victim, a minor, (b) he admits this was wrong and
should not have happened, and (c) counseling would assure the
court that the defendant sincerely understands his error and
that an incident like this will never happen again.

The defendant did plead guilty and is not attempting to try
his case now. Nevertheless, the court should be aware of the
following background facts which establish the victim's motive
for lying/exaggerating and which help explain why this relatively

minor incident was even prosecuteAd:

DEFENDANT 'S PRESENTENCE REPORT - 2 . .
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1. Ms. Lemke described Mr. Howerton as a "big brother"
of three years who "always helped me in my problems."
(Victim's diary - attached as Exhibit "B".,) She had a "mass
crush" on Mr. Howerton (Affidavit of Robbie Carlisle =~
attached as Exhibit "C"). Both attended Community Chapel in
Burien.

2. In the fall of 1985 Ms. Lemke's father had an
affair with Katherine Reynolds and both were disfellowshipped
from the church. Both became very critical of the church.
(Father's deposition - attached as Exhibit "D".) Ms, Lemke's
parents divorced and Ms. Lemke had great emotional turmoil,
including rebellion at school, etc. Mr. Howerton reached out
as a friend in time of need but eventually Ms. Lemke left the
church with her father and blamed the church for her parent's
divorce (Victim's deposition - attached as Exhibit "E").

3. Because Ms, Lemke had a crush on Mr, Howerton, she
was frustrated that he hadn't spent more time with her. She
told her father's girlfriend (Katherine Reynolds) about this
crush and the kissing incident and Ms. Reynolds (very hostile
to the church) "turned it around" (Affidavit of Robbie
Carlisle - already attached as Exhibit "C").

4. The victim's father and the victim's best friend
have both testified (attached as Exhibits "D" and "F",
respectively) that Katherine Reynolds then had an affair with
King County Police Detective Larry Daley, who was
investigating sex abuse charges brought by ex-members of
Community Chapel. Ms. Lemke's best friend, and the state's
witness in this and one other case, stated (Exhibit "F"):

a. "The case against Bob Howerton was initially
brought up by Katherine Reynolds. Larry Daley and
Katherine were pushing for cases against the church.
They felt the cases would help bring the church down."

b. "Sybil Lemke was not wanting to come forwarAd
and press charges. Midway through the case Sybil wanted
to drop charges." (This'is confirmed by both the
victim's father and the victim in Exhibits "D" and "E",
respectively.)

cC. "I was present at the joint interview. Sybil
also told me what her statement was. I have read the
statement prepared by Detective Daley. The statement is
not completely accurate as to what Sybil said. She did
not say that Bob always rubbed her thighs and her legs
when they talked. She did not say that Bob aggressively
kissed her or that she tried to pull away or that it

' DEFENDANT'S PRESENTENCE REPORT - 3 Moren. LacescHiete & CorneLL. PS.
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lasted forty-five minutes." ([NOTE: Ms, Lemke never saw
this statement until January 29, She told the
prosecutor that Detective Daley had exaggerated and
distorted what she said, resulting in the amended
certificate of probable cause, however, the amended
certificate still alleges Mr, Howerton rubbed her thighs
and felt her buttocks, which among other less
significant allegations, is denied.]

5. The first person Ms. Lemke ever told about this
incident was her mother. She said only that Mr., Howerton had
kissed her and that it made her uncomfortable (Mother's

6. In June, 1986 (approximately nine months after the
incident), Katherine Reynolds initiated prosecution through
Detective Daley. The victim was out of state (Officer's log
- attached as Exhibit "H"). Xatherine Reynolds and the
victim's father were also preparing a civil lawsuit against
Community Chapel (filed in July) for "wrongful disfellow-
shipment” and (via Mr. Lemke as guardian ad litem for his
daughter) "outrageous conduct," "destruction of a parent-
child relationship," "children's loss of consortium”" and
"seduction of a child", all arising out of this kissing
incident (Complaint attached as Exhibit "1").

7. Ms. Lemke wrote a note to her friend Robbie
Carlisle (the defendant's nephew) in which she stated that
Mr. Howerton had not molested her and that an adult in her
life who started the case (Katherine Reynolds) was no longer
in her life, so there was nothing to worry about (Affidavit
of Robbie Carlisle - already attached as Exhibit "C"). Mr.
Lemke then sought out and met with Mr. Howerton to tell him
his daughter "was tricked" into filing charges, that they
were sorry about the whole thing, and that both the civil and
criminal cases would be dropped (Affidavit of Patricia
Howerton - attached as Exhibit "J"; also confirmed by the
victim's father in Exhibit "D"). Ms, Lemke tried to drop the
charges. She said she had felt used by the County and that
more was made of the case than what really happened (Victim's
deposition attached as Exhibit "E").

8. At her deposition (attached as Exhibit "E") Ms.
Lemke was asked to give details about what happened at
Redondo Beach. She said: "You already know that we kissed
and everything. Then his hand was on my thigh, and then on
my lower back, and more towards my rear." This hardly sounds
like Mr. Howerton was feeling her buttocks.

DEFENDANT'S PRESENTENCE REPORT - 4 Moren. LacescntLre & Cornere, PS.
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9. Ms. Lemke's reputation for truthfulness surrounding
the incident and following her parents' divorce has been
poor, as testified to by both her mother and her aunt
(attached as Exhibits "G" and "K", respectively). Her
credibility would have been a focal issue at trial.

ITI. DEFENDANT'S CHARACTER AND LIKELIHOOD OF REOFFENDING

There has been incredibly extensive adverse publicity
concerning Community Chapel. A group of disgruntled ex-members
have organized to oppose the church, including television
interviews, news articles, radio programs, lawsuits, etc. Though
this case itself has little to do with the church, it probably
would not have been prosecuted but for this vehement, organized
opposition and the relationship between Ms. Lemke, Larry Lemke,
Katherine Reynolds and Detective Daley. The victim still blames
the church for her parent's divorce. Somewhere in the course of
all this bitterness, the defendant wound up as thz object of
several people's resentment, This is evidenced by the victim now
writing the court and requesting the court to impose no jail time
against the defendant (copy of letter attached as Exhibit "A").

In one sense, the defendant is as much a victim as he is the
perpetrator of a crime. The defendant was only trying to help
Ms. Lemke in a time of great family strife. He did not have an
immoral purpose in his heart but because of circumstances largely
beyond his control, he finds himself facing sentence by a
criminal court for an incident in which he did act unwisely and

which he would never again repeat.

DEFENDANT'S PRESENTENCE REPORT - 5
MOREN, LAGESCHULTE & CornELL. P.S.
ATTORNEYS AT LAW
SEATTLE, WASHINGTON 98128




o o0 A W N

11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24

25

Mr. Howerton is 32 years old, and a union plumber by trade
(four years vocational training) though presently unemployed. He
has recently married a woman, age 31, whom he has known for years
and dated for well over a year. He is actively involved in his
church and as a boys' soccer, basketball and baseball coach for
the school. He is a former Sunday School teacher. He is the
father of two children, aées 12 and 8. He has full legal
custody of his oldest son and visits his youngest son regularly.

Because the defendant's moral character was to be an issue at
trial, the defendant was prepared to produce numerous character
witnesses, including his first wife of seven years and Christy
Hansen, another "best friend" of the victim (age 15), who would
have testified concerning Mr. Howerton's moral character.

Letters from these individuals (certified as declarations and
attached as Exhibit "L") are included with this presentence
report.

The defendant is obviously not a pedophile or the state would
be recommending a more serious sentence, perhaps even a charge of

indecent liberties. Mr. Howerton has absolutely no criminal

record. This is the first and only incident of this kind he has
ever been associated with in any way.

The undersigned attorney is also defense counsel for Mr.
Howerton in the ongoing civil lawsuit filed by the victim.
Though that suit has not been pursued beyond a complaint, answer

and counterclaim (for frivolous lawsuit), depositions and

DEFENDANT'S PRESENTENCE REPORT ~ 6 Moren. LacescHuLte & CorneLL, PS.
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interrogatories were initiated by the defendant in preparing his
criminal defense. His attorney's fees for the criminal case
alone are $6,060.08 (through February 25th only), not to mention
substantial attorney's fees in the civil action. There has been
substantial adverse publicity concerning this case. Obviously,
Mr. Howerton has already paid a very great price for his actions
such that further "punishment®™ (as opposed to counseling) would
serve no additional value in preventing a reoccurrence. As
mentioned above, it is more than fair to say that Mr. Howerton
would never again kiss a minor for any reason. He has never done
this before and would have every reason not to ever do it again.

ITI. RECOMMENDED SENTENCE

Of primary importance to the defendant is his concurrence

with the recommendation of the state that the imposition of
sentence be deferred for one year on certain conditions. The
stigma attached to a conviction for a "sex" crime could
potentially ruin Mr. Howerton's future, particularly his
employment future which, because of his present unemployment, is
of great concern to him at this time. Given the absence of any
criminal record whatsoever, the incident, even with its disputed
allegations, does not warrant this type of a permanent label. As
mentioned, Mr. Howerton has already paid a tremendous price for
his actions.

The defendant does not agree with the State that he should

spend fifteen days in jail as a condition of the deferred

DEFENDANT'S PRESENTENCE REPORT - 7
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sentence. Bven the victim has written the court indicating she
does not feel jail time is appropriate. Under the circumstances
and facts of this case, the recommendation is not fair or
reasonable.

As for counseling, the defendant has submitted a letter from
Cal Capener, MSW, of Comprehensive Counseling Associates in
Tacoma (attached as Exhibit "M"), whom he has already seen in
connection with his guilty plea. (NOTE: Mr. Howerton and his
new wife have moved to Tacoma to establish a household in a home
previously owned, but rented, by Mr. Howerton.) As indicated by
Mr. Capener of Compfehensive Counseling Associates, Mr. Howerton
fully appreciates that what he did was wrong and that he should
not have done it. There is no risk of reoffense. Mr. Capener
would like to continue seeing Mr. Howerton for five more
sessions, however, any counseling beyond that would appear at
this time to be unnecessary and an additional financial burden on
Mr. Howerton at a time when he is already under great financial
stress. Mr. Capener will report to the Court as to the progress
of the counseling and whether additional counseling is needed.

Beyond this, the defendant concurs with the conditions for
deferred sentence as recommended by the State and would urge the
court to defer sentence for one year on the following conditions:

1. No contact with the victim;.

2. Probation;

DEFENDANT'S PRESENTENCE REPORT - 8
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ATTORNEYS AT LAW
SEATILE WASHINGTON 98123




(o> BN B - A N N )

1

12
13
14
15
16
17

18
19
20
21

22
23
24
25

3. Pay all court costs and the victim's fee;

4. Pay restitution in the amount of one-third the
victim's counseling bill at Harborview ($63.00). The victim
was counseled for other stresses relating to her parents'
divorce, etc.:

5. Continued counseling with Cal Capener, MSW, of

Comprehensive Counseling Associates. Upon satisfactory final
report by Mr. Capener, the defendant should be allowed to

move for a dismissal of the charges no less than six months
after sentencing.

IV. CONCLUSION

In entering an "Alford" plea to the charge as filed, the
defendant has in effect thrown himself on the mercy of the court
for a disposition and sentence without the trauma (for both
victim and defendant) of an extensive jury trial (15 to 17
defense witnesses). The defendant has acknowledged his actions
and the victim has indicated that she does not want jail time
imposed. The sentence which would best serve the ends of justice
in this case is the sentence recommended by the defendant.

DATED this 19th day of March, 1987.,

MOREN, LAGE C RNELL, P.S.

wﬁ

HAEL W. BUGNI
Attorney for Defendant
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Page from Victim’s diary describing Defendant as
"my big brother" who "always helped me in my
problems.” Says incident happened in March of 1986
whereas the Information says between September and
Christmas of 1985.




beerz puf CH g VT uy
Jrinarid L //ﬂ// w2y, Elmu
Lyerds naer /7’C*zf’ A e 4
(oA A0S . M /w@ A€ //’/
.{ !’./// /’/1,/ L/”e’ yUs! L o F
i . Haryrl, bV
0tz ¢ Ll I
2NE L [!/[tQ f’—._s":.’"/ d/L 7 7 &)
/L&M'_s TN ‘/’7(/7&’%./

ynlly ke 1€ ¢/ T s //)7 g
ca i Aaron z"a-.”.i el f‘?’* B 3
doae S endl w7 T4, :

; dl(l?‘f?? t'[ ﬁ{al‘d
" ka/ﬂeléd ,
77' /LS gL

Céﬂfﬁ y/]’r@/.ﬂ'fdzz/p
e/ /e///l’/ a/ e pre Cf
157 B0 g (A wnd s syavic/
. ot Tk /4‘ ale’ Mo I e
L som1ethirn /:z Arva o/
st J e Faown #Ls
abwit 2yrs. HeS 3¢ g,

e

r’/E ma/l 4 iyt
o

p, Hels éem /,é,o
g el
N4
chereh shrfd pfmc/w
#is cortion nu/“m[ 'J ’5
©ibS U lé/’fja/am{dﬁm/\ a

/é,mfd MEH wly Pl less
@#gf ﬂ’_ﬁé‘ft/ iy J/a</ |

1




Affidavit of Robbie Carlisle: relevant to page 3,
paragraphs 1 and 3 of Defendant’s Presentence
Report.
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IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF WASHINGTON
IN AND FOR KING COUNTY

STATE OF WASHINGTON,

Plaintiff, No. 86-1-03810-4
vVSs.
AFFIDAVIT OF ROBBIE CARLISLE

ROBERT P. HOWERTON,

Defendant.

STATE OF WASHINGTON )
COUNTY OF KING )SS.

ROBBIE CARLISLE, being first duly sworn, on oath,
deposes and says as follows:

1. I am 15 years old. I am a personal friend of the
complaining witness, Sybil Lemke (also age 15). I have personal
knowledge of the following facts and I am competent to testify,

2. I have known Sybil for over three years. She knew
that Bob Howerton was my uncle and she told me she had a crush on
him. She would ask me in church where he was so she could give
him a hug. She would also ask me questions about his girlfriend
(i.e., Is he serious about her?, Is he going to get married?,
etc.).

3. During eighth grade (1985 to 1986 school year)

Sybil’s dad was disfellowshipped and Sybil became very critical

AFFIDAVIT OF ROBBIE CARLISLE - 1

MOREN. LAGESCHULTE & CoRneLt. P.S.
ATTORNEYS AY LAW
ROOSEVELT-AINCEHURSY BUILOING




W

(4]

10
11

12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21

22
23
24

25

of the church. My uncle reached out to her. On one occasion my
uncle and I went to her house to see her. She ended up talking

with me in her bedroom while my uncle spoke with her mom in the

kitchen. She told me that she had a "mass crush" on Bob and she
wished she was older. She said nothing about him kissing her.

