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BEFORE THE COMMISSION ON JUDICIAL CONDUCT
OF THE STATE OF WASHINGTON :

in re the Matter of

HONORABLE MICHAEL HECHT
Former Judge, Pierce County
~ Superior Court

CJC No. 5863-F-142
COMMISSION DECISION

The Commission hearing panel |n this case is composed of Wanda Briggs,
Antonio Cube, Marianne Connelly, Wayne Ehlers, John Erlick (presiding officer),
Robert McSeveney, Lin-Marie Nacht, Kathleen O'Sullivah, and John Sleeter.
Respondent has been represented by counsel, Wayne C. Fricke; Disciplinary
Counsel is Paul R. Taylor. |

| On January 23, 2010, the panel considered and 'accépted the stipulation of ,

the parties that, based on the judgment in State v. Hecht, Pierce County Superior

Court Cause No. 09-1-01051-1, "Respondent has violated Canons 1 and 2(A) of the ‘
Code of Judicial Conduct." The stipulation was signed by Respondent Michael
Hecht, Respondent's counsel, and Di‘sciplinary Counsel. (The stipulation is
attached and incorporated by reference as Attachment A.) The stipulation was

clear that the "only remaining issue in this matter is the appropriate sanction." The

.stipulation accepted by the panel further provided that, in determining the

appropriate sanction, if 'any, "the Commission can consider the complaint in State v.
Hecht, the jury’s verdict, and the judgment and sentence" (attached and
incorporated by reference as Attachments B, C, and D). The panel considered

those documents, as well as the briefing of the parties,‘and deliberated in exeéuﬁve

Commission Decision -1



o O 00 N O o bhA W N A

[8)] BN w N — o © [00) ~l (0] [8)] BN w N =

26
27
28

These sections of the Code state; -

session on February 25, 2010.
| FINDINGS OF FACT

The panel finds by clear, cogent and convincing evidence that Respond‘ent
Michael Hecht was convicted of one misdemeénor count of Patronizing a Prostitute
and one count of felony Harassment. These criminal acts occurred in 2008 and
2009. The limited stipulated record presented to the panel precluded reaching any
findings regarding other aIIegatidhs in the Statement of Charges, i.e., that
Respondent engaged in multiple other acts of exchanging money, food, and legal
services in exchange for sexual acts, that Respondent use.d racial slurs, and that he
stole his campaign opponent’s yard signs.

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW

The CJC determines by clear, cogent and convincing evidence that

Respondent has violated Canons 1. and 2(A) of the Code of Judicial Conduct (CJC).

CANON 1

Judges shall uphold the integrity and
independence of the judiciary.

An independent and honorable judiciary is indispensable to justice in our
society. Judges should participate in establishing, maintaining and enforcing high
standards of judicial conduct, and shall personally observe those standards so that
the integrity and independence of the judiciary will be preserved. The provisions of
this Code are to be construed and applied to further that objective.

CANON 2
Judges should avoid impropriety and the appearance of |mpropr|ety
in all their activities.

(A) Judgés should respect and comply with the law and should act
at all times in a manner that promotes public confidence in the
integrity and impartiality of the judiciary.

The remaining charges in the Statement of Charges, including charges that
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Respondent violated Canon 7(B)(1) are hereby dismissed.

SANCTION FOR VIOLATIONS

The Commission on Judicial Conduct’s Rule of Procedure CJCRP 6(c) and

the Washington Supreme Court case In re Deming, 108 Wn.2d 82, 736 P.2d 639,

(1987), set forth a series of non-exclusive factors the Commission considers in
determining the appropriate sanction for a violation of the Code of Judicial Conduct.’

The sanction imposed by the Commission must be commensurate with the level of

,Respondent’s culpability and must be sufficient to restore and maintain the dignity

and honor of the judicial branch of government. The sanction should also seek to
protect the public by ensuring that Respondent and other judges will refrain from
similar acts of misconduct in the future. Following is the panel's épplicaﬁon of the

aggravating and mitigating factors as set forth in CJCRP 6'(0):

1. CharactefiStics of Respondent’s Misconduct

. (A) Whether the conduct was an isolated event or act or a pattern-of
conduct. :

Respondent's Pro se Reply Brief attached, as Exhibit 12, the Declaration for |
Determination of Probable Cause filed by the prosecutor in the Pierce County |
criminal case (Cause No. 09-1-01051-1). That document sets forth the allegation
that Respondént engaged in multiple acts of patronizing prostitutes on numerous
occasions, with different prostitutes and people he allegedly induced to prostitute
themselves. While the panel carefully considered the érguments by both the
Respondent and Disciplinary Counsel, and the materials agreed to in the\stipulation,
the probable causé document (and much of the other material attached to

Respondent's brief) is not listed in the parties' stipulation as among the documents
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the panel can consider at this stage. In addition, the Respondent evidently attached
these materials in an effort to reargue the verdict of the criminal trial. This panel will

not reconsider the verdict determined by the jury in State v. Hecht in light of the

parties’ stipulation. The panel reviewed the parties’ briefing and attachments for
purposes of determining the appropriate discipline, if any, as provided in the parties’
stipulation. This included a review of the materials for information regarding any
appropriate mitigating factors.

The criminal complaint is among the documents the stipulation permits the
panel to consider. Count Il of the complaint charged the patronizing count as “a

crime based on the same conduct or on a series of acts connected together or

-constituting parts of a single scheme or plan, and/or so closely connected in respect

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

from proof of the others....” The count was filed as taking place “during the period

from April 1, 2008, through January 14, 2009...." That said, a complaint is simply

an allegation, and in light of the jury's verdict — on one count of PatroniZing a
Prostitute and one count of felony Harassment — and this limited record, we do not
find that Respondent's conduct involved a "pattern" of repeated misconduct. '
Rather, as described below, it involves singular acts of serious and criminal
misconduct.

(B) The nature, extent and frequency of the occurrence of the acts of
misconduct.

The nature and extent of the violations are significant, criminal, and
extremely egregious. Judges are expected to be model citizens. Intentional
commission of criminal acts falls far below the minimal standards of conduct to be

expected for any citizen, let alone a judicial officer. The jury found, by special

" Commission Decision - 4
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verdict, that Respondent "threat[ened] to kill Joseph Hesketh IV" and "Joseph

Hesketh |V reasonably feér[ed] that the threat would be carried out." This crime is

a felony and, for purposes of our analysis, we find the nature of this behavior to be

severe misconduct.
(C) . Whether the misconduct occurred in or out of the courtroom.

