AGREEMENT
Comes now the State of Washington, by and through Norm Maleng, King County -
Prosecuting Attorney, and the Defendant, Gary Leon Ridgway, and his attorneys, Anth(;ny
Savage, Mark Prothero, Todd Gruenhagen, Fred Leatherman, Eric Lindell, Michele Shaw,
David Roberson and Suzanne Lee Elliott, and enter into the following Agreement in State
v. Ridgway, King County Superior Court cause number 01-1-10270-9 SEA:
1) Deﬁnitioﬁs.
a) “Law Enforcement” means members of the King County Sheriff’s Office and_/or
members of the Green River Homicides Investigation Unit.
b) “Prosecuting Attorney” means the King County Prosecuting Attorney Norm
Maleng and his deputy prosecuting attorneys ‘and staff.

2)  The Current Charges. On December 5, 2001 , the Defendant was charged with four

_ vcount.s of Aggravated Murder in the First Degree. The Defendant entered pleas of
not guilty on all four counts. On April‘ 15,2002, the Prosecuting Attorney filed a
Notice of Special Sentencing Proceeding with respect to the four counts.‘ On
March 27, 2003, the Prosecuting Attornéy filed an amended information adding -
three additional counts of Aggravated Murder in the First Degree, and the
Defendant entered pleas of ndt guilty to all counts. The deadline for filing a Notice
of Special Sentencing Proceeding with respect to the three additional counts has
been continued, at the Defendant’s recjuest, until September 1, 2003. The First
Amended Information is attached as Appendix A to this Agreement.

3)  The Defendant’s Pfoffer. In May of 2003, the Defendant suggested to the

Prosecuting Attorney that he would be willing to plead guilty to (1) the seven



4)

counts of Aggravated Murder in the First Degree as currently charged in the First
Amended Information, and (2) approximately forty-seven (47) other homicides that
he committed in King County, Washington, if the Prosecuting Attorney would
agree not to seek the death penalty against the Defendant for any of these crimes.
The Defendant indicated that he wished to take responsibility for his criminal
behavior. On June 10, 2003, the Defendant provided a written Proffer, attached as
Appendix B to this Agreement and incorporated by reference herein. By this
Agreement, the restrictions imposed'on the parties in paragraphs numbered-1
through 8 of the Proffer (set forth on Ipages one (1) and two (2)) are hereby
réscinded. By this Agreement, the Defendant reaffirms and adopts all
representations made in the Proffer. The Defe;ldant undefstands that the
Prosecuting Attémey has relied upon the Defendant’s representations in this
Proffer and that any misrepresentation contained therein would constitute a material
breach of this Agreement. In the event of a conflict bétween the terms of the

Proffer and the terms of this Agreement, this Agreement shall control.

The Defendant’s Obligations to Disclose. The Defendant agrees to disclose, to the
best of his abilities, to Law Enforcement and the Prosecuting Attbmey compiete,
truthful, and candid information concerning each and every crime that he has
committed in King County, Washingfon. The parties acknowledge that in the
nearly two decacies siﬁce the commission ‘of these crimes, other variables such as
development, animal activity, and the like may have contributed to the loss or
destruction of certain evidence. The requirements of this disclosure shall include,

but are not limited to:



a)

b)

d)

The Defendant shall answer, completely, truthfully, and candidly, all questions
from Law Enforcement and the Prosecuting Attorney. The Defendant shall make.
no knowing omissions or Sh;ﬂl withhold no information.

The Defendant shall disclose the existence and precise location of all evidence,
documents, records, memoranda, property and other physical items that have any
direct or circumstantial relation to any crimes that he has committed in King
County, Washington. These items include, but are not limited to, property of his
victims, weapons, objects used to conceal the commission of the crimes, vehicles
used to transport any of the victims, and the Defendant’s written accounts or
documentation of his crimes or his activities during the years when the crimes

were committed. If requested, the Defendant, accompanied by counsel and a

- defense investigator, shall lead Law Enforcement to the location of these items.