4. Several months later, but before I knew there was a
criminal case, Sybil delivered a note to me through her friend,
Chani Hayes, a classmate of mine at Mount Rainier High School in
Des Moines. The note said "Please don’t show this to Bob." 1In
the note Sybil said that she wanted to get something straight
between the two of us. "Bob did not molest me or rape me." She
said that she had told an adult about her feelings toward Bob but
that this adult was no longer in her life and there was nothing
to worry about. She said Bob would not get in trouble.

4. I showed this note to my mother and to a friend of
mine (Freddy Williams) but by the time I told my uncle, and found
out about this case, I could not find the note.

5. Then about two weeks before Thanksgiving I saw Sybil
walking down the street near Hoagy’s Corner in Des Moines. I
asked her why she said my uncle wouldn’t get in trouble, when I
had since learned he could go to jail. She said "No he won’t."

I asked her if she had to go to court and she said no. She told

me that she had told an adult that she had a crush on Bob and

that the adult might have turned it around. I asked her what she

AFFIDAVIT OF ROBBIE CARLISLE - 2
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would do if I showed my uncle the note and she said she would

never be my friend again.

';zZ%ﬂéZaﬁ'52Z¢2égé£&

ROBBIE CARLISLE

P

SIGNED AND SWORN to before/fne on March /.0, 1987, by
Robbie Carlisle. N -

7 . % /,"
R i

NG , iy -
ilehas [ AN 20

~
NOTRRY PUBLIC in and for tye/sgatﬁ ot
Washlngton, re51d1ng at _ o (0
My commission expires _ {7/ 2, .
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relevant to page 3, paragraphs 2, 4 and 4(b), and
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IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF WASHINGTON
IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF KING

' SANDI EHRLICH and MICHAEL
EHRLICH, et al.,

Plaintiff,
No. 86-2-18429-5
VS,

RALPH ALSKOG, et ux.,
“ et al.,

RECEIVE]

JAN 201887

Defendants.

MOREN,
LAGESCHULTE & CORNELL, P.S.

- ——————— ——————— —————— . —————— T ————t— —— ————— ——————— . ———

DEPOSITION UPON ORAL EXAMINATION
OF

LARRY LEMKE

December 31, 1986
10:00 A.M
1211 Smith Tower

Seattle, WA

JAN W. PIRELLO, COURT REPORTER, SEATTLE, WA 98104 (206)622-6013
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FOR THE PLAINTIFF: MR. E. PAUL GIERSCH
Attorney at Law
1211 Smith Tower
Seattle, WA 98104

FOR THE DEFENDANT: MR. MICHAEL BOND
Attorney at Law
800 Washington Building
Seattle, WA 98101

CO-COUNSEL: MR. MICHAEL BUGNI

JAN W. PIRELLO, COURT REPORTER, SEATTLE, WA 98104 (206)622-6013
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.

LARRY LEMKE, having been duly sworn on

cath to tell the truth,
the whole truth and
nothing but the truth,

did testify as follows,

EXAMINATION

BY MR. BOND:

Please say your full name?
Larry Wayne Lemke.
My name is Michael Bond. 1 represented the
Community Chapel, Bob Howerton and several
others. They are defendants in a lawsuit brought
by yourself and others.

Have you ever had your deposition taken
before?
I don't believe I have.
By deposition I mean a process where you're asked
to respond to guestions and there is a Court
Reporter present taking down the testimony.

Have you ever done this before?
No.
You sat through your daughter's deposition as far
as it went, is that right?

Yes.

JAN W. PIRELLO, COURT REPORTER, SEATTLE, WA 98104 (206)622-6013
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Your relations with Catherine Reynolds, I'm a
little concerned that you tried to qualify the
nature of the sexual relations.

Did yoy do more than just simply kiss
with Catherine Reynolds?
Yes, I did.
So when 1 asked you about sexual relations there,

that includes intercourse, is that right?

JAN W.

PIRELLO, COURT REPORTER, SEATTLE, WA 98104 (200)622-6013
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Yes, it does.

Is it fair to say that the teachings that Pastor

Barnet had been giving the church considered that

to be a sin, intercourse with a woman outside of
marriage?

¥es.

And is it fair to say that that would be grounds
£or disfellowshipping someone from the church?
Yes.

Is that why you were disfellowshipped as far as
you know?

Yes.

Was there any other reason for your being
disfellowshipped from the church?

Yes, I refused to come back to the church and
resolve my spiritual problems within the
structure of the church.

Is it fair to say, even if you hadn’'t been
disfellowshipped, that you would never have
returned to that church?

No, it's not.

Do you think that the church did you any harm by
asking you not to come there anymore?

I feel they did harm by not giving me counsel

that was reasonable, by refusing to license to
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10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

disten to reason and to -- you see, I didn't want

to be involved in a relationship with Catherine
Reynolds. 1 wanted to be involved with my wife
who was involved with another man.

There was alienation of affection that
had occurred in our marriage on both ends. I
knew it was wrong. It was a bizzare thing to be
involved in. 1 was constantly torn.

1 would never have even been involved
with Catherine if my marriage could have been put
back together and things resolved within the
framework of the church.

If the church would have been giving
teaching other than counseling on a practical,
reasonable level, my marriage would never have
been destroyed.

But the counseling and the teaching
were based on the premise that there was nothing
wrong with the Connection Movement, everything
they said taught or counseled, was to protect the
credibility of the Connection Movement.

If you were having problems, it was
because you couldn't handle it. It was because
the problems were with you. You were filled with

demons -- I was told I had lots of demons in me

JAN W. PIRELLO, COURT REPORTER, SEATTLE, WA 98104 (206)622-6013
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and that in order to resolve my marriage problems

and my spiritual problems, I needed to be
delivered of all those demons.

Who told you you had demons in you?

John Bergen.

Did anybody else say that to you?

Numberé of people at the church.

Who else?

I can't think of names.

I would recognize their faces. Just
friends and people that I knew well that would
try to give me counsel or consolation would tell
me that I needed to be delivered of certain
demons.

When you say that you did not want to have an
affair with Catherine Reynolds, what do you mean
by that?

I mean I have always hated infidelity, I was
married to my wife for fifteen years and never
stepped out on her.

I hated infidelity because when I was a
boy growing up, I saw it in my parent's marriage
and I felt betrayed. 1I never wanted to betray my
children that way. I never wanted to betray my

wife, because I loved her.
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I had one close friend that I brought

to the church several years before blow his
brain's out.

Who was that?

Scott Linderson.

What is his last name?

Linderson, spelled like it sounds.

He committed suicide?

Yes.

Do you blame the church for that?

Yes, I do.

Do you:blame the church for your having a sexual
relationship with Catherine Reynolds?

Yes, 1 do.
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10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

L®)

>

N o)

of that relationship?

Catherine Reynolds told me there was french
kissing.
When did Catherine Reynolds tell you that?
In April of '86.
That is April of this year?
Yes.
What else did she tell you about that?
She told me that Bob and Sybil were together and
that they had french kissed and Sybil was very
uncomfortable with it and very disturbed about
the whole incident, but didn't want her dad to
find out about it.
When Catherine Reynolds was telling you about
this, did she indicate this occurred on more than
one occasion or just once, or what?
I don't remember her indicating anything like
that.

She indieated that it had occurred at
least on one occasion.
Was a french kiss within or outside the
guidelines that had been taught from the pulpit
by Don Barnet?
It was without the guidelines.

So this was improper, is that right?

JAN W. PIRELLO, COURT REPORTER, SEATTLE, WA 98104 (206)622-6013




, 1 A Yes.

2 Q Even according to the Pastor's guidelines?

3 A Yes.

4 Q When Catherine Reynolds told you this, did you

5 attempt to confront Mr. Howerton with it?

6 A No.

7 " Q Why not§

8 A You'll have to give me a minute to think about

9 that.
10 I'm not sure why not. I didn't exactly
11 know how to deal with it in my own thinking. 1
12 was surprised, I was disturbed, there was inner
13 conflict inside.
14 I was just disappointed. But I didn't
15 feel a need to go and talk to Bob about it at the
16 time.
17 o) When she told you about it, was it your belief
18 when you first heard it, that it was wrong?
19 A That french kissing was wrong?
20 Q Between --

21 A Yes, I did.

22 Q Did you know that Mr. Howerton was much older

23 than your daughter?

24 A Yes. The reason I didn't go and talk to Bob is
25 because Sybil had already been out of the church

JAN W. PIRELLO, COURT REPORTER, SEATTLE, WA 98104 (206)622-6013
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for a few months by the time I had heard about

it. I didn't feel like there was any danger of
it happening again and I didn't feel vindictive
or revengefull, just disappointed.
Did you confront your daughter about it when you
heard about it?
No 1 dién;t.
Why not?
Because Catherine informed me that Sybil didn't
want me to know, that Sybil would feel
uncomfortable if she knew I knew, and I didn't
want to put any pressure on Sybil.
Did you at any time prior to sitting through
Sybil's deposition hear or learn that there had
been anything other than french kissing occurring
between Mr. Howerton and Sybil?

Do you understand my gquestion?
Yes. I am trying to remember if I did.

I don't think I heard anything more

sthan that.
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Q Did you ever approach Bob after the charges had
been brought and tell him that you wished that it
hadn't happened, that no charges had been brought
or the charges will be dropped or anything like
that?

A 1 contacted Bob in October and informed him that
it looked as though Sybil was going to drop the

“ charges.

And the reason I did that was at that
time Sybil had told me that she didn't want to go
through with this thing because she had been
living away from Seattle for awhile, she was
gaining a sense of emotional well-being, things
were going well for her, she was starting.a new
life.

She didn't want to have to face the
issue again and experience an emotional setback.
So I told Sybil I thought that was a good idea.
It wouldn't be worth it to her to go through with
the case if that was how she felt.

So I called the prosecuting attorney,
Kate Flack, and I told her that Sybil would not
be pursuing it any further, that we were dropping

the charges, or that Sybil was dropping the

charges and the reason for that was her emotional
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well-being, and I felt that that was more

important than pursuing this case at the time.

It was very important for me that Sybil
was gaining a sense of well-being and emotional
stability and experiencing emotions of happiness
of contentment again.

Kate said she understood, she didn't
want to put Sybil through any unnecessary
pressure, that was more important than the case.

So 1 called Bob. Actually, I wanted to
hear him tell me, 1 wanted to hear something from
him that let me know that he felt bad about what
had happened.

I guess I shouldn't of expected that
under the circumstances.

What did Mr. Howerton tell you when you called
him?

He told me that -- he led me to believe that the
charges were unreasonable and trumped up and that
nothing serious had really occurred and he loved
Sybil and cared about her and felt good that
Sybil was possilby not going to press charges.
Did Mr. Howerton ever admit to you that he had in
fact been french kissing with Sybil?

No, he didn't.

e -
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When you called him, did you ask him if he
admitted the charge?
No, 1 didn't ask him that.
It sounded to me though like you expected him to
come forward and come clean as it were, about
that, did you?
I was 5oping.
What did you say to him that you thought would
elicit that type of response?
Just that it looked like Sybil would be dropping
the charges.

1 was hoping that he would at least say
1 feel bad about what happened, at least have
some showing of remourse for what had occurred.
He had no remourse, is that right?
I didn't see any.
You didn’'t hear him speak any either?
Right, that's correct.
His response to you was that the charges were
false, is that fair to say?
Yes.
Have you had any difficulty with your daughter's
ability to tell the truth?
No, Sybil's always been a very honest young lady.

Has she is ever lied to you?
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1f she has, I never caught her in a lie.
Q Did you ever meet Bob Howerton in person to talk
about the case involving Sybil?

A Yes, I did.

o) Where did you meet him?
| a At an apartment that I was housesitting in last
0ctobe}.
Q Did your meeting occur before or after this

telephone conversation?

A Which telephone conversations?

Q The one that you just told us about where you
called up Bob and expected him to come clean?

A Oh, actually no, 1 called him up and we met.

The call was just to meet over at my

place.

Q I thought all of this conversation had occurred

on the telephone?

A No, that was assumption on your part.
Q You called Bob to arrange a meeting?
A Yes.

Q Did you talk about the substance of the charge or
the events during that conversation on the

telephone?
A No, we didn't discuss the substance of it. That

wasn't the purpose of the phone call.
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The purpose of the phone call was to

2 set a meeting time.

3 Q You set up a meeting and the two of you got

4 | together?

5 A Yes.

6 Q Was anybody else there?

7 H A Yes, Patty Hornbecker was there.

8 Q Did you ask Bob at that meeting whether or not he
9 had kissed Sybil?
10 A No, I didn't. I wanted to, but it was just too
11 embarrassing a situation with Patty sitting there
12 and I really wanted to talk to him man to man
13 and discuss the situation with him.
14 0 You knew at that time that he was facing criminal
15 charges, is that right?
16 A Yes.
17 Q Do you know why Sybil changed her mind again and
18 decided to go through with the charges, pursue
19 them or whatever it was that she decided to do?
20 A I can only gquess.
21 Q What is your guess?

22 A 1 guess she gave it some thought and weighed the
23 value of going through with the charges as

24 opposed to her own emotional strength and how she
25 could stand up in the situation.
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1 guess that she decided that she would
have the strength to go through with it and so
she decided to go through with it.

1 told Sybil that I was glad that she
decided not to go through with it, that it was
important to her emotional well-being.

However; whatever she decided, I would stand
behind her and back her up and I would be
supportive to her.

But I never tried to influence her one
way or the other.

Did she ever tell you she felt that the
prosecutor, Kate Flack was trying to use her?
No, I don't believe she did, not in a definite
way.

1 think she made a statement once that
she felt like she was being used in the whole
situation.

Who did she say she felt was trying to use her?
The County.

So%ebody within the prosecutor's office?
Possibly.

Who else --

I don't know where she got that idea.

Perhaps somebody put that in her mind.

JAN W. PIRELLO, COURT REPORTER, SEATTLE, WA 98104 (206)622-6013
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0 Who else is there within the County who has any

involvement in these criminal charges?
A Detective Larry Daley.

il 0] iIs there anybody else?

A Not to my knowledge.