The rhisconduct occurred out of the courtroom.

(D)  Whether the misconduct occurred in the judge's official capacity
or his private life. ' ' ,

The conduct occurred in the judge's private life. The Code of Judicial
Conduct is applicable to a judge’s persoﬂnal conduct when that conduct impacts the
ability of the judge or others to properly discharge their official duties or where the
judge's personal conduct otherwise adversely reflects on the judge's integrity or

fitness for office. The conduct engaged in by Respondent Hecht undermined his

- ability to discharge his duties and compromised respect for and public confidence in

the integrity of the judiciary as a whole. ‘
(E) Whether the judge flagrantly and intentionally violated the oath of

office. _ \
RCW 2.08.080 requires that “Every judge of a superior court shall, before

entering upon the duties of his office, take and subscribe an oath that he will
support the Constitution of the United States aﬁd the Consﬁtut_ion of the state of
Washington, and will faithfully and impartially discharge the duties of judge to the
best’of his ability.” Based on the record before us, it appears that the acts of

misconduct occurred before Respondent took the oath of office. We nevertheless
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have jurisdiction over the conduct;' and note that had these criminal acts occurred

after the oath had been administered, they would have constituted an intentional -

and flagrant violation of the oath of office.

(F)  The nature and extent to which the acts of mlsconduct have been
injurious to other persons.

“From the evidence placed before the panel, we found that Respondent was
convicted by a jury of felony Harassment, which found that he knowingly and
without lawful autherity threatened to cause bodily injury immediately or in’ the future
to the person threatened, by threatening to kill that person, and the words or
conduct did place said person in reasonable fear that the threat would be carrive.d
out.v The criminal conduct of threatening to kill another person is deeply injurious to
the victim. To a lesser extent, the exploitative nature of the‘misdemeanor of
Patronizing a Pro‘stitute} is also injurious. As criminal offenses, both ects are'dee’pbly

injurious to society as a whole.

(G) The extent to which the judge exploited his position to satlsfy
personal desnres

Based on the limited record, we see no clear evidence that the misconduct .
was done in an effort to satisfy personal desires through the use of Respondent’s
judicial position. Exhibit 12 to Respendent's Reply Brief Coﬁtains the allegatien on
page 3 that Respondent informed a prostitute that “he was now going to become a
judge and would make more money,” thus potentially suggesting exploitation of his
poéition. But in light of the parties' stipulation, we have not considered this

document for purpos,es of finding an aggravating factor. The evidence presented to

1 CJCRP 2(b)(1) prov1des that “The Commlsswn haSJurlsdmtlon over judges regardmg allegations of
misconduct occurring prior to or durlng service as a judge...

Commission Declsmn -6
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the panel demonstrated that the offending acts occurred prior to the Respondent
taking office.

(H) The effect the misconduct has upon the integrity of and respect
for the judiciary. ‘ :

Respondent’s misconduct has had — and may continue to have — a deeply
adverse effect on public confidence in the judiciary. Conviction of such violent and
sordid criminal conduct is profoundly shameful for a judge and is the antithesis of
what Canons 1 and 2(A) require of a judicial officer.

2. | Service and Demeanor of the Judge

(A) Whether the judge has acknbwledged or recognized that the acts
occurred. :

This panel acknowledges that Respondent has the right to defend himsélf

against criminal charges and against allegationslof misconduct from this body, to

~appeal the criminal convictions, and to maintain his innocence post-trial. We

~acknowledge that he resigned his judicial office after being convicted of the criminal

charges. However, in his response to Disciplinary Counsel’s argument to ‘"this
panel, Respondént not only steadfastly refused to acknowledge any wrongdoing on
his own part, he blames others for his criminal conviction and involvement in the
disciplinary process. In so doing, he essentially alleges that there was a conspiracy
to remove him from the bench. He claims the charges are fabricated and “politically
motivated,” and attacked the integrity of law enforcement and the victims in his
case. Similarly, he inapprqpriately and unnecessarily attacked the Commission’s

investigator and its process. Respondent accuses an unnamed attorney of being

Commission Decision -7



-_—

N N N N N N N N N —_ — —_ - RN — —_ — RN
@ ~ (o] ()] N w N -_ o © (0] ~ [o)] ()] N w N -

O © O N O o A W N

“judiciary.

the actual gﬂilty party of 't‘he crimihél conduct for which he, Réspondent, was
co‘nvicted. Respond'ent’s allegations against the- Commission are gratuitous ih this
context, where he stipulated — with counsel — that "the only remaining issue in this
matter is the appfopriéte sanction." In light of thét stipulation, it is not necessary for
the panel to respond to these unfounded charges. But the panel does note that the
manner in which Respondent has attacked this disciplinary process and the judicial
system weighs agaiﬁst any possibility that Respondent recognizes the seriousness

of the damage done by his acts to _.the public’s confidence in the integrity of the

(B) Whether the judge has evidenced an effort to change or modify
his conduct. : o

Former. judge Hecht has not. His position is that his conviction was
iIIegitimate‘,.and that he is not culpable for any conduct requiring mddificaﬁ'on or.
change. | | ‘ |

(C) The length of service on the bench.

, Respondent was sworn in as a judge in January of 2009. He was chafged
criminally in Febrﬁary of 2009, and was placed on paid administrative leave shortly
thereafter, until he resigned his position fbl|owing his criminal conviction in
November 2009. In sﬁm, the length of his service on the bench was quite brief.

(D)  Whether there have been prior complaints against the judge.

Respondent was a newly-elected judge when these allegations arose, so the

lack of prior complaints is not applicable.

(E) Whether the ju'dg,e cooperated with the commission ihvestigation
and proceeding. -

In one significant way, Respondent was cooperative with the Commission —

Commission Decision - 8
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he entered into a stipulation that his criminal convictions constituted violations of the
Code of Judicial Conduct and that no evidentiary hearing was necessary.

The remaining mitigating factor, whether the judge complied with an ethics

advisory committee opinion, is not relevant to this case.