The Defendant shall disclose the existence and precise location of all
undiscovered physical remains of his victims. If requested, the Defendant,
accompanied by counsel and a defense investigator, shall lead Law Enforcement
to the location of these remains.

The Defendant shall identify any persons who have information concerning
crimes that the Defendant has committed in King County, Washington. These
include, but are not limited to, witnesses to his criminal activities or any actions
he took to promote his criminal activities and individuals to whom he has made
statements about any of his victims, his crimes, or his actions or whereabouts at

the times of the crimes.



€) The Defendant shall truthfully and completely answer all questions during
interviews conducted by Law Enforcement or the Prosecuting Attorney. The
Defendant understands that such interviews may take months to complete and
may continue up to the day of the seéntencing hearing. The Defendant understands
and agrees that he may be transported to and housed at a secure location where
interviews can occur without interruption. The Defendant undersj[ands that the
conditions at the secure location regarding visitors, diet, exercise, entertainment,
etc., will be reasonable but may be inferior to those at the King County
Correctional Facility, and he waives any objections to the conditions therein. The
Defendant will be provided with reasonable access to a telephone to consult with
counsel. The Defendant further understands ‘and agrees that Law Enforcement
may cease interviewing at any time and re-initiate interviews at thei-r discretion at
any time until the sentencing hearing. The Defendant understands that he may be
questioned repeatedly about any given crime in an effort to determine his
credibility. The Defendant shall submit to polygraph testing, which Law
Enforcement or the Prosecuting Attorney may employ to determine his
credibility. The Defendant understands that all interviews shall be videotaped and
audiotaped but that a failure to do so shall not constitute a material breach of this
Agreement. The Defendant consents to such recordings. The Defendant waives
any provisions of RCW 9.73 which may apply to the recording of his questioning
by Law Enforcement or the Prosecuting Attorney. The Defendant understands and
agrees that no more than two of the Defendant’s attorneys shall, at his request, be

permitted to accompany him during the interviews. The Defendant understands



- 2)

5)

6)

and agrees that, while he is free to consult with his attorney at any time during
these interviews, his attorneys shall not interfere with or object to questions
during the interview process unless a breach of this Agreement is alleged or the
Defendant’s answers to questions could implicate him in crimes committed
outside King County.

Absent express permission of the Prosecuting Attorney, the Defendant agrees that,
prior to his sentencing hearing, he shall not make any disclosure of eny
informatipn described in this section to anyone other than Law Enforcement, the
Prosecuting Attomey, and the Defendant’s attorneys.

The Defendant understands and agrees that his breach of any provision of Section
4) of this Agreement will constitute a materi:;\l breach of this Agreement.

Subsequent Investigation. The Defendant understands that the Prosecuting

Attorney will endeavor to confirm the accuracy of the information that the
Defendant provides under the terms of this Agreement by any investigative means
which it deems, in its sole discretion, appropriate and necessary.

Plea. Upon complete, truthful, and candid disclosure by the Defendant of all crimes
that he has committed in King County, Washingten, the Prosecuting Attorney shall
withdraw the notice to seek the death penalty on the currently charged counts and
decline to seek the death penalty on any additional charges of Aggravated Murder
in the First Degree arising from such crimes. Concurrently, the Defendant shall
plead guilty as charged to (1) the seven counts of Aggravated Murder in the First
Degree as charged in the First Amended Infoﬁnation and (2) all additional counts

of Aggravated Murder in the First Degree, subsequently charged by the Prosecuting
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b)

Attorney, with respect to homicides that the Defendant has admitted to committing
pursuant to this Agreement. The Defendant understands that the Prosecuting
Attorney has the sole discretion in making the charging decision regarding the
homicides in King County that the Defendant, pursuant to this Agreement, admits
committing. At the time the Defendant’s plea is taken, he shall state in his own
words what acts make him guilty of the’ crimes in the Statement of Defendant on