(Short recess)
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9 Q Do you know whether or not Catherine Reynolds
10 ever had an affair with Detective Daley?
11 A Yes.
12 Q Tell me about that.
13 What type of affair did she have with
14 Detective Daley?
15 A She had an affair.
16 Q Sexual affair? )
17 A Sexual relationship.
18 Q How did you learn that?
19 A Because Catherine told me.
20 Q Catherine Reynolds told you that she had sex with
21 Detective Daley?
22 A Yes, she is did.
23 p Q How often did that happen?
24 f A Did what happen?
25 Q Did the Detective go to bed with Catherine

JAN W. PIRELLO, COURT REPORTER, SEATTLE, WA 98104 (206)622-6013
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Reynolds?
I don't know.
Did she have intercourse with him?
She said she had sex with him, I don't know what
she meant by that.

I assume intercourse.
Did shé get pregnant?
Not to my knowledge.
Was she having sexual relations with the
Detective at the time that you and her were
having an affair?
No, it was just right after we broke up.
Have you spoken to anybody else about Ms.
Reynolés affair with the Detective?
Yes, 1 have.
Who else have you talked to about that?
1 talked with Frank Guthrie and Fred Hornbecker
who were my roommate's at the time I found out
about it.
Did they have any independent knowledge of the
event or these events?
Frank had answered the phone several times when
Detective Daley had called looking for Catherine.
What did Frank tell you about any conversations

he had with Detective Daley?
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He just said some guy had called a few times
looking for Catherine.
And he thought perhaps that was

Detective Daley.

0 Did he know for sure who it was?
A No.
Q It was.just some male on the phone?
A Right.
!l Q Did he ~-
A He acted to me like he knew more than he was

telling me, but he didn't want to get personally

involved in a tacky situation.
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I spoke with her on the phone almost a month ago.
Why did she move out of state?

Because she was under a tremendous amount of
emotional stress here in Seattle.

Is she living with anybody now?

She's living with a family down there.

Her faﬁily?

No, friends. A husband and wife and some kids.
They have a large homé down in North Carolina.
Does she have any intention of moving back here?
No, she does not.

Do you know if she has any intention with
following through with the lawsuit she started?
I don't know what her intention is in regard to
that.

Did you know that she is also making a claim
against the church?

Yes.

For money?

Is she?

Did you know that?

I know that she's named in the lawsuit.

Do you know whether Catherine Reynolds had any
input in Sybil's decision to press charges?

Catherine Reynolds contacted Larry Daley and told

JAN W. PIRELLO, COURT REPORTER, SEATTLE, WR 98104 (206)622-6013
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A

Have you ever been bitter about what has happened
at the Chapel?

I have been angry.

Isn't it fair to say that you had some bitterness
over the -- |

Sure, yes, it's fair.

W“W‘?ﬁ , u
AN TR .. ‘
)
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1 him about the incident with Sybil and Howerton.
2 And arranged for a meeting for Sybil to interview
3 with Larry Daley.
4 0 Do you know whether Catherine put any type of
5 pressure on Sybil to come forward and press the
6 charges?
7 A No, I don't know that.
8 Q How did Catherine Reynolds know Detective Daley?
9 A I'm not sure how they met.
10 Daley was doing investigation at the
11 church, I know that he was in touch with Jill
12 McCullough, maybe others, I don't know who.
13 I'm not sure how he contacted
14 Catherine.
15 Q Do you have any recollection of what Sybil said
16 during this T.V. interview that we talked about
17 earlier?
18 A She just stated that she watched the spiritual
19 connection movement develop to a point where ig
20 confused her and she wasn't sure what was right
21 and what was wrong.
22 She said that it helped to breakup her
23 family. That was about the extent of it.
24 - Q Did you at one time take Sybil out of school and
25 go meet with Kate Flack about whether or not to

JAN W. PIRELLO, COURT REPORTER, SEATTLE, WA 98104 (206)622-6013
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IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE # MdgEnsgg ron
8 DEC 29
IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF KIN% 'H 35

-SANDY EHRLICH and MICHAEL )
EHRLICH, wife and husband; )
et al., )

Plaintiffs, )

vs. ) No. 86-2-18429-5

RALPH ALSKOG and ROSEMARY )
ALSKOG, husband and wife; )
et al., )

Defendants. )

DEPOSITION UPON ORAL EXAMINATION
OF
SYBIL N. LEMKE
1:35 p.m.
December 19, 1986
1211 Smith Tower

Seattle, Washington

CHERYL A, “ANGIO, RPR, CSR, 408 CENTRAL BLDG, 622-6875



E Excerpts from Victim’s deposition: relevant to
page 3, paragraphs 2 and 4(b) and page 4,
paragraphs 7 and 8 of Defendant’s Presentence

Report.




10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

A PPEA ARANCE S

FOR THE PLAINTIFFS:

E. PAUL GIERSCH
Attorney at Law
1211 Smith Tower

Seattle, Washington 98104

FOR THE DEFENDANTS:

MICHAEL J. BOND
Attorney at Law
800 washington Building

Seattle, Washington 98101

MICHAEL W. BUGNI

Attorney at Law

Roosevelt-Pinehurst Building

11320 Roosevelt Way N.E.

Seattle, Washington 98125

]

CHERYL A,

MANGIO, RPR, CSR, 408 CENTRAL BLDG,

622-6875




10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

I NDEX

(No exhibits marked.)

EXAMINATION BY: PAGE
Mr. Bond: 4
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SYBIL N. LEMKE

SYBIL LEMKE,

sworn as a witness by the Notary

Public, testified as follows:

EXAMINATTION

BY MR. BOND:

Q. Please say your name,
A, Sybil Lemke.
Q. Sybil, my name is Michael Bond. I

represent Bob Howerton and the Community Chapel
and Don Barnett and some others. They are
defendants in a lawsuit started by yourself and
Larry and others.

Have you ever done anything like this
before, that is, sit and answer gquestions when a
court reporter is present?

A. No.

Q. I'm going to tell you a little about the
procedure right now. I'm going to ask questions,
and you're reguired to give answers until Mr.
Giersch tells you not to.

If at any time you do not understand my

guestion, will you tell me?

o
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LEMKE 7‘ 39%

Q-

A,

0.

A.

happen,

that's

feel.

0.
A.

happening at the chapel?

your parents' divorce?

what happened. I know because of certain people

and because of certain things, certain things

really don't -- well, I just -- I don't like to

think about it. I don't like to think about the

fact that my parents were divorced. I mean,

the chuzch.,

Has your dad been critical of what was

In what sense?
Well, d4id your dad complain or criticize --
Yes.
-~ the chapel?
Yes.

Do you in any sense blame the chapel for

I don't really want to blame anybody for

and I guess that's called blaming, but 1

unreality, but right now that's the way 1

I£f 1 was to blame somebody, I would blame

For your parents' divorce?

Yes.

CHERYL A.
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1
2
3
4 Q. Was this a spontaneous visit? You just
5 decided to go over and visit him?
6 a. He wanted to talk to me, and when I went
7 over there we talked about -- be wanted.  to talk
8 to me about some of my problems that I was having
9 at home and just certain difficulties I was

10 daving.

11 Q. What difficulties -~

12 A. That was the reason.

13 Q. What difficulties were you having?

14 A, 1 wasn't getting along with my mom, 1
15 was -- well, 1 was, but 1 wasn't doing so good.
16 I was feeling really bitter towards my d4ad at the
17 time. I was feeling kind of -- I don't know. I
18 didn't want to go along with my teachers. 1

19 didn’'t want to agree with some of the things that
20 they were doing, I mean, some of the things that
21 they were telling me to do, rules, different

22 rules, like what kind of clothes to wear, how

23 much make-up to wear, different little things

24 like that.

25 0. Were you having trouble getting along

CHERYL A. MANGIO, RPR, CSR,. 408 CENTRAL BLDG, 622-6875
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with the rules that the school had imposed on all

the kids?
A. Yes, 1 was.
Q. You disagreed with the rules?

A. Yes, I 4id -- 1 do.:

Q. You still do.

A. Yes.

Q. Other than the clothing and make-up,
what other rules were you having trouble with?

A. The dating rules, some of the rules as
far as music goes. I mean, I don't know if it
was a set rule, but it was a definite thing where
we didn't -- weren't allowed to listen to like
contemporary music, contemporary Christian music
such as Amy Grant or any of the others, you know,
like -- well, the teacher -- we weren't allowed
to bring them to school, the tapes. I1f we had
tapes, we weren't allowed to bring them to school.

Q. ‘Are you referring to rock music?

A. No. Chrisfian groups outside of our
church,. Christian rock, if you want to call it
that, contemporary Christian.

Q. Was there a rule that you were not
permitted to listen to certain types of Christian

rock music?

CHERYL A. MANGIO, RPR, CSR, 408 CENTRAL BLDG, 622-6875
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A, It was a rule that we were not allowed

to bring our tapes to school or discuss them at

school.

~

Q. The school didn't have a rule that said
you couldn't listen to that music at all; did it?
A, At school you could not, and in the
church you could not, but this is -- okay. The
principal, he said, if outside of school -- I'm

using this for an example because this is the
example he used -- outside of school and outside
of church if you disobey the rules, if you were
going to church, then you'd be disobeying them
anyway. I mean, like if you wore more make-up
than you should if you were at school, then you
were still disobeying even though you weren't in
school., So it's like -- it was the obvious. 1f
you listen to tapes and have tapes outside of .
school, it's just as bad as if you have them
inside school., Do you see what I'm saying?

Q. I'm not sure if I do or not.

You were having some difficulty
following the rules that the school asked the
students to follow. Is that fair to say?

A. ¥es.

0. And this was causing you trouble at

CHERYL A. MANGIO, RPR, CSR, 408 CENTRAL BLDG, 622-6875
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school, getting along with the teachers; is that

right?
A. Yes.
Q. I1s this one of the reasons you wanted to

talk to Bob?

A. I'm not sure if it was guite as serious
then as it was later on.

Q. You were unhappy about what was going on

in your life at that time; is that right?

A. Yes.

Q. Part of your unhappiness was the fact
that your mother and father weren't getting along;

is that right?

A. Yes.

Q. You were living with your mother at that
time.

A. Yes,

Q. Why were you bitter towards your father?

A. Because my mom had made it seem like he

had, so to speak, deserted us, and she made it
seem like he was the total bad guy, and sometimes
jJust out of his own hurts he would act like a
jerk, and I couldn't deal with it.

Q. Did your father leave you and your

mother?

CHERYL A. MANGIO, RPR, CSR, 408 CENTRAL BLDG, 622-6875
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Q. Tell me what happened at the beach.

a. I told you what happened at the beach.

Q. Can you give me any more details about
it?

A. Yeah.

Q. Go ahead.

A. Just we were there for awhile. That's
about it.

0. What happened?

A. 1 gave you another detail, I told you
what the detail was. We were there for while.
That's a pretty general detail, but,

0. Can you be more specific about what

CHERYL A. MANGIO, RPR, CSR, 408 CENTRAL BLDG, 622-6875



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

8YBIL w.

LEBMrg PRSL  RPERTE - S T '»m@

Qo

AI

happened at Redondo Beach?

everything. Then his hand was on my thigh, and

then on my lower back, and more towards my rear.

sitting there, or rubbing you, or what?

awhile he wouldn't. I don't really remember

every detail.

ey

Yes.
Please do.
You already know that we kissed and

What was he doing? Was his hand just

Once in awhile he would rub, and once in

CHERYL A. MANGIO, RPR, CSR, 408 CENTRAL BLDG, 622-6875
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SYBIL W
| .
2
3
4 Q. Do you recall writing 2 note to Robbie
5 Carlisle about this event?
6 A, Oh, yes, I do.
7 0. Why did you do that?
8 A. Because he confronted a friend of mine |
9 and started chewing her out for something that
10 she was -- he confronted Shanii and started
11 telling her something that she was not involved
12 in, and was saying some things and made some
o 13 really rude assumptions, and so I wrote him a
14 note and I told him, Shanii has nothing to do
15 with this, I wish you'd really -- 1 wish you'd
16 leave her out of it.
17 Q. What else did you say in the note?
18 A. I don't remember right now. If 1 sat
19 _ down and thought about it for a long, long time,
20 1'd probably remember,
21 Q. Did you say anything in the note to the
22 effect that what the adults had said about this
23 was blowing it out of proportion?
24 A, 1 don't remember.
25 Q. Did you say anything in the note to the

AHERYI, A. MANGTND. RPR. CSR. 408 CENTRAL BLDG. 622-6875
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@ffect that Bod had not raped er @molested you
Lhat night?

A. Yes.

0. What exactly did you say?

A. 1 said that -- okay. Robbie had told
Shanii -- you know, he started yelling at her and
saying, my uncle did not rape Sybil. 4 wrote him
pgnd I said, I did not say that your uncle raped
me ~-- or molested. That's what I said. 1I'm not

'
Bure if I said "molested™ or not.
Q. Does it sounds to you like it's

something you would have said, that Bob didn't

molest you that night?

A. I don't know.

0. You think the note may have said that,
though?

A. It may have. .

0. What does that mean, to molest you?

A. To rape you and beat you up and molest
syou.

0. Well, does it mean taking advantage of a
girl?

A. It depends on what kind of a situation

syou're in. Yeah, I think so.

Q. Do you think that Bob molested you that

TEMKE e - i £

CHERYL A. MANGIO, RPR, CSR, 408 CENTRAL BLDG, 622-6875
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@1ght 11 "the cer at Redondo Beach?

A. %0 .

Q. Why not?

a. Because. I'm not sure. It's just maybe
I have a different meaning for the word "molest,"”
/and maybe I don't think of it as something as big
or something as little as other people do.

Q. Wwhat is Kate Reynolds' relationship to

you?
A, You mean hers and my friendship?
Q. Yes.
A. We're really close friends. I haven't

talked to her in a long time, though.

Q. When is the last time you talked to her?
A. A few weeks ago,.

Q. Where was she when you talked to her?

A. North Carolina or South Carolina. One

or the other. I'm not sure.

Q. is she living back there permanently
now?

A, I think so. 1I'm not sure.

Q. Was Kate Reynolds one of the first women

that you told about these events?
A. She was the second.