CONCLUSION

The salacious and severe nature of Respondent's criminal conduct has
biought great dishonor to the judiciary of this state. A sanction is appropriate and
necessary. By statute, the_ Corrimissioii is ~"au’thorized to impose the following
disciplinary actiqns; in | increasing order of severity: (a) Admonishment; (b)
repriménd; or (c) censure." -RCW 2.64.055. In this case, censure is clearly
warranted based on the panel's weighing of the aggravating and rriitigéting factors. |
A censure is the most severe disciplinary action that the Commission can';{-issue,
though it may recommend further discipline in cases of severe misconduct. This is
one of tiiose céses.

The panel considered Diséiplinary Counsel's suggestion that we recommend
removal from office as a further sanction, as well as Respondent's argument that hé

may not be removed from an office from which he has already resigned. On this

narrow legal point, we agree with Respondent. See In re Disciplinary Proceeding

against Buchanan, 100 Wn.2d 396, 400 (1983) ("Censure is appropriéte in this case

because Judge Buchanan did not file for reelection and is no Ionger' an Island

County District Court or Oak Harbor Municipal Court judge. Thus, he cannot be

Commission Decision - 9



NN
@0~

suspended or removed from officé."). The reasoning in Buchanan was followed by

1
o the Supreme Court in In re Deming, 108 Wn.2d 82, 121 (1987), in which the Court
3 concluded that former Judge Deming's "violations of the Code of Judicial Conduct
4 necessitate disqualification from office and, were he still serving in a judicial
5 capécity, removal." Accordingl_y, in light of the decisions in Buchanan and Deming,
B -
we recommend to the Supreme Court that it disqualify Respondent from future
7 ) .
g judicial office in addition to the sanction of censure.?
10 DATED this day of __ 7713y , 2010.
11 o | . :
13 Q’f//np Ak : %’l&/ a /LOM,(_,@/@;)
«~John'&. Erlick (Presiding Offi icer) - Wanda Briggs qd d
14
15 f )
T e & -
16 Anjbnio P‘.‘@u)be, Sr.
17 I
18 ¥ ayneEhIers ‘ | | Robert McSeveney
19 , ~ ‘
o g M M el m A
21 Lin-Marie Nacht ~ Kathleen O’Sullivan
22
23 é’éﬁn W. Sleeter
24
25 2 Such a sanction is further supported by the Washington Supréme Court's decision in In re Hater, No.
J.D. 11, filed 12/8/1994, in which the Court affirmed the Commission’s recommendation to disqualify from
26 judici oﬁ ice an individual who was no longer serving as a judge.

Commission Decision - 10



BEFORE THE COMMISSION ON JUDICIAL CONDUCT
OF THE STATE OF WASHINGTON

In Re the Matter of
No. 5863-F-142

STIPULATION

) .
. )
The Honorable Michael Hecht, )
Judge of the Pierce County Superior Court )

)

The undersigned stipulate as follows:

L. Based on the judgmeﬁt in State 2 Hecht, Pierce County Superior Court Cause No.
09-1-01051-1, Reépondent has \{iolated Canons 1 and 2(A) of the Code of Judicial Conduct. The
only remaining issue in this matter is the appropriate sanction.

2. An evidentiary hearing is not necessary on the issue of the appropriate sanction.
In considering the sanct\ion,“thc Commission can conside)r the complaiﬁt in State v. Hecht, the
jury’s verdict, and the judgtﬁent and sentence.

3. The pa;ties will submit briefing regarding the appropriate discipline. There will
not be oral argument unless requested by the Commission..

4, This stipulation is subject to approval by the Commissibﬁ. If approved, the
Commission will establish an appropriate briefing schedule.

DATED this ¢ L.day of January, 2010.

BYRNES & KELLER vLLp

Paul R. Taylor, WSBA #14851
Attorneys isgfon on 2dicial Conduct

" Honorable Miféhael Hecht

/Q%(\C,
‘Watte C. Fricke, WSBA #6887 /L S X0
Attorney for Michael Hecht -
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N

THE STATE OF WASHINGTON,
- Plaintiff,
‘." .
MICHAEL ANDREW HECHT,
Defendant.

STATE OF WASHINGTON
PIERCE COUNTY SUPERIOR COURT

54pa 3B/23./2889 137B237

NO. 09-1-01051-1
AMENDED INFORMATION

I, Robert M. McKenna, Attomey General, in the name and by the aﬁﬂ:ority of the State
of Washington and pursuant to RCW 43.10,232, do accuse MICHAEL ANDREW HECHT of
the crime of FELON'Y HARASSMENT, committed.as follows: | "

That MICHAEL ANDREW HECHT, in the Staté of Washington, on or about the 30th
day of August, 2008, did unlawfully and feloniously, knowingly and without lawful authority,
threaten to cause bodily injury immediately or in the. future to Joseph Hesketh TV, by
threétcm'ng to kill Joseph Hesketh IV, and the words or conduct did place said pcrsoﬁ' in
reasonable fear that the threat would be carried out, contrary 1o RCW 9A.46.020(1), (2), and
against the peace and dignity of the State of Washington. '

Felony Harassment is a class C felony punishable by a maximum sentence of five (5)

years prison and/or a 55,000 fine. |

AMENDED INFORMATION

COUNT I

Attachmert B
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COUNT II
And I, Robert M. McKenna, Attorney General, in the name 'anci by the authority of the
State .of Washington and pursuant to RCW 43.10.232, do accuse MICHAEL ANDRE'W.
HECHT. of the crifae of PATRONIZING A PROSTITUTE, a crime of.the same or similar

character, and/or a crime based on the same conduct or on a series of acts connected together

.or constituting parts of a single scheme or plan, and/or so closely connected in respect to time,

place and occasion that it would be difficult to separate proof of one charge from prpof of the
others, committed as follows: . - o
That MICHAEL ANDREW HECHT, in the State of Washington, during the period
ﬁom April 1, 2008, through January 14, 2009, pursuant to a prior understanding, did pay a. fee
to another person, to-wit: Joseph Pfeiffer, as _cdmpen.sation for such person having engaged in
sexual conduct with him; and/or did pay or agree to pay a fee to said person pursuant to an
understa.ndiﬁg that in return &ercof such person would 'engagé in sexuval conduct with him,
contrary to RCW 9A.88.110(1)(a), (b), (¢), and against the peace and dignity'of the State of
Washington. - A . | |
~ Patronizing a Prostitute is a misdemeanor punishable by a maximum seﬁténce of
ninety (90) days in jail and/or a $1,000 fine. - ’
DATED this 13th day of October, 2009.
ROBERT M. MCKENNA
Attorney General

By:

Assistant Attorney General
WSBA #25071

AMENDED INFORMATION 2
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SUPERIOR COURT OF WASHINGTON FOR PIERCE CO

STATE OF WASHINGTON,
Plaintiff, CAUSE NO, 09-1-01051-1
vs: ;
. By,
MICHAEL ANDREW HECHT, VERDICT FORM FOR COUNT I
Defendant.