Plea of Guilty. The Defendant shall not enter a plea pursuant to North Carolina

v.Alford, 400 U.S. 25 (1970). The Defendant agrees that, regardless of any
applicable rule of evidence, his statements made to Law Enforcement and the
Prosecuting Attorney pursuant to Section 4) of this Agreement are admissible at the
plea and sentencing hearings. |

Waiver of Rights Upon Plea of Guilty. The Defendant understands that he has the

following important rights which he will give up and waive by entering this
Agreement and pleading guilty:
The right to a speedy and public trial by an impartial jury in the county where the
crime is alleged to have been committed;
The right to remain silent before and during trial, and the right to refuse to testify
against himself;
The right at trial to hear and question the witnesses who testify against him;
The right at trial to testify and to have witnesses testify for him. These witnesses
can be made to appear at no expense to him;
The Defendant understands that he is presumed inﬁocent unless the charge is

proven beyond a reasonable doubt or he enters a plea of guilty; and



8)

9)

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

Endorsement of Agreement. The Prosecuting Attorney and the Defendant and his
defense attorne}-ls shall endorse and advocate for this Agreement before the trial
court at the Plea Hearing and all other hearings. The Prosécuting Attorney
conﬁﬁns that this Agreement is consistent with the interests of justice and
prosecuting standards.

Sentence. The Defendant waives his rigilt to a speedy sentencing hearing and
agrees that, at the request of the Prosecuting Attorney, the Court may continue the}
sentencing hearing to a date six (6) months after the entry of his pleas of guilty.
The Defendant understands that the State will recommend that the Court impose
the mandatory sentence of life imprisonment \;vithout possibility of parole on each
of the counts, to be served consecutively. The Defendant further understands that,
pursuant tonRCW 10.95.030, any person convicted of the crime of Aggravated
Murder in the First Degree shall be sentenced to life imprisonment without
possibility of release or parole. The Defendant understands that a person sentenced
to life imprisonment under this statute shall not have that sentence suspended,
deferred, or comr-nuted by any judicial officer and the indeterminate sentence
review board or its successor may not parole such prisoner nor reduce the period of
confinement in any manner whatsoever including but not limited to any sort of
good-time calculation. The Defendant further understands that the departmént of
social and health services or its successor or any executive official may not permit

such prisoner to participate in any sort of release or furlough program. The



10)

11)

Defendant further understands that the Court will order him to pay restitution for -
his crimes.

Discovery. Upon the execution of this Agreement, the Defendant’s right to receive
further discovery in this case is suspended; Upon a ﬁnding of a material breach of
this Agreement by either party, normal discovery obligations shall resume. No
later than the date of the-Defendant’s sentencing, the Defendant, al} defense
attorneys, defense paralegals, defense investigators and other person; working on
the Defendant’s behalf shall return to the Prosecuting Attorney all materials,
documents, photographs, and images (including any copies) that were produced by
the Prosecuting Attorney to the defense as discovery in this case. |

Waiver of Appeal and Collateral Attack. The Defendant undefstands that the law

or consequences surrounding the death penalty or the charge of Aggravated Murder
in the First Degree may change by future legislative, executive or judicial action.
Nevertheless, the Defendant knowingly and voluntarily enters into this Agreement
at this time because he wishes to take responsibility for his criminal actions as soon
as possible and because he desires to know as soon as possible that he will not fage
the possibility of execution for any crime that he has committed in King County.
The Defendant agrees to waive any right to pursue an appeal, in State or Federal
court, of any convictions and/or sentences, decreed or imposed pursuant to this
Agréement. The Defendant also waives his right to collaterally attack or make any
post-conviction challenge to his convictions and/or sentences in either State or
Federal court under the Washington State Constitution Art. 1, § 13, the Revised

Code of Washington 7.36 et seq, the Revised Code of Washington 10.73 et seq., the



12)

13)

14)

Rules of Appellate Procedure Title 16, Title 28 United States Code § 2254 or any
other applicable State or Federal law or rule. The Defendant waives these rights
after having reviewed his rights and remedies concerning appeals and collateral

attacks with his attorneys.