Q. She was the second?

CHERYL A. MANGIO, RPR, CSR, 408 CENTRAL BLDG, 622-6875
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1l A. . t0ld my mom, and then I told Kate »uhen‘
2 my mom didn't do anything about it.
3 Q. Why d4id you tell Kate?
4 A. Because I felt like I needed to talk
5 about it.
6 Q. How long after you had been at Redondo
7 Beach was it that you told Kate about it?
8 A. I don't know. Quite awhile.
9 Q. Are we talking a matter of days, weeks,
10 or months?
11 A. Months.
12 Q. What d4id Kate say?
13 A. I'm not sure. I don't remember. She
14 just thought it was terrible and thought we
15 should do something about it.
16 Q. Was Kate at that time going to the
17 chapel?
18 A, I don't remember.
19 Q. Had she left the chapel by that time?
20 A. I don't remember. I think she might
21 have. I'm not sure.
22 Q. Sybil, have you ever heard anybody at
23 the chapel say anything about you that was not
24 true?
25 A. What do you mean?

CHFRYI. A. MANGTO. RPR. CSR. 408 CENTRAL BLDG, 622-6875
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F Certified Declaration of Chani Hayes, State’s i
witness.




SETATEMENT OF CHANI HAYES

My name is Chani Hayes. I am 16 years old. The follow-
ing is my statement.

1. The case against Bob Howerton was initially brought
up by Katherine Reynolds. Larry Daley and Katherine were
pushing for cases against the church. They felt the cases would
help bring the church down.

2. Sybil Lemke was not wanting to come forward and
press charges. Midway through the case Sybil wanted to drop
charges.

3. Katherine Reynolds had an affair with both Larry
Lemke and Detective Larry Daley.

4. I was present at the joint interview. Sybil also
told me what her statement was. I have read the statement
prepared by Detective Daley. The statement is not completely
accurate as to what Sybil said. She did not say that Bob always
rubbed her thighs and legs when they talked. She did not say
that Bob aggressively kissed her, or that she tried to pull away
or that it lasted 45 mintues.

I certify and declare under penalty of perjury under the

laws of the State of Washington that the foregoing statement is

true and correct.

/s/ Chani Hayes

Signature
1/21,/87
Date
/8/ Katherine E. Sterling Seattle, Washington
Witness Place (City & State) of Signing

NOTE: Original Statement (handwritten) is in possession of
Michael W. Bugni.




G Affidavit of Shannon Lemke indicating that Victim
said only that the Defendant had kissed her (no
french kiss or other advances).
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IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF WASHINGTON
IN AND FOR KING COUNTY

STATE OF WASHINGTON,

Plaintiff, No. 86-1-03810-4

Vs,
AFFIDAVIT OF SHANNON LEMKE

ROBERT P. HOWERTON,

Defendant.

N S N N o S S

STATE OF WASHINGTON )
SS.

COUNTY OF KING )
SHANNON LEMKE, being first duly sworn, on oath, deposes

and says as follows:

1. 8ybil Lemke is my daughter. I have personal
knowledge of the following facts and I am competent to testify.

2. Sybil first told me about this incident in approxi-
mately December of 1985. She told me that Mr. Howerton had
kissed her and that she did not feel comfortable about it. She
did not tell me that Mr. Howerton had french-kissed her or that
Mr. Howerton had made any other type of sexual advance toward
her.

3. Sybil and I discussed this incident and because it
had not been repeated for about a month at that time and because
Sybil seemed to cope_with it just fine, I was not extremely
concerned. The entire matter was not raised again until many
months later, after Sybil also left the church and began living

with her father, who along with Katherine Reynolds, was very

AFFIDAVIT OF SHANNON LEMKE - 1

MOREN, LAGESCHULTE & CorsELL. PSS,
ATTORNEYS AT LAW
SEVELY - MINEHUAST SUILTING
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critical of the church. In my opinion Sybil got caught up in a
very negative movement against the church, during which time this
incident was blown out of proportion.

4. I would also like to emphasize that Sybil was always
an honest child until her father and I divorced. She went
through a lot of emotional turmoil. She then starting having
trouble with truthfulness in several areas, so that her reputa-
tion for truthfulness definitely changed. I do not blame Sybil
for this, but instead her particular environment ovar which she
had no control. 1It is a shame because in the process I feel Mr.

Howerton has been the one to suffer.

4

-

//”SH§NN0N LEMKE

SIGNED AND SWORN to befor
Shannon Lemke.

me on _March 0 , 1287, by

RY PUBLIC I
Washington, residin
My commission expires

AFFIDAVIT OF SHANNON LEMKE - 2

Moren. LacescHULTE & Corsett. P.S.
ATTORNEYS AT LAW







Dipe N DEPARTMENT OF PUBLICSAFETY .o /7 T T
3, G -1 JLLOW-UP REPORT 8: 6]-] 1, 3» 9i 731 3
’ l ' el e d 2 b ]
) RESEN
v | 07-10- 86
T FCA CODE DRTE OF OCCURRENCE CRIGINAL INVESTIG. OF FICER
N%ECE?H LIBERTIES 647 - 0~ O] AUG '85 to NOV *85]| DET. LAWRENCE W. DALY
VORIGINALLY REPORTED AS HEVIOUS FCR JLOCATION OF OCCURRENLE VALUt RLLUV,
SAME 647 ~E 0] S 286 and Marine View Dr, Redondo HBeach
viciim N ADDRESS Cay State  Ziwp #3 PHONE Bus PHONE '
SYBIL LEMKE 20414 32nd P1 S, D-305, Seattle WA 98188 824-7325 None
re STATUS: osen [ T macnv:—- O croseo  [BX
2 [D|$PO$ITION: CLEARED BY ARREST KX EXCCPTIONAL CLEARANCE [ ADMINISTRATIVE CLEARANCE [ UNFOUNOED T

SERIAL NUMBERS - DISPOSITION--VALUE

imo:cute ID MARKS COLORS-SIZES-
ETC.

PROPERTY: necoveRepD aposTionat sTOLEn{]  FURTHER DESCRiPTION OJ

. SUSPECTS: INCLUDE NAMES, B°'A NUMBERS, DESCRIP TIONS, DISPOSITION, CAN VICTIM IDENTIFY, ETC.

. PERSONS INTERVIEWED: NAMES, ADDRESSES AND TEL EPHONE NUMBERS.

. PROPERTY: INDICATE ID MARKS-COLORS-SIZES~SERIAL NUMBERS-DISFOSITION-VALUE, ETC.

. ADDITIONAL ENTRIES: SUMMARIZE STEPS OF INVESTIGATION —COMMENCE EACH ENTRY WITH A NO..DATE AND TIME.

<D4AZTM
bW N -

1 | SUSPECTS:

HOWERTON, ROBERT 22995 Marine View Dr SH Apt D-205 H/ 824-5013
WMA 31 yrs old, 5-11, 160 Des Moines WA -
Sandy Brown/Brown I —

Charged: Indecent Liberties —_

2 | PERSONS INTERVIEWED:

SYBIL LEMKE Listed above
SHANI HAYES P Same as Sybil Lemke )
;o S
[ 7
KATHERINE REYNOLDS / 2317 SE 8th, Renton WA 98055 H/ 228-4649
__B/ 991-3887
DPA KATE FLACK KC PA'S Office, Special Assault Unit B/ 583-4496
DET. ROBIN A, MORAN KCDPS, Special Assault Unit B/ 344-7%87
t g’ — /7 ———aa
INVESTIGATIMG OFFICER [PERS, NO.JUNIT AG / FERS N
| DET. LAWRENCE W. DALY 04665 | 203 f]ﬁuuul /A{ vy, )
KCDPS 8100 B/9! e eottien moy 80 user / /!,/_(,_’/ OR'GINAL




KING COUNTY DEPARTMENT OF PUBL +C [els]fri3iotrisis
'-ADDITIONAL INFORMATION h:ETIOFFICER'S REPORT a I S— H
“Tro VIA DATE TiME
4
FROM SUBJECT: CONTINUATION CER'S RY ARDING
l ] Follow-up

4 06-06-86 0900 hrs I received a call from KATHERINE REYNOLDS. MS. REYNOLDS
told me that her boyfriend's daughter, victim LEMKE, had been sexually assaulted by
suspect HOWERTON. MS. REYNOLDS told me that victim LEMKE was currently in Montana
and when she returned she would have victim LEMKE contact me to set up a joint
interview.

5 06-18-86 1500 hrs I received a call from MS. REYNOLDS, who informed me
that victim LEMKE had returned from Montana and was willing to come and talk to
DPA FLACK and myself. I advised MS. REYNOLDS to have victim LEMKE at DPA FLACK'S
office at 1600 hrs.

6 1630 hrs I contacted victim LEMKE, SHANI HAYES, KATHERINE REYNOLDS
and DPA KATE FLACK at the Prosecutors Office for the joint interview. See victim
LEMKE'S statement for additional details.

7 1800 hrs I prepared victim LEMKE'S written statement from my

- joint interview notes.

8 07-06-86 1000 hrs I wrote an offense report and obtained a case number.

9 07-08-86 1330 hrs I contacted DPA KATE FLACK and discussed this case with
her. She instructed me to forward to her all the paperwork involved in this case so
she can make a filing decision.

10 1630 hrs I called MS. REYNOLDS and discussed this case with her.
1 then took a taped witness statement from her. See her statement for additional
details.

11 07-10-86 0920 hrs DET. MORAN called SHANI HAYES. MS. HAYES is the first
person victim LEMKE told about the sexual assault. DET. MORAN then took a taped
witness statement from her. See her statement for additional details.

12 0945 hrs This case is closed, cleared by arrest. Per DPA KATE
FLACK'S request, this case will be forwarded to her for a review and a filing decision.

. /'
/ // race| 2
[(NVESTIGATING OFFiCER lssam. UNIT App‘io:jﬁ ey’ / / or 12
Q(f* Lddod ad /1’; A.

’ ORIG!NAL

KEDPS C-302 1/8%




* e CANUNTY SMLPAHTAMLNE OF PUBLIC BAfe '~
. OFFENSE REPORT

ADDITIONAL INFORMAT. .

2

g

‘ WITNESS/R.P./VICTIM
No e 1R1@t Mmation Provided Res Phong ru Phone
-«
2137038 ) Coty State Zg Oicupatipn Rt Cen [EFY )
NBTe 1nigrrti0n Proyged Aei Phone Bus Phone o
ACCiess Cay State, F Cccupetion  Roce Sex Doo

SUSPECTS (Additional)

Raze |Sex DO 8. Height | Weght | Hauwr Eves Compl. Ciothing
>

|

Name and Address. Identitying marks and characterigtics 3f arrested, suspect’s full name, DO 8, BA No. (ciccumstances of srrest in nareative.)

Race | Se» D.OB Heght Weight § Hagir Eves Compi. Ciothing

1

Name and Address loentitying marks and characteristics If arrested, suspect’s fuli name, §.0.8.. BA No (cwcumstances of arrest «n narrative. )

{f Ad: - Space is Needed, Use Form C-102)
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IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF WASHINGTON
IN AND FPOR THE COUNTY OF KING

SANDY EHRLICH and MICHAEL BHRLICH,)
wife and husband; LARRY LEMKE,
parent; LARRY LEMKE, Guardian ad
Litem on behalf of SYBIL N. LEMKE,
a minory KATHRYN REYNOLDS; DEE
CHABOT, parent; DEE CHABOT,
Guardian ad Litem on behalf of
SHAWNA MICHELLE CHABOT, MICHAEL
GRANT CHABOT, NICHOLAS STERLING
CBABOT, minors,

vo. S 2- (6729 -5

COMPLAINT FOR PERSONAL
INJURIES AND DAMAGES

Plaintiffs,

Ve

RALPH ALSKOG and ROSEMARY ALSKOG,
husband and wife; ROBERT HOWERTON
and JANE DOE HOWERTON, husband
and wife; E. SCOTT HARTLEY and.
JANE DOE HARTLEY; DONALD LEE
BARNETT and BARBARA BARNETT,
husband and wife; COMMUNITY CHAPEL
AND BIBLE TRAINIRG CENTER, a
Washington Corporation; ®JOEN
DOES" 1-4 and "JANE DOES" 1-4,
husbands and wifes; FIRST DOE
CORPORATION; and FIRST DOE
PARTNERSHIP,

wwvvuwuuuuuvvuuuuuvvv

Defendants.

o St St St N Vet gt Nt s

COME NOW the Plaintiffs, by and through their attorneys
of record, Richard H. Adler of ADLER, GIERSCH & READ, P.S., and

for cause of action against the Defendants state and allege as

follows:
COMPLAINT FOR PERSONAL LAW OFFICES OF
INJURIES AND DAMAGES - Page 1 ADLER,. GIERSCH. AND READ

SEATTLE. WA §8104

206) 6824267
o s, o




1 L. PLAINTIEES
2
3
4
5
6 1.2 Plaintiff Larry Lemke, father of Sybil N. Lemke ,
7lat all times material hereto was a resident of the County eI
8 King, State of wWwashington.
9 1.3 Plaintiff Sybil K. Lemke is a minor chilg,
10| fourteen years of age, who resides with her father, Larry Lemke,
1 in the County of King, State of Washington. Larry Lemke has
12 been duly appointed the Guardian ad Litem of Plaintiff, Sybil K.
13 Lemke, for purposes of this litigation. At all times materia)
14 hereto, Plaintiff Sybil N. Lemke was a resident of the County of
15 King, State of washington.
16 1.4 Plaintiff, EKathryn Reynolds, at all times material
17 hereto was a resident of the County of King, State of
18 washington.
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26 :
28
R AMD DRNAGES - P Acwn Gemsch, Ao READ
- Page 2 1211 SMITH TOWER
on sazazer
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3.1 The Defendants, Robert Howerton and Jane Doe
Howerton, are husband and wife, and at all times material hereto
vere residents of the County of King, State of Washington,
Plaintiffs do not know if Defendant Howerton is married, and if
married, does not know his spouse’s name, but alleges that if he
is married, this constitutes a marital community under the laws

of the State of Washington. Each of the acts complained of were

LAW OFFICES OF
COMPLAINT FOR PERSONAL ADLER, GIERSCH, AND READ
INJURIES AND DAMAGES - Page 3 1211 SMNTH TOWER

SEATTLE, WA 88104
(206) 6824267
= aifli- o
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done for and on behalf of the community as well as for and on

behalf of the individuals.
3.2 Defendant Robert Howerton is a member of the
congregation of the Defendant, Community Chapel and Bible

Training Center.

3.3 Defendant Robert Howerton has taught Sunday School
for the Defendant, Community Chapel and Bible Training Center.

3.4 Defendant Robert Howerton has held himself out as
a counselor and served as a counselor for the Defendant,
Community Chapel and Bible Training Center.