4w s 1B Z2S7/2889

1528382

We, the jury, find the defendant {:}WH:}

(Not Guilty or Guilty) of the

crime of HARASSMENT as charged in Count L.

g7

o i

PRES

DING JUROR

Att&ckmeﬂt Lol
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SUPERIOR COURT OF WASHINGTON FOR PIERCE OWT&Y"_‘ 73 7008

STATE OF WASHINGTON,
Plaintiff, CAUSE NO. 09-1-01051
Y3
MICHAEL ANDREW B ECHT, SPECIAL VERDICT FORM FOR
- COUNT 1
Defendant. .

We, the jury, return a special ve:di,cf by ansWering as follows:
- QUESTION: Did the defendant's threat to cause bodily harm consist of & threat to kill
JQSeph Hesketh IV and did Joseph Hesketh IV reasonably fear that the threat to kill would be
| carried out? |

ANSWER: |
(YES or NO)

AN

] il
PRE IDING . JUROR
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U

I

Plaintiff,
VS.
MICHAEL ANDREW HECHT, ) VERDICT FORM FOR COUNT II
Ijefendaht.
We, the jury, find the defendant Gu LHQ} ' (Not Guilty or Guilty) of the

" crime of PATRONIZING A PROSTITUTE as charged in Count I1.

Yo

PRESIDING JUROR
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08-1-01051-1 33241038  JS 11-23-08
3
4
5
6
7
. STATE OF WASHINGTON
8 ’ PIERCE COUNTY SUPERIOR COURY
9 || THE STATE OF WASHINGTON, | ‘ NOV 53 Zm]g .
10 : Plaintiff, NO, 09-1-01051-1 :
i1 V. : JUDGMENT AND SENTENCE (FIS)
. COUNT I
12 (| MICHAEL ANDREW HECHT, . [ ] Prison
o : [ ]1Jail One Year or Less
13 . Defendant. ) First-Time _Offender .
SID: 25380542 /T ] Clerk’s Action Required, para 4.5
14 || FBL: 208041FD5 o (SDOSA)4.7 and 4.8 (85054A) 4.15.2, 5.3, 5.6
DOB: 4-23-1950 _ and 5.8
15
16 . _
_ I. HEARING . ,
17 1.1 - A sentercing hearing was held and the defendant, the defendant’s lawyer and the prosecuting aitomey
were present. :
18
19 " 1L FINDINGS
There being no reason why judgment should not be pronounced, the court FINDS:
20 S ‘
2.1 CURRENT OFFENSE(S): The defendant was found guilty on OCTOBER 28, 2009,
21 by[ ]plea [X]jury-verdict[ ] bench trial of: ,
22 : : -
COUNT | CRIME RCW ENHANCEMENT | DATEOF INCIDENT NO.
23 _ TYPE* CRIME
24 I FELONY 9A.46.020(2)(b)(ii) N/A 8/30/2009 083300302
| HARASSMENT . "Tacoma Police
25 || ¥ (F) Firearm, (D) Other deadly weapons, (V) VUCSA in a protected zone, (VH) Veh. l{om, See RCW
46.61.520, (JP) Juvenile present, (SM) Sexual Motivation, (SCF) Sexual Conduct with a Child for a Fee. See
26 RCW 9.94A.533(8). (If the crime is a drug offense, include the type of drug in the second column.)

AT TORNEY GENERAL'S OFFICE
Criminal Justice Division

- .

800 Fifih Avenue, Suile 2000

- Oél I ¢ L{ Scattle, WA 98104-3188
~ lf& : (206) 464-6430

JUDGMENT AND SENTENCE

Attachm entD
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as charged in the Amended Information

2 . .
[ 1 Current offenses encompassing the same criminal conduct and counting as one crime in determining

3 the offender score are (RCW 9,94 A.589):
[ 1 Qther current convictions listed under different cause numbers used in calculating the offender score

4 are (list offense and cause number): ‘

5 2.2 CRIMINAL HISTORY (RCW 9.94A.525); NONE KNOWN OR CLAIMED

2.3 SENTENCING DATA:
6 : .
COUNT | OFFENDER | SERIOUSNESS STANDARD RANGE PLUS TOTAL STANDARD | MAXIMUM
7 NO. | SCORE LLEVEL (e including enhancements) | ENHANCEMENTS RANGE TERM
. . ' (including enhancements)
I 0 111 1-3 MONTHS NA 1-3 MONTHS 5 years ’
o :

10 2.4 [ ] EXCEPTIONAL SENTENCE Substantial and compelling reasons exist which _]lhllfy an
exceptional sentence:

[ ] within [ ] below the standard range for Count(s) _
[ 1 above the standard range for Count(s)

12 [ ] The defendant and state stipulate that justice is best served by.imposition of the exceptional
sentence above the standard range and the court finds the exceptional sentence furthers and is
13 _ consistent with the interests of justice and the purposes of the sentencing reform act.

[ ] Aggravating factors were [ ] stipulated by the defendant, | ] found by the court after the
14 defendant waived jury trial, [ ] found by jury by special interrogatory.

Findings of fact and conclusions of law are attached in Appendix 2.4. [ ] Jury’s special interrogatory is
attached. The Prosecuting Attorney [ ] did { '] did not recommend a similar sentence.