Limited Remedy if the Cdnvictions or Sentences Are Set Aside. The Defendant
understands and agrees that the provisions ‘of the foregoing section prevent the
Defendant from bringing any future legal challenge of any kind to his' convictions
and sentences for Aggravated Murder in the First Degree. Nonetheless, the
Defendant agrees and understands that, in the event that all or some of his
convictions and/or sentences for Aggravated Murder in the First Degree are set
aside for any reason, withdrawal of his pleas (;f guilty shall not be a remedy.
Inétead, the Defendant agrees and understands that his sole remedy shall be limited
to a resentencing on every count for the crime of Murder in the First Degree.
Furthermore, the Defendant agrees that his sentences for these crimeé shall run
consecutively.

Waiver of Right to Petition for Clemency. The Defendant understands and agrees

that he will not petition the Governor, and/or the Clemency and Pardons Board or

- its successor, or any other entity or individual, for pardon or clemency or other

relief from convictions or sentences arising from this Agreement.

Promises. No one has made any threats of any kind to the Defendant or to any
other person to cause him to enter into this agreement. No person has made
promises of any kind to cause the Defendant to enter this Agreement except as set

forth herein. No additional promises, agreements and conditions have been entered



15)

16)

a)t‘

b)

into other than those set forth in this Agreement and none will be entered into
except in a written agreement signed by all parties.

Immunity. Nothing in this agreement shall be construed as providing the
Defendant with any type of immunity, including but not limited to transactional
immunity, use immunity or derivative use immunity.

Breach.

Determination of Breach. Should any party to this Agreement allege a material

breach, the question of whether or not a material breach occurred shall be
submitted to the King County Superior Court Judge then assigned to try this case.

Breach by Defendant. The Defendant understands that his failure to comply with

the conditions and terms set forth in this Agréement will constitute a material
breach of the A greement wﬁich will release the Prosecuting Attorney from its
promise and obligations contained in this Agreement. In the event of a finding of
a material breach by the Defendant, the Prosecuting Attorney may, in its
discretion, fully prosecute the Defendant on all substantive criminal charges, if
any, which can be brought against him in King County. Pursuant to Evidence
Rule 410, the Prosecuting Attorney may not introduce any of the Defendant's
statements made pursuant to Section 4) of this Agreement against Defendant in
any criminal or civil prosecution. However, the Defendant understands that the
Prosecuting Attorney may use any other evidence obtained or derived, directly or
indirectly, from the Defendant's actions undertaken pursuant to this Agreement,

" including evidence of any kind discovered or recovered as a result of the

Defendant’s statements.

10



¢) Breach by Prosecuting Attomey. Iﬁ the event of a finding of ‘a material breach of

this Agreement by the Prosecuting Attorney, the Pro‘secuting Attorney will
withdraw thé death penalty on any count currently charged against the Defendant

~ and will not seek the deafh penalty on any count subsequently charged which
arises from the crimes admitted by the Defendant pursuant to this Agreement. In
the event of a finding of a material breach by the Prosecuting Attorney, the
Defendant shall not be afforded immunity of any kind for crimes of any kind.

17) Parties Bound. This agreement is limited to the Defend'ant,‘ his attorneys, and the
King County Prosecuting Attorney’s Office, and cénnot bind other federal, state, or
local prosecuting or investigative authorities.

18) Confidentiality. Other than to the partiesi«"cﬁher persons reasonably necessary to - &3

“MP ;ff)

carry out this Agreement, ag

the-ease-no dissemination of this written Agreement shall be made until entry of M

formal plea of guilty or upon subsequent express agreement of the parties. %

19) Entire Agreement. This Agreement contains all terms, conditions, and provisions
agreed upon by the parties hereto, and shall not be modified except by written

amendment.