3.5 Defendant Robert Howerton acted as a counselor for
Plaintiff Sybil N. Lemke.

1V, DEFENDANTS: E. SCOTT AND JANE DOE_HARILEY
4.1 The Defendants, E. Scott Bartley and Jane Doe

Hartley, are husband and wife, and at all times material hereto
were residents of: the County of King, State of Washington.

4.2 Defendant E. Scott Bartley is and at all times
material hereto has been the corporate secretary and senior
staff assistant to the vice president of the Defendant,
Community Chapel and Bible Training Center.

4.3 Defendant E. Scott Hartley is recognized as one of
the four individuals on the Board of Senior Elders of the
Defendant, Community Chapel and Bible Training Center.

4.4 Defendant E. Scott Hartley served as a counselor
for the Defendant, Community Chapel and Bible Training Center.

4.5 All actions described of these defendants or either

of them were performed on behalf of the marital community.

COMPLAINT FOR PERSONAL LAW OFFICES OF
INJURIES AND DAMAGES - Page 4 Ayt s o READ

SEATTLE. WA 98104
1206) 68024267
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V.__DEFENDANTS: _DONALD LEE AND_ BARBARA _BARNETT
5.1 The Defendants, Donald Lee Barnett and Barbara

Barnett, are husband and wife, and at all times material hereto
were residents of the County of King, State of Washington.
5.2 Defendant Donald Lee Barnett is the head pastor of
the Defendant, Community Chapel and Bible Training Center and as
such is responsible for the administration and direction of the
entire congregatién.
5.3 Defendant Donald Lee Barnett is also the president
of the Defendant, Community Chapel and Bible Training Center.
5.4 Defendant Barbara Barnett, at all times material
hereto, served as a counselor for the Community Chapel and Bible
Training Center.
5.5 All actions described of these defendants or

either of them were performed on behalf of the marital

community.

VI. _DEFENDANT: _COMMUNITY CHAPEL_AND_BIBLE _TRAINING CENTER
6.1 Defendant Community Chapel and Bible Training

Center is a corporation licensed to do business and doing
business in the State of Washington, having its principle place
of business at 18635 Eighth Avenue South, Seattle, Washington.
VII. _DEEENDANTS: _JOHN AND_JANE _DOES
7.1 John and Jane Does 1-4 are residents of the State
of Washington, All actions described of these defendants or

either of them were performed on behalf of the marital

community.

LAW OFFICES OF
COMPLAINT POR PERSONAL
INJURIES AND DAMAGES - Page 5 A B, AND READ

SEATTLE, WA 8104
(206) 882.4267
8 e
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VIII. DEFENDANTS: _FIRST DOE_CORPORATION AND PARTNERSHIP
8.1 The Defendants First Doe Corporation and First Doe

Partnership are business entities doing business or controlled
by the Defendant, Community Chapel and Bible Training Center.
Plaintiffs pray 1leave to amend this complaint for personal

injuries and damages and to insert herein their true names when

they become known.

1X. JURISDICTION

9.1 All acts hereinafter alleged occurred within the
County of King, State of Washington, and this court has
jurisdiction over the subject matter herein and the parties

hereto.

¥, AGCENTS, AGENCY AND RESPONDEAT_ SUPERIOR

10.1 At all times material hereto, the Defendants,
Ralph Alskog, Rosemary Alskog, Robert Howerton, Jane Doe
Howerton, E. Scott Hartley, Jane Doe Hartley, Donald Lee
Barnett, Barbara Barnett, "John Does"™ 1-4 and "Jane Does"™ 1-4,
were principles, agents, employees and representatives of the
Community Chapel and Bible Training Center and all actions
complained of herein were performed in the scope of their
representation, employment and/or agency for the Defendant,
Community Chapel and Bible Training Center.

10.2 At all times material hereto, the Defendants,
First Doe Corporation and First Doe Partnership, were agents,
employees and/or representatives of the Defendant, Community
Chapel and Bible Training Center and all actions complained of

herein were performed in the course of their representation,

LAW OFFICES OF

COMPLAINT FOR PERSONAL
INJURIES AND DAMAGES - Page 6 AR s s rowin TTEAD
SEATTLE, WA 28104
(208) 6B2 4267
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employment and/or agency for the Defendant, Community Chapel and
Bible Training Center.
X]. BASIS

11.]1 Sometime during the year of 1967, the Defendant,
Community Chapel and Bible Training Center was crganized under
the laws of the State of Washington as a corporation, practicing
fundamentalist pentacostal beliefs.‘ Beginning in 1984 or 1985,
Defendant, Community Chapel and Bible Training Center, by and
through its pastor and president, Defendant Dcnald Lee Barnett,
encouraged and/or required members of the congregation to form
intimate attachments with members of the opposite sex without
regard@ to the member's spouse as part of the regular services at
the Community Chapel and Bible Training Center. Said intimate
attachments were called "spiritual connections." "Spiritual
connections”™ involve dancing together, embracing, holding hands,
hypnotically gazing into each other's eyes, kissing, and/or
sexual contact,

11.2 Plaintiffs were members of the Defendant the
Community Chapel and Bible Training Center religious
organization.

11.3 Defendant the Community Chapel and Bible Training
Center, by and through its pastor, Defendant Donald Lee Barnett,
knew or should have known that these intimate attachments and
"gpiritual connections® would result in seductions, family
disharmony, marital instability, separation and/or dissolution
of marriages, sexual involvement and advances of adults with

children, loss of consortium, destruction of the parent-child

‘LAW OFFICES OF

COMPLAINT FOR PERSONAL
INJURIES AND DAMAGES - Page 7 A s AND READ
SEATTLE, WA @810
(208) BB 4267

w0 a0 »
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relationship, 1loss of guidance, support, love and companionship
for children.

11.4 Defendant, Community Chapel and Bible Training
Center, by and through its pastor and president, Defendant
Donald Lee Barnett, knew or should have known that its officers,
agents, employees, representatives, counselors, and members of

the congregation would follow his direction and/or example,

-

LAW OFFICES OF
COMPLAINT FOR PERSONAL ADLER, GIERSCH, AND READ
INJURIES AND DAMAGES - Page 8 1211 BMITH TOWER
BEATTLE. WA 08104
1200) 882426 7
& ol @
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XIII.

13.1 The minor c¢hild, Sybil N. Lewmke, was a member of
the Defendant Community Chapel and Bible Training Center at
all times material'hereto.

13.2 As a result of probems Sybil N. Lemke was having
stemming from the marital difficulties of her parents, she was
directed to begin counseling with Defendant Robert Howerton.

13.3 Defendant Robert Howerton counseled Sybil Lemke
when she was thirteen and fourteen years ©Z3 and used to be one
of her Sunday school teachers at the Defendant, Community Chapel
and Bible Training Center. Defendant Robext Howerton requested
Plaintiff Sybil Lemke to be his "spiritual connection.”

13.4 On several occasions, Defendant Robert Howerton,
under the guise of prqviding ministerial services and
counseling, touched and/or rubbed Plaintiff Sybil Lemke on her
thighs and legs.

13.5 Sometime between September and Christmas Day of
1986, Defendant Robert Howerton took Plaintiff Lemke to Redondo
Beach in his car. As the sun set, Defendant Howerton moved his
car and parked it in the rear of the parking lot. Defendant
Robert Howerton told Plaintiff Sybil Lemke that he loved her and|:
pulled ber very close to him and started kissing her. Defendant

Howerton put one around her and started carressing her buttocks

LAW OFFICES OF
COMPLAINT FOR PERSONAL A
INJURIES AND DAMAGES - Page 11 T Saa oD READ
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with his hand. With the other hand Defendant Howerton rubbed
Plaintiff 8Sybil Lemke'’s thigh. Defendant Robert Howerton was
breathing heavily and forcefully kissing Plaintiff Sybil Lemke
on her body. Defendant Robert Howerton professed to be driven
by God and represented to Plaintiff Sybil Lemke that his conduct
was sanctioned by God and was spiritual.

13.6 On numerous occasions, Defendant Robert Howerton,
under the guise of providing ministerial services and counseling
and serving as Plaintiff Sybil Lemke's spiritual connection,
became aware of the vulnerability of Plaintiff Sybil Lemke.
Defendant Robert Howerton took advantage of her weakness and
need for support and manipulated Plaintiff Sybil Lemke.

13.7 As a result of manipulation, exploitation, domina~
tion, use of authority and position by Defendants, Plaintiff
Sybil Lemke was coerced, pressured and unduly influenced into
having a spiritual connection and sexual contact with Defendant
Robert Howerton. |

13.8 Defendant, Community Chapel and Bible Training
Center, by and through its pastor and president, Defendant
Donald Lee Barnett, knew or should have known that Defendant
Robert Howerton was involved in the seduction, sexual contact
and spiritual connection with Plaintiff Sybil Lemke, a minor.
Defendant, the Community Chapel and Bible Training Center, by
and through its pastor and president, acted negligently in not
supervising Defendant Robert Howerton and in not taking
corrective actions, sanctions, preventative measures in ending

the relationship between Robert Howerton and Sybil Lemke.

COMPLAINT FOR PERSONAL LAW OFFICES OF
INJURIES AND DAMAGES - Page 12 ADLER. GIERSCH. AND READ
SEATTLE, WA 98104
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congregation which tended to injure Plaintiffs' reputation in

13.9 Defendant, Community Chapel and Bible Training
Center, by and through its pastor and president, Defendant
Donald Lee Barnett, knew or should have known that Defendant
Robert Howerton was causing the destruction of Larry and Sybil
Lemke's parent-child relationship, as well as Sybil Lemke's loss
of guidance, support, love and companionship for her father.

13.10 After a period of time, Plaintiff Sybil Lemke
and Plaintiff Lérry Lemke, individpaily and together, realized
that Defendants' conduct was not sanctioned by God and was a
ruse concocted by Defendants in order to satisfy deviate sexual
needs.

13.11 Plaintiff Larry Lemke and Sybil Lemke were
"disfellowshipped” from Defendant, Community Chapel and Bible
Training Center, as a consequence of their refusal to partici-|
pate in further sexual activities with Defendants and/or chal-
lenging the "spiritval connection™ doctrine and practices of
Defendants.

13,12 ‘ Defendants have made disparaging and false

statements in public regarding Plaintiffs to members of the

the community.

X1V,
14.1 The Plaintiff, Kathryn Reynolds, regularly
attended services at the Defendant, Community Chapel and Bible
Training Center. As a member of the congregation, Plaintiff

Reynolds attended numerous functions of the church, and was an

active participant in the congregation. Plaintiff's 1life

LAW OFFICES OF
COMPLAINT FOR PERSONAL ADLER
INJURIES AND DAMAGES - Page 13 T2 o oD READ
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revolved around the activities of the Defendant, Community
Chapel and Bible Training Center.

14.2 On several occasions, Defendant E. Scott
Hartley, under the guise of providing ministerial services and
counseling as well as attexpting to have a spiritual connection
with Plaintiff Reynolds, sexvally assaulted her by placing his
hénds on her breast, and other parts of her body, and forcibly
kissing her and eﬁbracing her against her will.

14.3 On several occasions, Defendant E. Scott
Bartley, under the guise of ptovidihg ministerial services and
counseling as well as attemptihg to be Plaintiff Reynolds'
"spiritual cOnnéction.' became aware of her vulnerability.
Defendant E. Scott Hartley took advantage of her weakness and
need for support and manipulated Plaintiff Reynolds.

14.4 As a' result of manipulatidn, exploitation,
domination,' use of authority and position by Defendants,
Plaintiff Reynolds was coerced and/or forced into a "spiritual
connection” and/or sexual contact with Defendant E. Scott
Hartley;

14.5 Defendant, the Community Chapel and Bible
Trainihg Center, by and through its pastor and president, Donald
Lee Barhett, knew or should have known that Defendant E. Scott
Hartley was involved in the seduction, sexual contact and
attempted spiritual connection with Plaintiff Reynolds.
Defendant, Community Chapel and Bible Training Center, by and
through its pastor and president, Defendant Donald Lee Barnett, :

acted negligently in not supervising Defendant, E. Scott Bartley

LAW OFFICES OF

COMPLAINT FOR PERSONAL
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and in not taking corrective actions, sanctions, preventative
measures in ending the relationship between Defend#nt E. Scott
Hartley and Plaintiff Reynolds.

14.6 After a period of time, Plaintiff Reynolds
realized that Defendants' conduct was not sanctioned by God and
was a ruse concocted by Defendants in order to satisfy deviant
sexual needs.

14.7 'Plaintiff Reynolds was "disfellowshipped”
from the Community Chapel and Bible Training Center, as a
consequence of her refusal to ‘participate in further sexual
contaét with Defendant E. Scott Bart;ey and/or her questioning
the ‘“spiritual connection® doctrines and | practices of
Defendants.

14.8 Defendants have made disparaging and false
statements publicly regaiding Plaintiff Reynolds to members of
the congregation which tended to injure Plaintiff's‘reputation

in the community.

COMPLAINT FOR PERSONAL
INJURIES AND DAMAGES -~ Page 15 - ADLER, GIERSCH, AND READ
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forth in full each and every allegation as set forth in

- intentional, reckless, and/or negligent wrongful acts and

- ¥V1._ _DAMAGES

16.1 Plaintiffs incorporate by reference as if set

paragraphs 1 through XV.

16.2 . As a direct and proximate result of the
intentional, reckless, and/or negligent wrongful acts and
omissions of the Defendants, and each of them,'PIaintiffs have
suffered serious and painful injuries to their person, as well
as psychological and mental pain and suffering. By reason of

the foregoing, Plaintiffs sustained general damages according to

proof.
16.3 As a direct and proximate result of the

omissions of the Defendants, and each of them, Plaintiff was

required to and did incur reasonable and necessary expenses in

connection with the treatment of said personal injuries. By

LAW OFFICES OF

COMPLAINT FOR PERSONAL |
INJURIES AND DAMAGES ~ Page 18 A e oD READ
SEATTLE, WA DB 1D
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reason of the foregoing, Plaintiff sustained special damages
&ccording to proof.
16.4 As a direct and proximate result of the
intentional, reckless, and/or negligent wrongful acts and
omissions of the Defendants, and each of them, Plaintiff will be
required to and incur in the future reasonable and necessary
expenses in connection with the treatment of said personal
injuties. By reason of the foregoing, Plaintiff will sustain
additional special damages according to proof.
16.5 As a direct and proximate result of the
intentional, reckless, and/or negligent wrongful acts and
omissions of the Defendants, and each of them, Plaintiff has
suffered a yloss of ‘earnings to date in an amount which is
presently.unknown but which will be proven at the time of trial.
16.6 As a direct and proximate result of the
intentional, reckless, and/or negligent wrongful acts and

omissions of the Defendants, and each of them, Plaintiff is
entitled to actual damages, damages for continuing pain and
suffering, and attorney fees and. costs undei the laws of the

United States of America and the State of Washington.