15 _ . :

2.5 ABILITY TO PAY LEGAL FINANCIAL OBLIGATIONS, The court has considered the total
16 ~ amount owing, the defend’s past, present and future ability to pay legal financial obligations, including

the defendant’s financial resources and the likelihood that the defendant’s status will change. The court
17 finds that the defendant has the ability or likely future ablhty to pay the iegal financial obligations
: imposcd herein. RCW 9.94A 753,
18 [ } The following extraordinary circumastances exist that make restitution inappropriate (RCW
9.94A.753):
19 '
20 . ) . '
- [ ] The following extraordinary circumstances exist that make payment of nonmandatory legal financial’

21 obligations inappropr_iatc:
22
23
24
25
26

2 © ATTORNEY GENERAL'S OFFICE
Criminal Justice Division
800 Fifth Avenue, Suite 2000
Scatile, WA 58104-3188
(206) 4646430

. JUDGMENT AND SENTENCE
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2.6 For violent offenses, most scrious offenses, or armed offenders recommended aentencmc agreements or
plea agreements are [ ] attached | | as follows: N/A
1. JUDGMENT
31 The defendant is GUILTY of the Counts and Charges listed in Paf‘agraph 2.1
32 { ] The court DISMISSES Counts | ] The defendant is found NOT GUILTY of Counts
“.\M' T

ITIS

4.

Confinsment. The court sentences the defendant as follows:

589 '11/23/2889 18874

IV. SENTENCE AND ORDER
ERED: ‘

() Confinenidqt. RCW 9.94A.589. A term of total confinement in the custody of the gGunty jail:

onths of total confinement ordered is:

concurrently, exccpt for the following wh% Il be served consccunve]y

The sentence herein shall mn%vc}y with the sentcn%se number(s)

but concurrently to any other felony ca 1 this Judgment. RCW 9.94A 589,

Actual number

All counts shall be s

Confinement shall commence immediately un erwise sci forth here:

[} Partial Confinement. The defendan! may’serve the'sgntence, if eligible and approved, in pamal
confinement in the following programs, sébject to the follwing cormdxtzcns

[ Jwork crew RCWH 944,725
[ Thore detention/RCW 9.944.731, .180
CW 9.94A.731

[ Conversion of Ja#f Confinement (Nonviolent and Nonsex Offenses). RCWX9.94A.680(3). The
county jail is authefized to convert jail confinement 10 an available county supedyised community option,

correclional

cility siandards, and may require the offender to perform affirmative dgnduct pursuant to
RCW 9.944. , : :

JUDGMENT AND SENTENCE 3 ATTORNEY GENERAL'S OFFICE

Criminal Justice Division
800 Fifth Avenue, Suite 2000
Seattle, WA 981043188
(206) 464-6430
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1] 41~ FIRST-TIME OFFENDER WAIVER OF STANDARD SENTENCE. RCW 9.94A.,030, RCW
- 9.94A. The defendant is a first-time offender. The court waives imposition of a sentence within the
2 standard sentence range and imposes the following sentence:
. (a) CONFINEMENT. Defendant is sentenced to the followmg term of total confinement in the
2 ' custody of the county jail: .
4|l 50 . days on Count ,_L ’ days on Count
' days on Count C days ot Count
5 ‘ Confinement shall commence immediately unless otherwise set forth here:
617 i —
[ ] PARTIAL CONFINEMENT. Defendant may serve the sentence, if eligible and approved, in
7 - partial confinement in the following programs, subject to the following conditions:
81 [ ] work crew RCW 9.94A.725
9 [ ] home detention RCW 9.94A.731, .190
[ ] work release RCW 9.94A.731 .
10 X ALTERNATIVE CONVERSION. RCW 9,94A.680. 372 [ days of total confinement
' ordered above are hereby converted to 2 H ) hoursof communily service (8 hours = [ day,
11 nonviolent offenders only, 30 days maximum) ur under the supervision of the Depariment of -
_ Corrections (DOC) to be completed: Al 7Tiavia 10 wvmThig d.a?(f_ 5 5 \J eﬁléﬂ
12 [ ] on aschedule established by the_ defendant’s community corrections officer.
[ ] as follows:
13 [ ] CONVERSION OF JAIL CONFINEMENT (Nonviolent and Nonsex Offenses). RCW -
9.94A.680(3). The county jail is authorized to convert jail confinement to an available county
14 supervised community option and may require the offender to perform affirmative conduct pursuant
- o RCW 9.94A. o
15 * [ ] Alternatives to total confinement were not used because of:
16 [ ] criminal history [ ] failure to appear (finding required for nonvnolent offenders only) RCW
9.94A.680. . :
17 The sentence herein shall run concurfently with felony sentences in other cause numbers that. were
imposed subsequent to the commission of the crime(s) being sentenced.
18 {b) COMMUNITY SERVICE. RCW 9.94A.505. In addition to the ordered total confinement,
. defendant shall perform __hours of community service as approved by defendant's
19 community corrections officer fo be completed:
. [ ] on aschedule established by the defendant's communpity corrections officer.
20 [ ] as follows: . : .
2'1 "(c) The defendant shall receive credit for time served prior lo sentencing if that confinement was solely
under this cause number. RCW 9.94A.505, The time served shall be computed by the _]dll unless the
29 credit for time served prior to sentencing is specifically set forth by the court:
4.2 COMMUNITY | | SUPERVISION [ NCUSTODY RCW 9.94A. Defendant shall serve
23 . months in [ ]-community supervision %wmmum'ly custody {up to 12 months unless
: treatment is ordered, in which case the period of commuhily supervision or community custody may
24 include up to the period of treatment but shall not exceed two years). ‘Defendant shall report to the DOC |
(address of office) not later than 72 hours afier release from cusiody; and the defendant shall comply
251|- - with the instructions, rules and regulations of DOC for the conduct of the defendamt during the period of
community supervision or community custody shall obey all laws, perform affirmative acts necessary to
26 monitor compliance with the orders of the court as required by DOC, and shall comply with any other
. ~ATTORNEY GENERAL'S OFFICE )
jdma\}'r AHD SQNT*ENC,E' L* . Criminal Juslice Divisioa
i . . - 800 Fifth Avenue, Suite 2000

Seattle, WA 98104-3188
(206) 464-6430
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conditions of community supervision or community custody stated in this Judgment and Sentence or
other conditions imposed by the court or DOC duning community custody:

I pay all court-ordered legal financial | Jundergo available outpaticnt treatment for 2
ligations . period not to exceed two years, or inpatient
treatment nol 10 ¢xceed the standard range for

notify the community corrections officer in §
' that offense

vance of any change in defendant’s address
or cmployment ‘

?%epon as dircered 10 2 cammumty corrections remain within prescnb d geographigal
fhicer oundaries
[ ] devote time to specific employment or - [ ]pursue a prescnbed course of secular study

occupation abﬁ
0 (ormomerr W “ﬂf\ \!/;/lm«v’\ §Jm

IBBTEH

"Mﬁﬂé’.ﬂ%ﬂ& s C/r“ \(Ua,\ \MC; Q(g:‘_*f“‘
et vl AleaNn

The coadluons Sf community supervision or community custody shall begin immediately unless
otherwise set forth here:

7

ATTORNEY GENERAL'S OFFICE
Criminal Justice Division

Junsmeny AND Sz nrenNcE ' : 800 Fifih Avenuc, Suite 2000
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43 _ Legal Financial Obligations. Defendan! shall pay to the Clerk of this Coun {Plcrcc County Clerk, 930
Tacamzl Ave #1110, Tacoma WA 98402)

JA4SS CODE
RIN/RIN. 5 ‘Restitution to:
(Name and Address--address may be withheld and provided confidentially to Clerk's Office).
PCV $ 500.00_ Crime Victim assessmernt
DNA o 5 100.00 DNA Database Fee
PUB 3 Court-Appointed Attorney [ "ees and Dcfense Costs
FRC $__ 200.00 Criminal Fl]mg Fee

Il Fem $__ ).Qm.eo Fine
7 1.

OTHER L. EGAL FINANCIAL OBLIGATIONS (specify below)

1

5 Other Costs .

for:
$__ OtherCosts

for: : .

s 1, dog=-FoTAL
[ ] The above total does not include all restitution which may be set by later order of the court. An
agreed restitution order may be entered. RCW 9.94A 753, A restitution hearing:
[ ] shall be set by the prosecutor. ' -
[]1s scheduled for
[ ] RESTITUTION. -Order Attached

[ The Department of Corrections (DOC) or clerk of the court shall immediately issue a Nolice of
Payroll Deduction. RCW 9.94A.7602, RCW 9.94A.760(8). :

[X] All payments shall be made in accordance with the policies of the clerk, commencing lmmcdlalcly‘
unless the court specnﬁcally sets forth the rate herein; Not less than §. per month
commencing . . RCW 9.94 760. If the court does not set the rate herein, the
defendant shall report to the clerk’s ofﬁce within 24 hours of the entry of the Judbment and sentence
to set up a payment plan.

The defendant shall report to the clerk of Lhe court or as directed by the clerk of the court to provide

financial and other information as requested. RCW 9.94A.760(7)(b)

‘[ ] COSTS OF INCARCERATION. In addition to other costs imposed herein, Lhe court finds that the
defendant has or is hkely 10 have the means to pay the costs of incarceration, and the defcndant is
ordered 10 pay such cosls af (he statulory rate. RCW 10.01.160.

COLLECTION COSTS The defendant shall pay the costs of services to collect unpaid legal financial
obligations per contract or statule. RCW 36.18.190, 9.94A.780 and 19.16.500.

INTEREST The financial obligations imposed in this judgment shall bear interest from the date of the
Jjudgment until payment in full, at the rate applicable to civil judgments. RCW 10.82.090
COSTS ON APPEAL An award of costs on appeal against the defendant may be added to the 1otal legal
financial obligations, RCW. 10.73.160.

43b  ELECTRONIC MONITORING REIMBURSEMENT. The defendant is ordered 1o reimburse

{name of electronic monitoring agency) at
, for the cost of pretrial electronic monitoring in the amount of

Criminal Justice Division
800 Fifth Avenue, Suite 2000
Seaitte, WA 98104-3188
(206) 464-6430
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[X] DNA TESTING. The defendant shall have a blood/biological sample drawn for purposes of DNA

. identification analysis and the defendant shall fully cooperate in the testing. The appropriate agency, the

counly or DOC, shall be responsibIer'_or obtaining the sample prior to the defendant’s release from
confinement. RCW 43.43.754. _

[ JHIV TESTING. The Health Department or designee shall 1est and counsel the defendant for HIV as
soon as passible and the defendamt shall fully cooperate in the testing. RCW 70.24.340.

NG CONTACT :

The defendant shall not have contact with JOSEPH HESKETH ]V (d.o.b. 3/16/84) (name, DOB)
including, but not limited to, personal, verbal, telephonic, written or contact through a third party for
FIVE (5) vears (not 1o exceed the maximum statutory sentence).

{X] Domestic Violence No-Contact Order, Antiharassment No-Contact Order, or Sexual Assault

. Protection Order is filed with this Judgment and Sentence.

OTHER:

'BOND IS HEREBY EXONERATED

V. NOTICES AND SIGNATURES

COLLATERAL ATTACK ON JUDGMENT. Any petition or motion for collateral attack on this
Judgment and Sentence, including but not limited. to any personal restraint petition, state habeas corpus
petition, motion to vacate judgment, motion to withdraw guilty plea, motion for new 1al or motion to
arrest judgment, must be filed within one year of the final judgment in this matier, except as provided for
in RCW 10.73.100. RCW 10.73.090. ‘ '

LENGTH OF SUPERVISION. For an offense committed prior to July 1, 2000, the defendant shall
remain under the court's jurisdiction and the supervision of the Department of Corrections for a period up
to 10 years from the date of sentence or release from confincment, whichever is longer, to assure
payment of all legal financial obligations unless the court extends the criminzl judgment an additional 10
years. For an offense committed on or after July 1, 2000, the court shall retain jurisdiction over the
offender, for the purpose of the offender’s compliance with payment of the legal financial obligations,
unti] the obligation is completely satisfied, regardless of the statutory maximum for the crime. RCW
9.944.760 and RCW 9.94A.505. The clerk of the court is authorized to collect unpaid legal financial
obligations at any time the offender remains under the jurisdiction of the court for purposes of his or her
legal financial obligations. RCW 9.94A.760(4) and RCW 9.94A.753(4).

NOTICE OF INCOME-WITHHOLDING ACTION. If the courl has not ordered an immediale
nolice of payroll deduction in Section 4.1, you are notified that the Depariment of Corrections or the
clerk of the court may issue a notice of payroll deduction without notice to you if you are more than 30
days past due in monthly paymenis in an amount equal 1o or greater than the amount payable for one
month. RCW 9.94A.7602. Other income-withholding action under RCW 9.94A may be 1aken without
further notice. RCW 9.94A.760 may be taken without further notice. RCW 9.94A.7606.