\Aw L\L b /i3] 2003

Norm Malég@6 ‘ Date
King County Prosecuting Attorney
Gary Leash Ridgway Date
Defg¢ndant :
i M C—13-c3
Anthony Sa\_@ L Date
Defense Couns #220%
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Defense Counsel
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se Counsel _ /
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Eric Lindell #1897 Date
Defense Counsel

, Fred Leatherman'ﬂ 7 ?z r3 Date

6/3-03

Date

& — /303

Date

Defénse Counsel #2634

STATEMENT OF DEFENDANT

I have read the foregoing terms and conditions and have discussed them with my
attorneys. I fully understand and accept them. I further represent that this Agreement is
executed voluntarily and is of my own free will. No promises, commitments, or
understandings have been made to or for me in connection with the execution of this
Agreement other than those set forth above. I hereby indicate my assent to all of the
terms and conditions of this Agreement by my signature below.

9 j@/m\. Qoaéywr C-12-@823

Gary Leo;f Ridgway Date
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STATEMENT BY DEFENDANT'S ATTORNEY

Review of Agreement. I have read this Agreement carefully. I have carefully reviewed
every term and condition with my client. I believe that he fully understands and accepts
every term and condition. No promises, commitments, or understandings have been
made in connection with the execution of this Agreement other than those set forth
above. I believe that the Defendant is knowingly, intelligently and voluntarily entering
into this Agreement.

Defendant’s Sound Mental State. During my contact with the Defendant I have never
seen any indication that he suffers from any mental disease or defect. During
consultations with my colleagues who also represent the Defendant, none of them has
mentioned observing any signs that the Defendant suffers from any mental infirmity. I
know that the Defendant has been evaluated by mental health experts, and nothing in
their reports suggests to me that the Defendant is anything other than perfectly competent
to stand trial and to enter a valid guilty plea.

Effective Assistance of Counsel. 1 believe this Agreement is in the best interest of my
client. I believe that the Defendant truly wishes to acknowledge his guilt for the crimes
referenced in the proffer and recounted in the First Amended Information. I have no
reason-{o think that the Defendant did not commit these crimes. I believe the Defendant
gal representation by me and by all of his other attorneys.

A4 Dated: f—/3~03

Anthony Savageq r~
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STATEMENT BY DEFENDANT'S ATTORNEY

Review of Agreement. I have read this Agreement carefully. 1 have carefully reviewed
every term and condition with my client. I believe that he fully understands and accepts
every term and condition. No promises, commitments, or understandings have been

"made in connection with the execution of this Agreement other than those set forth
above. I believe that the Defendant is knowingly, intelligently and voluntarily entering
into this Agreement. '

Defendant’s Sound Mental State. During my contact with the Defendant I have never
seen any indication that he suffers from any mental disease or defect. During
consultations with my colleagues who also represent the Defendant, none of them has
mentioned observing any signs that the Defendant suffers from any mental infirmity. I
know that the Defendant has been evaluated by mental health experts, and nothing in
their reports suggests to me that the Defendant is anything other than perfectly competent
to stand trial and to enter a valid guilty plea.

Effective Assistance of Counsel. 1 believe this Agreement is in the best interest of my
client. I believe that the Defendant truly wishes to -acknowledge his guilt for the crimes
referenced in the proffer and recounted in the First Amended Information. I have no
reason to think that the Defendant did not commit these crimes. [ believe the Defendant
has received exemplary legal representation by me and by all of his other attorneys.

g f batets /136>

Mark Prothero
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STATEMENT BY DEFENDANT'S ATTORNEY

Review of Agreement. I have read this Agreement carefully. I have carefully reviewed
every term and condition with my client. I believe that he fully understands and accepts
every term and condition. No promises, commitments, or understandings have been
made in connection with the execution of this Agreement other than those set forth
above. I believe that the Defendant is knowingly, intelligently and voluntarily entering
into this Agreement.