XVII.
EIRST CAUSE OF ACTION: _OUTRAGE
17.1 Plaintiffs hereby incorporate by reference

each and every allegation as set forth in paragraphs I through

xVI.

LAW OFFICES OF
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17.2 The acts o0f each of the Defendants as stated

above are s0 extreme, outrageous and go beyond all bounds of

decency.
17.3 The conduct of each of the above-named

Defendants was 50 extreme and outrageous that it caused the
Plaintiffs to suffer severe emotional distress.

17.4 . The conduct of'Defendants was perpetrated so
as to intentionally inflict severe emotional distress upon
Plaintiffs, with knowledge that such distress was certain or
substantially certain to result from such outrageous conduct.
| 17.5  Defendants' conduct was perpetrated with
reckless and deliberate disregard of a high degree of
probability that severe emotional distress would ‘result. to
Plaintiffs.

17.6 The conduct of Defendants was deliberate,

willful, malicious, and calculated to inflict severe emotional

distress on Plaintiffs.

17.7 As a  direct and proximate result of
Defendants' outrageous conduct, Plaintiff suffered severe
emotional distress, were greatly humiliated, shamed,

embarrassed, defamed, and endured great pain and suffering.

XVIIiI.
SECOND CAUSE _OF ACTION: COUNSELOR MALPRACTICE
18.1 Plaintiffs incorporate by reference each and

every allegation as set forth in paragraphs I through XVII.
18.2 Defendant, Community Chapel and@ Bible
Training Center, by and through its pastor and president,

LAW OFFICES OF
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| Defendant Donald Lee Barnett, and other Defendants, acted

intentionally, recklessly, and/or negligently in its conduct

Defendant Donald Lee Barnett, and other Defendants, did not
exercise the degree of care, s8kill, diligence and knowledge

commonly possessed and exercised by a reasonable, careful and

prudent counselor in this jurisdiction by manipulating
Plaintiffs into having a spiritual connection and/or sexual
contact with Defendants. Defendant, the Community Chapel and

Bible Training Center, by and thtoughvits pastor and president,

and/or omissions and this constituted the tort of counselor

malpractice.

18.4 Defendant Robert Howerton did not exercise
the degree of éare, skill, diligence and knowledge commonly
possessed and exercised by a reasonable, careful and prudent
counselor in this jurisdiction by manipulating a nihor,
Plaintiff Sybil Lemke, into a "spiritual connection®” and/or
sexual contact. Defendant Robert Howerton did intentionally,
recklessly, and/or negligently commit acts and/or omissions
which constituted the tort of counselor malpractice.

LAW OFFICES OF
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.Defendant E, Scott Hartley did intentionaily, recklessly, and/or

18.5 Defendant E. Scott Hartley did not exercise
the degree of care, skill, diligence and knowledge commonly

possessed and exercised by a reasonable, careful and prudent

counselor in this jurisdiction by manipulating Plaintiff Kathryn

Reynolds into a spiritual connection and/or sexual contact.

negligently commit acts and/or omissions which constituted the

tort of counselor malpractice.

18.7 As a direct and proximate result of
Defendants' malpractice, each Plaintiff has sustained severe

pain and suffering.

COMPLAINT FOR PERSONAL | LAw OFFiCES OF
INJURIES AND DAMAGES - Page 22 - ABLER. GIERSCH, AND READ
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a person competent to counsel the Plaintiffs in their respective

‘needs.,

XIX.
THIRD _CAUSE_OF ACTION: NEGLIGENT COUNSELING
19.1 Plaintiff incorporates by reference each and

every allegation as set forth in paragraphs I through XVIII.
19.2 Defendants held themselves out to Plaintiffs
as being capable of performing family counseling, marital

counseling and spiritual counseling, which requires the skill of

19.3 Defendants were negligent in counseling
Plaintiffs in that Defendanﬁs failed to exercise or possess that
degree of skill, care, and learning drdinarily exercised or
possessed by the average gqualified ‘counseldr, taking into
account the existing state of kndwledge and practice in the
field of clergy, marital counseling, and other counseling
professions. Defendants negligently violated the duty of care
as a counselor by either having sexual contact with Plaintiffs
or entering into “"spiritual connections® with Plaintiffs or
failing to assist Plaintiffs in restoring marital barmony,
family bharmony, preventing 1loss of consortium between spouses,
putting an end to the destruction of. the parent-child
relationship and ending the loss of guidance, love, support and

companionship suffered by minors-Plaintiffs.

19.4 ‘As a direct and proximate result of
Defendants' negligent counseling, each Plaintiff sustained

severe pain and suffering.

LAW OFFICES OF .
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negligently failed to exercise that degree of care, skill,

xX.

FOQURTH_CAUSE OF.ACTION:
PASTORAL _AND MINISTERIAL MALPRACTICE

20.1 Plaintiffs incorporate by reference each and

every allegation as set forth in paragraphs I through XIX,
© 20.2 Defendant,  Community Chapel and Bible
Training Center, by and through its pastor and president,
Defendant Donald Lee Barnett, intentionally, recklessly, and/or
negligently failed to exercise that degree of care, skill,
diligence and knowledge commonly possessed and exercised by a
reaéonable, careful and prudent pastor/minister in this
jurisdiction. This intentional, reckless, negligent act and/or
omission constitutes  the tort of past0ta1/ministeria1

malpractice.

20.3 Defendants intentionally, recklessly, and/or

diligence and knowledge commonly possessed and exercised by a
reasonable, careful and prudent minister in this jurisdiction.
This intentional, reckless, negligent act and/or omission
constitutes the tort of pastoral/ministerial malpractice.

20.4 As a direct and proxihate result of Defendants'
negligent counseling, each Plaintiff sustained severe pain and

suffering.
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tuted tle torts of assault, battery and false imprisonment.

21.2 Plaintiff Sybil Lemke incorporates by
reference eébh and every‘allegation as set forth in paragraphs I
through XX, Thé offensive sexual contact and touching by Defen-
dant, Fobert Howerton, against the will and body of Plaintiff,

Sybil 1Iemke, resulted in personal injuries to her and consti-

21.3 Plaintiff Kathryn Reynolds incorporates by
reference each and every allegation as set forth in paragraphs I
through XX. The offensive sexual contact and touching by Defen-
dant, . Scott Hartley, against the will and body of Plaintiff,
Kathryn Reynolds, resulted in personal injuries to her and

constit'.ted the torts of assault, battery and false

impriso:ment.

XXII. |
SIXTH _CAUSE OF ACTION: DEPAMATION
22.1 Plaintiffs incorporate by reference each and

every allegation set forth in paragraphs I through XXI,

22,2 As a direct and proximate result of acts
and/or omissions of Defendants in making disparaging and falsge
statements publicly regarding respective Plaintiffs, each and
every Plaintiff's reputation was damaged and constitutes the
tort of defamation.

LAW OFFICES OF
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EIGHTH CAUSE OF ACTJION;
DESTRUCTION OF PARENT-CHILD RELATIONSHIP
24.1 Plaintiffs Larry Lemke and Dee Chabot

incorporate by reference each and every allegation as set forth
in paragraphs I through XXIII,

24.2 As a direct and proximate result of the acts
and/or omissions of Defendants, Plaintiffs, Larry Lemke and Dee
Chabot, suffered the 1loss of love and companionship and injury

to and destruction of the parent-child relationship,

COMPLAINT FOR PERSONAL LA OFFICES OF
? ADLER, ]
INJURIES AND DAMAGES ~ Page 26 Tyt -l
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XXV,
NINTH CADSE _OF ACTION:

CHILDREN'S_LOSS_OF CONSORTIUM
25.1 Plaintiffs  Sybil Lemke, Shawna Michele

Chabot, Michael Grant Chabot, and Nicholas Sterling Chabot,
minors, incorporate by reference each and every allegation
contained in paragraphs I through XXIV.

25.2 As a direct and proximate result of the acté
and/or omissions of Defendants, Plaintiffs Sybil Lemke, Shawna
Michele Chabot, Michael Grant Chabot, and Nicholas Sterling
Chabot, minors, suffered the loss of love, care, companionship,

and guidance of their respective Plaintiff-parent.

XXVI.
- TENTH CAUSE _OF ACTION: WRONCFUL DISFELLOWSHI PMENT
26.1 ‘Plaintiffs incorporate by reference each and

every allegation -contained in paragraphs I through XXV,
| 26.2 Defendant, Community Chapel and Bible
Training Center, by and through its pastor and president, Donald
Lee Barnett, had knowledge of Defendants' conduct towards
Plaintiffs and failed to take corrective actions, sanctions,
preventative measures, or in any way to prevent Plaintiffs from
beihg disfellowshipped. |

26.3 Plaintiffs' questioning and/or challenging
the "spiritual connections"™ doctrine and practices of Defendant,
Community Chapel and Bible Training Center, by and through its
pastor and president, Defendant Donald Lee Barnett, led to their

COMPLAINT FOR PERSONAL LAW OFFICES OF
INJURIES AND DAMAGES - Page 27 ADLER. GIERSCH, AND READ
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paragraphs I-XXVI.

disfellowshipment from Defendant, Community Chapel and Bible

Training Center.

26.4 As a direct and proximate result of being
*disfellowshipped®™ from Defendant, Community Chapel and Bible
Training Center, Plaintiffs were ostracized from their peers,
barred from attending church services, members of the
congregation were directed not to have further contact with
respective Plaintiffs, and endured severe pain and suffering.

26.5 As a further direct and proximate tesult of
Plaintiffs' wrongful ;disfellowshipment, each of the Plaintiffs
have been shunned by members of the Community Chapel and Bible
Training Center, 1lost their jobs, have been greatly humiliated,
lost their friends, shamed, embarrassed and endured great
snffeting and remain nervous and distraught.

- XXVII.
ELEVENTH CAUSE OF ACTION; SEDUCTION OF CHILD
27.1 Plaintiffs, Larry Lemke and  Sybil Lemke,

incorporate by reference each and every allegation contained in|

27.2 As a direct and proximate result of the offensive
sexual contact and touching by Defendant, Ralph Alskog, against
the will and body of Plaintiff, Sybil Lemke, she suffered

personal injuries and this constitutes the tort of seduction of

a child.
COMPLAINT FOR PERSONAL Law OFFICES OF
INJURIES AND DAMAGES - Page 28 A o o, TWAD
SEATTLE. WA 98104
(208) 8824267

v ol o




* e e

O 00 3 O, v ok LY N

Sk e el el kT e ks
© 0 N OO E W e - e

WHEREFORE each and every Plaintiff and together pray

for judgment against the Defendants as follows:
1. For general damages already incurred and future

general damages in an amount unknown but which
will be proved at the time of trial;
2. For medical expenses incurred and for future
medical expenses and other costs, in an amount
unknown which will be proved at the time of trial.
3. For loss of wages and _eatnings which will be
proved at the time of trial;
4. For costs and disbursements;
5. Por prejudgment interest;
6. For reasonable attorney fees;
7. For injunctive relief;
8. For such other relief as this court may deem just
and proper in this cause. '
WHEREFORE Plaintiffs Michael and Sandy Ehrlich further
pray for judgment against the Defendants as follows:
10. For loss of cohsortium;
WHEREFORE Plaintiffs Larry Lemke and Dee Chabot further
pray for judgment against the Defendants as follows: |
1l. Por loss of parent-child telationship;
WHEREFORE Plaintiffs Sybil Lemke, Shawna Michele
Chabot, Michael Grant Chabot and Nicholas Sterling Chabot,

minors, further pray for judgment against the Defendants as

follows:
COMPLAINT FOR PERSONAL LAW OFFICES OF
INJURIES AND DAMAGES ~ Page 29 ADLER, GIERSCH, AND READ
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1 12, For loss of parental consortium, love, support,
2 guidance and companionship.
3 DATED this DV day of July, 1986.
4 | GIERSCH AND_READ
5
6
7 :é:gggynfotdxl’;: intiffs
8
9
10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27
28
LAW OFFICES OF
SNIURIES AND DANAGES - Page 30 e L "







@ O N O o W N

10
1
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19

21
22
23

24
25

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

STATE OF WASHINGTON,

Plaintiff, No. 86-1-03810-4

vSs.
AFFIDAVIT OF PATRICIA HOWERTON

ROBERT P. HOWERTON,

Defendant.

STATE OF WASHINGTON )
Ss.

COUNTY OF KING )

PATRICIA HOWERTON, being first duly sworn, on oath,
deposes and says as follows:

1. Bob Howerton is my husband. I am personally
acquainted with Larry Lemke. I have personal knowledge of the
following facts and I am competent to testify.

2. 1 attended a meefing with both Bob and Larry in
early October of 1986, before Bob and I were married. The
meeting had been set up by Larry, who told a mutual friend of
ours that he really wanted to talk with Bob. We met at a
condominium belonging to one of Larry’s friends. The meeting
lasted about 90 minutes.

3. Larry seemed to feel really bad about what had
happened to Bob, with the filing of criminal charges, a civil
lawsuit, etc. He told us he wanted no part of it. He told us
he had no part in setting it up and that it was all Katherine

Reynolds. He told us that Sybil didn’t want anything to do with

AFFIDAVIT OF PATRICIA HOWERTON - 1

MOREN. LAGESCHULTE & ComnewL, PS.
ATYORNEYS AT LAW
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it and that she felt that she had been "tricked" into filing
charges. Larry told us that his actions with Katherine Reynolds
were all wrong and that Sybil had been hurt because of it.

4. Bob had asked Larry why Sybil had been "tricked"
into filing charges. Larry’s only response was that he did not

like Detective Daley. He told us that he was going to take Sybil

" out of school the following Monday and that the two of them were

going to meet.with the prosecutor and drop all charges. He said
he was going to let them know that the entire incident had been
blown way out of proportion and that they had not wanted to get
involved from the start. He emphasized that he wanted nothing to
do with the case, that he felt bad about what was happening to
Bob, that it was not fair, and that all charges, including the
civil case, would be dropped. Obviously this never happened but

I have no idea why not.