RESTITUTION HEARING.
[ ] Defendant waives any right to be present at any restilution hearing (sign initials):

7 ATTORNEY GENERAL'S OFFICE
Criminal Justice Division
800 Fifth Avenuc, Suitc 2000
Scattc, WA 98104-3188
{206) 464-6430
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- CRIMINAL Ef\'FORCEMENT AND CIVIL COLLECTION. Any viclation of this Judgment and

Sentence is punishable by up to 60 days of confinement per viclation. Per section 2.5 of this document,
legal financial obligations are collectible by civil means. RCW 9.94A 634

FIREARMS. You must immediately surrender any concealed pistol license and you may not own,
use or possess any firearm unless your right to do so is restored by a court of record. (The court
clerk shall forward a copy of the defendant’s driver’s Jicense, idenficard, or comparable identification io
the Departunent of Licensing alopg with the date of conviction or commitment.) RCW 9.41.040,

9.41.047.

SEX AND KIDNAPPING OFFENDER REGISTRATION, RCW 9A.44.130, 10.01.200,
N/A ’

f 1 The court tinds that Count isa felony in the commission of which a motor vehicle wasused. |
The clerk of the court is directed to immediately forward an Abstract of Court Record to the Deparument

of Licensing, which musl revoke the defendant’s driver’s license. RCW 46.20.285,

If the defendant is or becomes subject to court-ordered mental bealth or chernical dependency treatment,
the defendant must notify DOC and the defendant’s treatment information must be shared with DOC for
the duration of the defendant's incarceration and supervision. RCW 9 944,562, ’

DONE in Opcn Court and in the presence of the defWiZéW 19, 2009.
’ JUDGE

| ; | HONOR;}é’LE MWEE*C'A'Y
4‘/{/@ / . 8 £) st }\\

sistant Attorney General

rint o

Defen
Prnt o

W5B #25071

Attor}r%y for Defendant
Print name; WAYNE C. FRICKE
WESB #16550

ame: JOHN HILLMAN

ame: MICHAEL ANDREW HECHT

ATTORNLEY GEMERAL’S OFFICE

JUDGMENT AND SENTENCE g . i e
. Crirminal Justice Division

8OO Fifth Avenue, Saite 2000
Seattle, WA 98104-3183
(206) 464-6430
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17
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19 '

20

2]

3

VOTING RIGHTS STATEMENT: RCW 10.64.140. ] acknowledge that my right to vote has been lost due to
[clony convictions. If | am registered to vote, my voler registration will be cancelled. My right to vote may he
restored by: a) A certificate of discharge issued by the sentencing court, RCW 9.94A.637; b) A court order issued
by the sentencing court restoring the right, RCW 9.92.066; ¢) A final order of discharge issued by the
indeterminate sentcnce review board, RCW 9.96.050; or d) A certificaie of restoration issucd by the governor,
RCW 9.96.020. Voting before the right is restored is a class C felony, RCW 92A.84.660.

Defendant’s signature:

CERTIFICATE OF CLERK
CAUSE NUMBER of this case; 09-1-01051-1
0, KEVIN STOCK Clerk of this Coun, certily ih_at the foregoing is a ﬁﬂl, true and correct copy of the

Judgment and Sentence in the above-entitled action now on record in this office.

«859 11-23-28B89 18388

WITNESS my hand and seal of the said Superior Court aflixed this date:

Clerk of said County and State, by: " , Depuiy Clesk

TDENTIFICATION OF COURT REPORTER

Court Reporter

9 ) ATTORNEY GENERAL'S OFFICE
’ ' Criminal Justice Division
800 Fifth Avenue, Suitc 2000
Scattle, WA 98104-3188
(206) 464-6430
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IDENTIFICATION OF DEFENDANT

SID No. WA253R0542
(1f no SID take fingerprint card for State Pairol)

FBINo. 208041FD5 Local 1D No.

Dale of Birth- 04-23-1950

|
.28 1172372883 1Re81

PCN No. Other
Alias name, SSN, DOB:  04-23-1950
Ra;‘e: : Ethnicity: Secx:
M Asian/Pacific [1] Black/African- = [X]- Caucasian | ] Hispanic [X] Male
Islander Amen’c;n .
(] Native American [ ] Other: : [X] Neon- 11 Female
' Hispanic
FINGERPRINTS .
Left Thumb

Left four fingers taken simultaneously

% AN
e
B;g’igfl/‘l’humb

JUDGMENT AND SENTENCE 10
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STATE OF WASHINGTON
_ P1ERCE COUNTY SUPERIOR COURT
THE STATE OF WASHINGTON, . :
NOV 2 3 20
Plaintift, : NO. 09-1-01051-1 ’
V. ' - : JUDGMENT AND SENTENCE
. - FORCOUNTLUL -
MICHAEL ANDREW HECHT, (Misdemeanor ) )
‘ [1] PLEA OF GUILTY
_ Defendant. . - X] FOUND GUILTY BY JURY
: . ‘ ] FOUND GUILTY BY COURT
DOB: 04/23/50; RACE: W; SEX: M; . .
AGENCY: TACOMA POLICE; Pq SUSPENDED SENTENCE
INCIDENT #: 08-330-0302 A

i the amount of §

w‘.,'-- iw\”-.‘

This matter coming on regularly for hearing in open court on the 19th day of November, 2009, the
defendant MICHAEL ANDREW HECHT and his attomey WAYNE C. FRICKE appcanng, and the
State of Washington appearing by assistant attorney general John Hillman,  following a jury verdict of
guilty entered by the court on the 28" day of Octaber, 2009.

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that said Defendant is guilty of the
erime of PATRONIZING A PROSTTTUTE, Charge Code: (J38C), as charged in the Amended
Information herein, and that he shall be punished by confinement in the Plerce County Jail for a term of

not more than QQ days.

[j( 1 HIV TESTING. The Health Depariment or designee.shall test and counsel the defendant for HIV
as soon as possible and the defendant shall {ully cooperate in the testing. RCW 70.24.340.

RﬂSaid jail sentence shall be suspeaded on the attached conditions of suspended sentence and the the
{ Dendant pay the prescribed crime victim compensqnon penalty assessment as per RCW 7.68.035in

detained.