Defendant’s Sound Mental State. During my contact with the Defendant I have never
seen any indication that he suffers from any mental disease or defect. During
consultations with my colleagues who also represent the Defendant, none of them has
mentioned observing any signs that the Defendant suffers from any mental infirmity
other than sub-normal intelligence. I know that the Defendant has been evaluated by
mental health experts, and nothing in their reports suggests to me that the Defendant is
anything other than competent to stand trial and to enter a valid guilty plea.

Effective Assistance of Counsel. I believe this Agreement is in the best interest of my
client. I believe that the Defendant truly wishes to acknowledge his guilt for the crimes
referenced in the proffer and recounted in the First Amended Information. I have no
reason to think that the Defendant did not commit these crimes. I believe the Defendant
has received exemplary legal representation by me and by all of his other attorneys.

Dated: % [?/ 200}7
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STATEMENT BY DEFENDANT’S ATTORNEY

Review of Agreement. I have read this agreement carefully. I believe my co-counsel
reviewed every term and condition of this agreement with our client. Based on
consultation with my co-counsel, I believe our client fully understands and accepts every
term and condition of this agreement. No promises, commitments, or understandings
have been made in connection with the execution of this agreement, other than those set
forth herein. Based on my consultation with co-counsel, I believe the defendant is
knowingly, intelligently and voluntarily entering into this agreement.

Defendant’s Sound Mental State: During my consultations with my colleagues who also
represent the Defendant, none of them has mentioned observing any sign that the

defendant suffers from any mental infirmity that would impair his ability to enter this
agreement or plea.

Effective Assistance of Counsel: Ibelieve this Agreement is in the best interest of my
client. Based upon my consultation with co-counsel I believe the defendant truly wishes
to acknowledge his guilt for the crimes referenced in the proffer and recounted in the
First Amended Information. I believe the representation I provided to the Defendant and
the representation provided by my co-counsel meets or exceeds standards required to
constitute effective assistance of counsel as required under the Constitution.

_ 7
éf/ W Dated this /~_5 day of June, 2003.

S%zme Lee Elliott, WSBA #12634




STATEMENT BY DEFENDANT’S ATTORNEY

Review of Agreement. Ihave read this agreement carefully. I believe my co-counsel
reviewed every term and condition of this agreement with our client. Based on
consultation with my co-counsel, I believe our client fully understands and accepts every
term and condition of this agreement. No promises, commitments, or understandings
have been made in connection with the execution of this agreement, other than those set
forth herein. Based on my consultation with co-counsel, I believe the defendant is
knowingly, intelligently and voluntarily entering into this agreement.

Defendant’s Sound Mental State: During my contact with the Defendant 1 have never
seen any indication that he suffers from any mental disease or defect. During my
consultation with my colleagues who also represent the Defendant, none of them has
mentioned observing any sign that the defendant suffers from any mental infirmity that
would impair his ability to enter this agreement or plea.

Effective Assistance of Counsel: Ibelieve this Agreement is in the best interest of my
client. Based upon my consultation with co-counsel I believe the defendant truly wishes
to acknowledge his guilt for the crimes referenced in the proffer and recounted in the
First Amended Information. Ibelieve the representation I provided to the Defendant and
the representation provided by my co-counsel meets or exceeds standards required to
constitute effective assistance of counsel as required under the Constitution.

(\_&é\ Dated this ' ™ day of June, 2003.

Eric W. Lindell, WSBA #18972




STATEMENT BY DEFENDANT’S ATTORNEY

Review of Agreement. I have read this agreement carefully. I believe my co-counsel
reviewed every term and condition of this agreement with our client. Based on
consultation with my co-counsel, I believe our client fully understands and accepts every
term and condition of this agreement. No promises, commitments, or understandings
have been made in connection with the execution of this agreement, other than those set
forth herein. Based on my consultation with co-counsel, I believe the defendant is
knowingly, intelligently and voluntarily entering into this agreement.

Defendant’s Sound Mental State: During my contact with the Defendant I have never
seen any indication that he suffers from any mental disease or defect. During my
consultation with my colleagues who also represent the Defendant, none of them has
mentioned observing any sign that the defendant suffers from any mental infirmity that
would impair his ability to enter this agreement or plea.