/Cz;zk44/ﬂw/F¥%4LuaLZ}ﬂ%/

~ PATRICIA HOWERTON

L
SIGNED AND SWORN to be@ére me on March 457 ,» 1987, by
Patricia Howerton. _

Washlngton, residing at
My commission expires _

AFFIDAVIT OF PATRICIA HOWERTON - 2
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IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF WASHINGTON
IN AND FOR KING COUNTY

STATE OF WASHINGTON,

Plaintiff, No. 86-1-03810-4

vs.
DECLARATION OF SHELLY WARD

ROBERT P. HOWERTON,

Defendant.

SHELLY WARD, on oath, certifies and declares as follows:

1. Sybil Lemke is my niece. I have personal knowledge
of the following facts and I am competent to testify.

| 2. Sybil lived with me in Redmond, Washingtoh from
September to December, 1986. shé talked to me about this case on
a number of occasions.

3. I want the Court to know that Sybil’s reputation for
truthfulness was very poor during the time she lived with me, in
many different respects.

4. As for the case itself, Sybil told me more than once
that she just wanted to forget the whole thing, and that she was
being used. Normally Sybil is very dogmatic and forthright, and
not intimidated at all if she wants justice done.

I certify and declare under penalty of perjury under the

laws of the State of Washington that the foregoing statement is

DECLARATION OF SHELLY WARD - 1

MoREN. LAGESCHULTE & CorneLL. P.S.
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true and correct.

Date: 7%/{/3%/@?;7

, 7 ,
7 ¢ ]
Place of Signing: '1é;?iﬂﬁyykg/g/%//%,

(City & State)

DECLARATION OF SHELLY WARD - 2
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BOEING ELECTRONICS COMPANY

*_ ADivision of The Boeing Company

P.O. Box 24969

11 garchr}987

Seattle, Washington 98124-6269

O EINEG

To: Judge John Darrah
King County Superior Court
Seattle, Washington

From: Mr. Michael R. Denny
Senior Research Optician
Boeing High Technology Center
Bellevue, Washington

Dear Judge Darrah,

My name is Michael R. Denny. I am a citizen of good
standing and moral principles. I am a recognized leader in
my community, my church and at my place of employment. I
bring this matter to you on behalf of my good friend Bob
Howerton. I have personally known Bob for nearly seven
years now and have never seen anything but integrity and
upright behavior in all of his actions and decisions. 1In
fact prior to my marriage five years ago Bob and I shared an
apartment then later a home as friends and the convenience
of expenses. I have seen Bob time and time again make
proper and upright decisions as a father to his two sons and
as a moral friend to his ex-wife due to his personal concern
for her as a human being. He has always shown himself to be
genuine and concerned for the welfare of others even over
his own needs. I stand and voice myself on behalf of my
friend and state, without reserve, he is a man of moral
value and of great benefit to his community and his fellow
- man. I would ask that these things be considered on behalf
of my friend in making any decision against him.

I certify and declare under penalty of perjury that the
above statement is true and correct.

Signed and dated in
Bellevue, Washington
March 11, 1987

O%R'espect'ful ly, / @7

Mr. Michael R. Denny
22702 10th Ave. So.
Des Moines, WA 98198
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Letter to the Court from Comprehensive Counseling
Associates of Tacoma, Washington re counseling the

Defendant.
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COMPREHENSIVE COUNSELING ASSOCIATES

3408 SOUTH UNION AVENUE - TACOMA, WASHINGTON 98409 - TEL. (206) 756-5238/ 756-5241

March 17, 1987

Superior Court of the State of Washington
~in and for King County

Re: Robert P. Howerton
To whom it may concern:

I have interviewed Mr. Robert P. Howertonm in conjunction
with the court case pending against him. In reviewing the
Pre-Sentence Report and other pertinent documents, it seems
¢lear to me that Mr. Howerton is not a threat to the commun-
ity or to minors as such. He did use poor judgment with re-
gards to this incident and has learned a painful lesson.

I recommend and he concurs that he be seen in counseling
by me for five additional sessions to explore further his
situation and help him to recover from the adverse effects
that have resulted from the notoriety of this case.

. e :/ . 7
Yours truly,

,k’-'//

CC:iaa

ORIGINAL
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In the ﬁuperhg @ourt of the State ashington
Hor the ﬂuuntq of Ring

THE STATE OF WASHINGTON,

474 ng U
- No. 86-1-03810-4

Order Deferring Imposition

of Sentence
(PROBATION)

Defendant.

The Prosecuting Attorney, the above-named defendant and counsel

Michael Bugni came into Court, the defendant having been charged by
information with the crime ﬂ of COMMUNICATING WITH A MINOR
FOR IMMORAL PURPOSES

“To this information the defendant entered a plea of "Guilty" on the
30th  day of January + 19 87 .+ __as charged

The Court having determined that no legal cause exists to show why judgment
should ot be pronounced, it is therefore ORDERED, ADJUDGED and DECREED that the
said Defendant is gquilty of the criney of COMMUNICATING WITH A MINOR FOR

IMMORAL PURPOSES, Gross Misdemeanor, RCW 9.68A.090

The Defendant having made applicatian to the Court for probation and the Court
having found Defendant eligible under the law to be granted probation, and the
Court being fully advised in the premises, it is therefore,

ORDERED that the imposition of senterce against the Defendant herein be, and
the same is hereby deferred pursuant to RCW 9.95.200 for a period of

years from this date upon the following terms and conditions, to~wit:

1) That the Defendant shall be under the charge of a Probation and Parole
Officer employed by the Department of Corrections and follow implicitly the
instructions of said Department, and the rules and regulations promulgated by said
Department for the conduct of the Defendant durmg the term of his probation hereunder.

2) The Defendant shall not camit any S%g\g jolations.

3) The Defendant shall pay all costsA penalty assessment (ROW 7.68.035)
of $§0.00 within Aa_from date of this order.

4) The Defendant shall serve o Ko yQ— in the
King County Jail, (with) M to be given for time already served,
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CURTY

STATE OF WASHINGTON, }
Pla:nt1£<

FELORY WARRAKRT OF COMMITMENT

)
)
v. ) !
. . )
ROZERT F. IOWERTOL ) 3. (X) counTy amIL
e, - . - v Nad ~ ey \
) { ) DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS
‘L 5 g‘:‘l} \ CTHLE - CUSTODY
Deienoant. k4 ) GeeTown STATE HOSPI

m2l( PH ['; os(bexua Uffenoer)

THE S'X‘ATE OF WASHINGTOK 'xfﬂ’erﬁt mu}{f,:rorz OF ADULT DETERTIOK OF KING
COURT ERLJ{ Olipy 4
WHEREAS, Judoment hascﬁeen'prl “nneét against the defencant in
the Superior Court of tne State ot ‘wasnington tor tne County of
King, that the defendant be punisnec as specified in tne JJEENENXY
A X O KN X R X X XM X0 X Y AS OO SRy D YS00E KX
)3§efxy 2 full true and correct copy of wn;cn 15 attacned heretc.
(XX 1. YOU, THE DIRECTOR, ARE COMMANDED to receive the tefendant
for classification, confinement and placement as orodered
in the Judpment and Sentence. (Sentence of confinement
in King County Jeil; or pursuant to RCW $.94A.190(3), if
the defendant is committed or returned for incarcerstion
in a2 state facility on another felony, take anc celiver
tne defendant to tne proper off:cers of the Depeartment of
Corrections.)

{ ) 2. YOU, THE DIRECTOR, ARE COMMARDED to take ancd deliver the
cefendant to the proper officers cf the Department of
Corrections; and .

YOU, THE PROPER OFFJICERS OF THE DIPARTMERT OF
CORRECTIONS, ARE COMMANDEID to receive the defengant for
classification, confinement anc placement 2s oroderec 1in
the Judcment and Senience. ({Sentence of confinement in
Department of Corrections custoOy.)

{ ) 3. YDU, THE DIREZTOR, ARE COMMANDED to receive tne defendant
fpr classification, confinemen: and placement &s ordered
in the Jucpment and Sentence. (Sentence cf confinement
or placement not covered by Sections 1 eand 2 apove and 4
below.) :

{ ) 4. Tne cdefencgant is committed fopr up to thirrty (30) days
eveluation 2t western State Bospitel 10 oetermine
amenability to sexuzl cfiender =
YOU, THE DIREZCTOR, ARZ COMMANDID to <ake and deliver the
cefendant to the proper officers of the State pencing
delivery to the proper officers cf tne Secretary cf the
Department of Social and nHezlth Services.

YOU, THZ PROPZIR OFFICZIRS COF THE SEZCREITARY OF THE
DEPARTMERT OF SOCIAL ARD HIALTHE SIZRVICZS, ARZI COMMANDEID
to receive the defendant for evaiuation es ordered in the
Judgment and Sentence.

By cirection cf the Honorable

Deted: Marakh 2L, 19R7 JNuN N"DA??AH
Y

ORDER
DEFEREING
IMPOSITION
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gﬂn tfye Super: Q Qourt of the State ‘ mashiﬁgidn*
For the County of Ring

THE STATE OF WASHINGTON, intj,
4674 A5 03
No. 86-1~03810-4

Ordcr Dcfcrrmg Imposition

1)

kirr -

UED_

v,

'I\J 1 l

33

ROBERT P. HOWERTON, \sERi " of Sentence
Defendant.
(PROBATION)

COMMITMENT

The Prosecuting Attorney, the above-named defendant and counsel

Michael Bugni came into Court, the defendant having been charged by
information with the crimen of COMMUNICATING WITH A MINOR
FOR IMMORAL PURPOSES

To this information the defendant entered a plea of "Guilty" aon the
—30th day of __ Japuary » 1987 + __as charged

The Court having determined that no 1ega. cause exists to show why judgment -
should nct be pronownced, it'is therefore ORDERED, ADJUDGED and DECREED that the
said Defendant is guilty of the crime g of _COMMUNICATING WITH A MINOR FOR

IMMORAL, PURPOSES, Gross Misdemeanor, RCW 9.682.090

The Defendant having made application to the Court for probation and:the:Court
having found Defendant eligible under the law to be granted probation, and the
Court being fully advised in the premises; it is therefore,

ORDERED that the imposition of senterie against the Defendant herein be, and
the same is hereby deferred pursuant to fW 9.95.200 for a period of

years . from this date upon the following teérms and conditions, to-wit:

1} That the Defendant shall be under the charce of a Probation and Parvle
Officer employed by the Department of Corrections and follow implicitly the
instrictions of said Department, and the rules and regulations promilgated by said
Departiment for the conduct of the Defendant during the term of his probation hereunder.

2) -~ The Defendant shall not camit any o}gw f5éolat1.

3) . The Defendant_shall pay all costsdan ty assessment (RCW. 7.68.035)
of S?0.00 within s Erom date of this order.

4) The Defendant shall serve ol Hbaya-— in the
King County Jail, (with) w to be given for time already served,

s ’/11/ i Lo tad e
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DONE I OPEN COURT this 77 L day of /////6//,,:; /7;,1999"?.




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

STATE OF WASHINGTON, )
j ggﬂaﬁﬂqiff¢@§ gé NO. 86-1-03810-4
v. ) ORDER SETTING RESTITUTION
) ROBERT P. HOWERTON . . ;
: efendant. , )

‘The court ordered payment of restitution as a condition
of pfobation. The court has determined that the following person
is entitled to restitution in the following amounts;

IT IS ORDERED that defendant make payments through the

registry of the clerk of the court as follows:

Sexual Assault Center
Harborview Medical Center
325 9th Avenue

Seattle, WA 98104 Amount: $63.00
| r

MAR 2 4 1987

DONE IN OPEN COURT thi o

A

/?/JUE@E\JHHN“ﬁKRRAH

Presented b

L

Kathdrine 'Flack ,
Deputy Prosecuting Attorney Attorney for Deféhdant

Order Setting Restitution
CCN: 1258640 Referral No.: 86092686
20PP12

NORM MAL
Prasecuting At1orney

WAS4 King County Courthiiise
Spanie, Washinglon 98104
583:2200
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In the ﬁupeginr Tourt of the State of Washington
a’ur the QInuntg of ﬁmg

THE STATE OF WASHINGTON, P)amff
No. 56— )-03%10 -4
0.

, © .7 ) Order Deferring Imposition
ial e Nun Fro Tune To Maach &, 191

Roleaat P rowes toro . ' of Sentence
endant.
(PROBATION)

The Prosecuting Attorney, the above-named defendant and counsel
Ml vd] PBudmi came into Court, the defendant having been charged by
ihformation with the crime(s) of Comummunicating

Witk . A nay” £33 Tywnaral Pur pocear -7

11ty" on the

To this information. the defendant entered a faz/.\ea of "

2O ¢, day of "rar\ugCu/L/L BN o O

The Court having determined that no legal cause exists to show why judgment

should not be prmomced, it is therefore ORDERED, ADJUD(I:D and DECREED that the
said Defendant is guilty of the crime(s) of C% wnnica tiing Wt
IA Ao (ese Misdemgastr  goW 9.65 2090

[«] MAUS

The Defendant having made application to the Court for probation -and:the Court
having found Defendant eligible under the law to be granted probation, and the
Court being fully advised in the premises, it is therefore,

ORDERED that the imposition of sentence against the Defendant herein be, and

the same is hereby deferred pursuant to RCW 9.95.200 for a period of
years from this date upon the following terms and conditions; to-wit:

1) That the Defendant shall be under the charge of a Probation and Parole
Officer employed by the Department of Corrections and follow implicitly the
instructions of said Department, and the rules and regulations pramlgated by said
Department for the conduct of the Defendant during the term of his probation hereunder.

2)  The Defendant shall not camnit anyg?w %&olations

3) The Defendant shall pay all cos penalty assessment {RCW.7.68.035)
of s?o 00 within _3ix (@)mm S frcm date of this order. i

>

The Defenda all serve a- term of
King County Jall(M) credit to be given for served,
to camence AL QLA

@Qa{endmf shall mw ¥3.00 ¢ msthu koo to ﬂwﬂw&fm
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IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF WASHINGTON FOR KING COUNTY

STATE OF WASHINGTON, pucd e .l
Plainti T Y NO. 86=1-03810-4

V. ORDER FOR BENCH WARRANT

ROBERT P. HOWERTON
Defendant

THIS MATTER having come on before this court upon motion of the

.

Prosecuting Attorney and good cause having been shown why a bench warrant

should issue for the above-named defendant,
NOW, THEREFORE,
IT IS ORDERED that the clerk of this court issue a bench warraat for

the arrest of Ehe sald defendant directing the Sheriff of King County to

apprehend the said Robert P. Howerton

“No bail to be allowed without further order of the court,

DONE IN OPEN COURT this 2\ day of  MAY

19 &y

//z////

Judgc JOHN M., DARRAH-.