ATTORNEY GENERAL’S UFFICE
Criminal Justice Division
800 FFifih Avenue, Sujte 2000
Seautle, WA 98104-318%
(206} 46+4-6430
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( )The said Defendant is now hereby commitied (o the custody of the sheriff of aforesaid county to be ~
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(N \ail time imposed shall b onsecutive to [ concurrent with Count L.

ATy period of supervision shall be tolled during any period of time the offender is in confinement for
any reason. :

Bail is hereby exonerated,

Signed this ﬁ day of Novcm?/z(}ﬂ?, .

the presefice ofysaid Defendant.

or oS A
: E
SODGE Jained Cayee
_ CERTIFICATE | _
Entered Jour. No.___ PageNo.____ bepamnent No. _.__, this day of November,
2009. ) ,
I, V , County Clerk and Clerk of the Superior Court of

the State of Washington, in and for the County of Pierce, do hereby certify that the foregoing is a fully,
true and correct copy of the judgment, sentence, and commitment in this cause as the namie appears of

record in my office. . :

§

HN HILLMAN T —
/Assistant Attorney General

WITNESS my hand an& seal of said Superior Cour! this day of November, 2009,

County Clerk and Clerk of Superior Court.

By

Deputy Clerk

“FILED
IN OPERN Co
VISITING Jué"‘éé

oY 139 2ppg

WSB #25071

- Approved as to Foron

£ s o
WAYNE£. FRICKE
Attorney for Defendant
WSB# 16550

J.U.DGMENT AND SE N.I,F NCE - X ATTORNEY GENUERAL'S OFFICE
he - : Crirninal Justice Division
300 Fifth Avenuc, Swite 2000
Seattle. WA 9R104-3188
(200) 464-6430
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FILED
IN OPEN COURT
\ASITING JUDGE

Moy 13 2009

STATE OF WASHINGTON _
PIERCE COUNTY SUPERIOR COURT

THE STATE OF WASHINGTON, NGV 23 2009
|  Plaintiff, NO. 09-1-01051-! |

vi | | CONDITIONS OF SUSPENDED
‘ - SENTENCE (COUNT I1)
MICIAEL ANDREW HECHT,

De fendant.

This matter coming on regularly for sentencing before the Honorable James Cayce, Visiting
Judge, on the 19th day of November, 2009, and the Court having sentenced the defendant MICHAEL
ANDREW.HECHT to the term of 90 days jail for the crime of PATRONIZING A PROSTITUTE, and
the Court having suspended that term, the Court herewith orders the following conditions and provisions:

1. : Termination date is to be Q—ycar(s) after date of sentence.

) The Defendant shall be under the charge of a probation officer employed by
the Department of Corrections and follow implicitly the instructions of said
Department, and the rules and regulations promuigated by the Department of
Corrections for the conduct of the Defendant during the time of his/her
probation herein. ' '

That the Defendant be under the supervision of the Court (bench-prebrtiont. @ sC.

Defendant will pay the following amounts to the Clerk of the Superior Court,.
Pierce County, Washinglon.

™~

(%)

CONDITIONS ON SUSPENDED SENTENCLE - |
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$ Attorney fees as reimbursement for a portion of the expense of his/her court
appointed counsel provided by the Pierce County Department of Assigned
Counsel. The court finds that the defendant is able to pay said fec without
undue financial hardship.

m Crime Victim Compensation penalty assessment per RCW 7.68.035;

3 Court Cost_s;
P .
$ SO@ ———  Fine;

§  Other:

$ Restitution to be forwarded to:

% 569@ - TOTAL payableat the rate of § per month commencing

Revocation of this probation for-nonpayment shall occur only if defendant wilfully fails to make the
payments having the financial ability to do so or wilfully fails to make a good faith effort 10 acquire

means 10 make the payment,

A notice of payroll deduction may be issued or other income-withholding action may be taken,
without further notice to the offender, if a monthly court-ordered legal financial obligation payment is. .
not paid when due and an amount equal to or greater than the amount payable for one month 15 owed,

THE FINANCIAL OBLIGATIONS IMPOSED IN THIS JUDGMENT SHALL BEAR INTEREST
FROM THE DATE OF THE JUDGMENT UNTIL PAYMENT IN FULL, AT THE RATE
APPLICABLE TO CIVIL JUDGMENTS. RCW 10.82.090. AN-AWARD OF COSTS ON APPEAL
AGAINST THE DEFENDANT MAY BE ADDED TO THE TOTAL LEGAL FINANCIAL
OBLIGATIONS. RCW 10.73.

Any period of supervision shall be tolled during any period of time the offender is in confinement

|| for any reason.

Further Conditions as follows: ,

L&D\f}@\aﬁm o e e miacd. lais D\p am»/ .c/fYS«

o hoend Town Sduss| M/{ Mmm(g—w

Me(ﬁ@mmﬁommﬁ_@@ﬂmr TO (Zay co
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IT 1S FURTHER ORDERED that, upon completion of any incarceration imposed the

defendant shall be released from the custody of the SherifT of Pierce County and report to the

/

authorized Probation Officer of this district, to receive his instructions: Bail is hereby exonerated.
: \ . .

[] PURSUANT TO 1993 LAWS OF WASHINGTON, CHAPTER 419, TF THIS
OFFENDER IS FOUND TO BE A CRIMINAL ALIEN ELIGIBLE FOR
RELEASE AND DEPORTATION BY THE UNITED STATES
IMMIGRATION AND NATURALIZATION SERVICE, SUBJECT TO .

" ARREST AND RE-INCARCERATION IN ACCORDANCE WITH THIS
LAW, THEN THE UNDERSIGNED JUDGE AND PROSECUTOR CONSENT
TO SUCH RELEASE AND DEPORTATION PRIOR TO THE EXPIRATION
OF THE SENTENCE. :

DONE IN OPEN COURT this Zﬁdayomovemb D009,

JGIFIN HILLMAN
ssistant Attorney General
WSB # 25071

Approved as to Form: VISITING JUDGE
MOV 19 2009 .

/ Sg -
WA C. FRICKE

Allorney for Defendant
WSB# 16550

ATTORNEY GENER/\L'S OFFICE
Criminal Justice Division

(V3]

CONDITIONS OF SUSPENDED
SENTENCE (COUNT LD ' " 500 Fifth Avenue, Suite 2000
' Svattlz. WA 98104-3158
(208) 164-6230
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