Effective Assistance of Counsel: I believe this Agreement is in the best interest of my
client. Based upon my consultation with co-counsel I believe the defendant truly wishes
to acknowledge his guilt for the crimes referenced in the proffer and recounted in the
First Amended Information. Ibelieve the representation I provided to the Defendant and
the representation provided by my co-counsel meets or exceeds standards required to
constitute effective assistance of counsel as required under the Constitution.

(WG et
S Dated this /3 day of June, 2003.

David W. Roberson, WSBA #19298 -




STATEMENT BY DEFENDANT’S ATTORNEY

Review of Agreement. I have read this agreement carefully. I have reviewed every term
and condition of this agreement with our client. Based on consultation with my co-
counsel, I believe our client fully understands and accepts every term and condition of
this agreement. No promises, commitments, or understandings have been made in
connection with the execution of this agreement, other than those set forth herein. Based
on my consultation with co-counsel, I believe the defendant is knowingly, 1ntelhgently
and voluntarily entering into this agreement.

" Defendant’s Mental State: I do not believe that Mr. Ridgway presents any mental
disease or defect which would affect his ability to enter into this plea agreement. I believe
Mr. Ridgway is competent to enter into this agreement.

Effective Assistance of Counsel: Ibelieve this Agreement is in the best interest of my
client. Based upon my consultation with co-counsel I believe the defendant truly wishes
to acknowledge his guilt for the crimes referenced in the proffer and recounted in the
First Amended Information. Ibelieve the representation I provided to the Defendant and
the representation provided by my co-counsel meets or exceeds standards required to
constitute effective assistance of counsel as required under the Constltutlon

W} %A—/ Dated this E day of June, 2003.

Michele S aw WSBA # 19561




STATEMENT BY DEFENDANT’S ATTORNEY

Review of Agreement: Ihave read this agreement carefully. I believe my co-counsel
reviewed every term and condition of this agreement with our client. Based on
consultation with my co-counsel, I believe our client fully understands and accepts every
term and condition of this agreement. No promises, commitments, or understandings
have been made in connection with the execution of this agreement, other than those set
forth herein. Based on my consultation with co-counsel, I believe the defendant is
knowingly, intelligently, and voluntarily entering into this agreement.

Defendant’s Sound Mental State: During my contact with the Defendant, I have never
seen any indication that he suffers from any mental disease or defect. During my
consultation with my colleagues who also represent the Defendant, none of them has
mentioned observing any sign that the defendant suffers from any mental infirmity that
would impair his ability to enter into this agreement or plea.

Effective Assistance of Counsel: Ibelieve this Agreement is in the best interest of my
client. Based upon my consultation with co-counsel, I believe the defendant truly wishes
to acknowledge his guilt for the crimes referenced in the proffer and recounted in the
First Amended Information. Ibelieve the representation I provided to the Defendant and
the representation provided by my co-counsel meets or exceeds standards required to
constitute effective assistance of counsel as required under the Constitution.

i KrmaA ated this of June, '
Fred [ents, - Dated this 13" of June, 2003
Fred Leatherman, WSBA #7223

by Pl P
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! | FIL =D
) KNG COUNTY WASHINGTON
MAR 2 7 2003
3 _
' SUPERIOR COURT CLERK
4 ' 7 BYMEGAN C. MONTGOMERY
5
6
SUPERIOR COURT OF WASHINGTON FOR KING COUNTY
7
STATE OF WASHINGTON, )
8 )
Plaintiff, ) No.01-1-10270-9 SEA
9 )
vs. ).
10 '} AMENDED INFORMATION
GARY LEON RIDGWAY, )
11 )
Defendant, )
12 )
)
13 )
14
COUNT I
15
I, Norm Maleng, Prosecuting Attorney for King County in the name and by the authority
16
of the State of Washington, do accuse GARY LEON RIDGWAY of the crime of Aggravated
17
Murder in the First Degree, committed as follows:
.18 '
That the defendant GARY LEON RIDGWAY in King County, Washington on or about a
19
period of time intervening between July 8, 1982 through July 15, 1982, with premeditated intent
20
to cause the death of another person, did cause the death of Wendy Lee Coffield, a human being,
21
who died on or about a period of time intervening between July 8, 1982 and July 15, 1982;
22 A .
That further, an aggravating circumstance exists, to-wit: there was more than one vicim
23
and the murders were part of a common scheme or plan; ‘
Norm Maleng, Prosecuting Attorney ‘
‘W554 King County Courthouse
: ] 516 Third Avenue
AMENDED INFORMATION - 1 O R i Gl N A L . Seattle, Washington 98104
(206) 296-9000
FAX (206) 296-0955
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10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