Presented

Prosecuting |Attorney

% . ORDER FOR BENCH WARRANT
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IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF WASHINGTON
IN AND FOR KING COUNTY

STATE OF WASHINGTON

Plaintiff, No. 86-1-03810-4

vsS.
ORDER OF DISMISSAL

ROBERT P. HOWERTON,

Defendant.

L P

THIS MATTER héving come on regularly before the above-
entitled Court, the Honorable John Darrah presiding, upon the
Defendant’s Motion for Dismissal, the Court having considered the
Defendant’s Motion and supporting affidavit, having considered
the records and files herein, specifically the September 22,

1987 Report of Calvin C. Capener, MSW, of Comprehensive
Counseling Associates, having heard argument, and being otherwise
fully advised in the premises, NOW, THEREFORE, IT IS HEREBY

| ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the Defendant, having
complied with each and every term of this Court’s April 10, 1987
Order Deferring Imposition of Sentence, is hereby allowed to
change his plea from_guilty to not guilty and the Court further
orders that all charges against the Defendant be dismissed.

DONE IN OPEN COURT this _|[ffday of November, 1987.

ORDER OF DISMISSAL - 1

Morin, Lacesenet e & Corserr, PS.
ATTORMNEYS AY LAW o
RODBEVEL - PINEHURST BUN.OHNG

11220 RODBEVELT WAY N E
SEATILE. WASHINGTON 98128
12061 1886800
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EL W. BUG
Attorney for Defendant

Copy Received, Approved as to Form,
Notice of Bresentation Waived by:

g

iZTHERINE M. FLACK
Deputy Prosecuting Attorney

ORDER OF DISMISSAL - 2

Muores, Lacescivn e & Corseie. PS,
ATTORMEYS AT LAW
ROOBEVELT BINEMURDBT BUILLHING
MAZH RODBEVELY WAY N K
BEATYLE. WASHINGTON 8128
1208 as-a80R
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IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF WASHINGTON
IN AND FOR KING COUNTY

STATE OF WASHINGTON

Plaintiff,

No. 86-1-03810-4
vs. .
AFFIDAVIT OF ROBERT P. HOWERTON
ROBERT P. HOWERTON, REQUESTING DISMISSAL

Defendant.

Nt N it et et e

STATE OF WASHINGTON )
SSs.

COUNTY OF KING )
ROBERT P.

HOWERTON, being first duly sworn, on oath,

deposes and says as follows:

1. I am the Defendant in the above-~captioned case. I

have personal knowledge of the following facts and I am competent
u to testify.

2. I have completed all of my Court ordered counseling
with Calvin C. Capener, MSW, of Comprehensive Counseling

Associates, Tacoma, Washington, I found the counseling to be

very beneficial. I haQe learned a very important lesson from.
this incident and I am confident it will never be repeated.

3. I would also like to advise the Court that since the
Order Deferring Sentence, my new wife and I have moved to Tacoma
where we reside at a house I own. She is expecting our first

child. I have complied with all of the terms of probation and

|

AFFIDAVIT OF DEFENDANT - 1

Moren. Lacksenee iy & CorzeLl PN
ATTORNEYS AT LAW
ADOBEVELT PINEHURST BUNBING
VIR0 ROOBBEVELY WAY MK
BEATTLE WAGHING YON 9812y
P08 10N A8De

39



| have paid the Court ordered costs, penalty assessment and
restitution (note: the victim’s $63.00 bill from the Sexual
Assault Center had already been paid. .I have paid $63.00 into my
attorney’s trust account awaiting instructions from the Court or

the Prosecutor’s Office as to where that money should be sent).

I respectfully request the Court to allow my plea to be changed

and to then dismiss this case.

OBERT P. HOWERTO

SIGNED AND SWORN to before me on October éZZ 1987,
Robert P. Howerton.

AFFIDAVIT OF DEFENDANT - 2

Moren. Lacisenve i & Corseer. PS:
ATTORNEYS AT LAW
ROQBEVELY PINEWMURSE? BUNL.BIRG
11380 RODBEVELY WAY N E
BEATTLE. WABHINGYON [ 11113
iponi an 8hd0




COMPREHENSIVE COUNSELING ASSOCIATES

3408 SOUTH UNION AVENUE - TACOMA, WASHINGTON 98409 - TEL. (206) 756-5238/ 756-5241

September 22, 1987

REGEIVER

SEP 2 41987

Mr. Mike Bugni
Attorney at Law
OREN,

. M
Roosevelt-~Pinehurst Building
11320 Roosevelt Way N.E. LAGESCHULTE & CORNELL, p.s.

Seattle, Washington 98125
Re: Robert Howerton
Dear Mr. Bugni:

In compliance with the court'’s specific stipulations regard-
ing Mr. Howerton's probation, I saw him for a total of six
counseling sessions. His new wife, Patricia, also partici-
pated in the counseling sessions, which proved to be bene-
ficial for both of them.

The incident which resulted in the charges was explored

at length, as well as Mr. Howerton's general life adjust-
ment and his ways of establishing and 1iv1ng out his value
system.

It seems to me that the incident was most likely an iso-
lated occurrence brought on by specific circumstances which
most likely would not recur. In addition, Mr. Howerton did
not pursue a relationship with the minor in question even
though he had opportunity. :

In general, the incident and subsequent events proved to
be quite a lesson for Mr. Howerton.

I recommend that the court show leniency in whatever way
is appropriate at this time.

Sincerely,,

\\byﬁvi; K\ éf ,f:k/

hers M. s, w.

CCC:iaa e
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IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STAE OF WASHINGTON
IN AND FOR KING COUNTY

)

STATE OF WASHINGTON

Plaintiff, No. 86-1-03810-4

vs.
MOTION FOR DISMISSAL

ROBERT P. HOWERTON,

Defendant.

0
i

COMES NOW the Defendant, kobert P. Howerton, by and
through his attorney of record, Michael W. Bugni of Moren,
Lageschulte & Cornell, P.S., and moves this Court for an order
allowing the Defendant to change his plea to not guilty and for
an order dismissing the charge against Defendant pursuant to this
Court'’s Order Deferring Imposition of Sentence dated April 10,
1987 but Nunc Pro Tunc to March 24, 1987. Said Order specifi-
cally deferred sentence for one year but then allowed for a
review hearing in 6 months upon submission of a report from the
Court ordered counselor, Calvin C. Capener, of Comprehensive
Counseling Associates in Tacoma, Washington. A copy of said
report is attachéd hereto and incorporated by this reference.
“The jail sentence'has been served, the costs, penalty assessments
and restitution have been paid, and all other conditions of
probation have been met. For these reasons the Defendant’s

motion should be granted.

DATED this 7th day of October, 1967

Attorney for” Defendant
MOTION FOR DISMISSAL

Mures. LaGisen e & Corseia, BS.
ATTORNEYS AT LAW
ROOREVELY PIREWURET BUWL DINE
1320 PODBEVELY WAV N E
HEATTLE WABHINGTON a812b
T208) 386 5800
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IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF WASHINGTON FOR KING COUNTY
STATE OF WASHINGTON - .

Plaintiff NO. 86-1-03810-4

ROBE « BOWERTON
v.RT P BENCH WARRANT
Defendant.

STATE OF WASHINGTON)
: 88,
COUNTY OF KING )

THE STATE OF WASHINGTON TO: The Director of Public Safety or Any Peace Officer

GREETINGS:
: WHEREAS, the above-entitled court has made and entered an order for a bench wasrant for
the above-named defendant in the above-entitled cause; now, therefore,

YOU ARE HEREBY DiRECTED to apprehend the above-named defendmt. Bail on this
warrant shall:
<X not be allowed

fixedinthesumof$______, cash or surety; surety bond to be approved by
the King County Superior Court

This warrant has been issued for the following reason:
< failure to sppear in court

—X__ probation violation

e other

Service of thu warrant is authorized by tglegrlph or teletype.
WITNESS the Honorable_ John M. Darrah

DATED this __dayof __ MAY 22 1987 , 198

M. JANICE MICHELS
King County Superior Court Clerk
t of Judicial Administration

By

Please notify the Prosecuting Attorney's Office, W-554 King County Courthouse, Seattle, Wsshington
M when this individual is apprehended.

BENCH WARRANT

€ 8 8B X} R B 2 B B

C e 'QHED

[l
-

0OC # 16 (Rov. 4885 QX A-218
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CEFTITIED COPY TO WARRANTS

ERTIRED COPY TO COUNTY JAIL
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IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF WASHINGTON
IN AND FOR KING COUNTY

STATE OF WASHINGTON

Plaintiff, No. 86-1-03810-4

vs. .
ORDER' OF DISMISSAL

ROBERT P. HOWERTON, 9{
10 -30- 54

—y Defendant.
preears JREE6

THIS MATTER having come on regularly before the above-

I S N Y

entitled Court, the Honorable John Darrah’presiding, upon the
Defendant’s Motion for Dismissai, the Court having considered the
Defendant’s Motion and supporting affidavit, haviné considered
the records and files herein, specifically the September 22,

1987 Report of Calvin C. Capener, MSW, of Comprehensive

Counseling Associates, having heard argument, and being otherwise -

fully advised in the premises, NOW, THEREFORE, IT IS HEREBY
ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the Defendant, having
complied with each and every term of this Court’s April 10, 1987
Order Deferring Imposition of Sentence, is hereby allowed to
change his plea from guilty to not guilty and the Court further
orders that all charges against the Defendant be dismissed.

DONE IN OPEN COURT this || day of November, 1987.

ORDER OF DISMISSAL - 1

Mores Lactasen e & Corseet PS,
ATIORNMEYS AY LAW
ROOKEVELT IREnUAAY BUILDRG

11340 REDEEVELY Wiy B §
SEATTLE  WABMINGTON SBI2Y
. 20hVbs Na00
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“Attorney for Defendant

Copy Received, Approved as to Form,
Notlce of B §entatlon Waived by:

THERINE M. FLACK
Deputy Prosecuting Attorney

ORDER OF DISMISSAL - 2

Yl LJU{!BE lJO(HN" DERRAH

Momren, Lactsenente & Corsiee, P8
ATTORNEYS AT LAW
.QOIIV[L'*NN!!‘INII' B OV
11320 ROOBEVELY whAY N €
GEAYYLE WABHMINGTON 9BI2B
LTSI LY
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W ﬁ'/ 3 3 i 5 i BI;NCH WARRANT INF!ORMATION

NAME: HOWERTON, _Robert PAWL AKA: __Unk

ARMED AND/OR DANGEROUS: Unk RACE: ___ yhite

DRUG USER: __Unk TYPE(S):

DOB: 10-30-54 HEIGHT: 6'0" WEIGHT: 192 HAIR: Brown _ EYES: Bilue
SEX: __ Male PLACE OF BIRTH: unk M - SCARS: Unk |
SUPERIOR COURT JUDGE: John Darrah CAUSE NUMBER: 86-1-03810-4
PROBATION OFFENSE(S): Communicaf.inq - w/Minor ._ DOC #: 92‘9147

FBI #: Unk , LOCAL #: Unk SID #:  unk SS#: 536-60-3972
AUTOMOBILE - YEAR: Unk _ MODEL:  COLOR: _ LIC. #:

DRIVER LICENSE #: Unk 468 PT  sTaTE: \WA9YO

LAST KNOWN ADDRESS: 24201 24th Ave. S., Kent, wA 98031 (N0, PHONE:_unk

AREA(S)/ESTABLISHMENTS KNOWN TO FREQUENT: Community Chapel Church, Redondo Beach

LAST KNOWN EMPLOYER: Unk : PHONE:
PROBATION OFFICER:___Larry L. Young PHONE: 248-4454
DATE OF CONTACT WITH LAST OFFENDER: N/A LOCATION:  N/A

WHEN APPREHENDED, PLEASE NOTIFY REGIONAL PROBAT!ON AND PAROLE AT 364-7356

'I"l'lvl'll"llI"l"l'l'l-!!li*i*'*ii*lﬂlii*l'l-l'-l"l*'l"l*i**i{{i«l*******}!*!**li!

EXTRADITION INFORMATION
PPROVED BY: FOR EXTRADITION FROM:
\/ WACIC - STATE WIDE NCIC - Will Extradite from OR,
N - ID, MT, WY, CA, NV, UT
‘ CO, NM, AZ, HI & AK
NCIC - Willextraditefrom NCIC - Will Extradite from U.S.
ID & OR only ) including HI & AK
DATA SYSTEMS USE

70005 23%
WACIC: WAC/ . DOE/> X' 1'05/"(’ 3%ERry) 57

NCIC: MOC/ DOE/WTOB/ | /43 57SERV) (S

WARRANT RELEASED TO:
Name Serial W
\ASHED
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, 929t47/King County Administrative Unit/P. Patrick
IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF WASHINGTON
IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF KING

STATE OF WASHINGTON 1 CauseNo: 86-1-03810-4 SEA
Plam“f } ORDER OF TERMINATION AND
HOWERTON, Robert P Defendant | QUASHING WARRANT
DOC No:929147 Offense: Communicating w/ a Minor
Date of Repart: 03/05/02 DOB: 10-30-54 Date of Sentence: 3-24-87  Date of Bench Warrant: 5-21-87

Mr Howerton was placed on supervision for 1 year under DOC. After sentencing, he never reported to DOC as directed and the warrant
was issued. None of the legal, financial obligations were paid, no restitution was ordered and none of the special conditions were
followed. A record check was retumned 2-25-02 and both NCIC and WASIS reported no new convictions.

‘THIS MATTER having come on regularly before the undersigned judge of the above-entitled Court upon the motion of the
State of Washington, plaintiff, for an order of termination in the above-entitled cause on the basis that, the defendant has
not been apprehended and successful supervision is no longer possible, and the Court being fully advised in the premises;
now, therefore,

IT IsHEREBY ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the supervision of the above cause {(as to the above
defendant) is hereby terminated and the warrant herein is quashed. This order does not restore the right to own, possess, or
control firearms or explosives.

DONE IN OPEN COURT this c:\ day of RMJ& , &1)0 E
\

Rtk
HONORABL&X: Spector
LrE A
72/, M
Peter W Patrick
COMMUNITY CORRECTIONS OFFICER 11

Distribution: ORIGINAL - Court COPY - Prosecuting Attorney, Defense Attomey, File
Page | of 1
DOC 09-084 (Rev. 05/01/2001) OCO ORDER — TERMINATION AND QUASHING WARRANT