Contrary to RCW 9A.32.030(1)(2) and 10.95.020(8), and against the peace and dignity of
the State of Washington.
COUNT II
And 1, Norm Maleng, Prosecuting Attorney aforesaid further do accuse GARY LEON

RIDGWAY of the crime of Aggravated Murder in the First Degree, a crime of the same or

similar character and based on the same conduct as another crime charged herein, which crimes

were part of a common scheme or plan and which crimes were so closely connected in respect to
time, place and occasion that it would be difﬁculf to separate proof of one charge from proof of
the other, committed as follows:

That the defendant GARY LEON RIDGWAY in Kﬁng County, Washington on or about a
period of time intervening’ between July 25, 1982 through August 12, 1982, with premeditated
intent to cause the death of another person, did cause the death of Debra Bonner, a human béing,
who died on or about a period of time intervening between July 25, 1982 and August 12, 1982;

That further, an aggravating circumstance exists, to-wit: there Was more than one vxctlm
and the murders were part of a common scheme or plan; |

Contrary to RCW 9A.32.030(1)(a) and 10;95.020(8), and against the peace and dignity of
the Sfate of Washington.

COUNT I

And I, Norm Maleng, Prosecuting Attorhey aforesaid further do accuse GARY LEON
RIDGWAY of the crime of Aggravated Murder in the First Degree, a crime of the same or
similar character and based on the same conduct as another crime charged herein, which crimes

were part of a common scheme or plan and which crimes were so closely connected in respect to

Norm Maleng, Prosecuting Attorney
WS554 King County Courthouse
516 Third Avenue
AMENDED INFORMATION - 2 Seattle, Washington 98104
(206) 296-9000 .
FAX (206) 296-0955
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10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

- 18

19

20

21

22

23

time, i)lace and occasion that it would be difficult to separate proof of one charge from proof of
the othér, committed as follows:

That the defendant GARY LEON RIDGWAY in King County, Washington on or about a
period of time intervening between August 1, 1982 through August 15, 1982, with premeditated
intent to cause the death of another person, did cause the death of Marcia Chapman, a human
being, who died on or about a period of time intervening between August 1, 1982 and August 15,
1982;

That further, an aggravating circumstance exists, to-wit: there was more than one victim
and the murders were part of a common scheme or plan;

Contrary to RCW 9A.32.030(1)(2) and 10.95.020(é), and against the peace and dignity of
the State ofAWashington.

COUNT IV

And I, Norm Maleng, Prosecuting Attorney aforesaid further do accuse GARY LEON
RIDGWAY of the crime of Aggravated Murder in the First Degree, a crime of the same or
similar character and based on the same conduct as another crime éharged herein, which crimes
were part of a common scheme or plan and which crimes were so closely connected in respect to
time, place and occasion that it would be difficult to separate proof of one charge from proof of
thé other, committed as follows:

That the defendant GARY LEON RIDGWAY in King Coﬁnty, Washington on or about a
period of time intervening between August 11, 1982 through August 15, 1982, with premeditated
intent to cause the death of another person, did cause the death of Cynthia Hinds, a2 human

being, who died on or about a period of time intervening between August 11, 1982 and August

15, 1982;
Norm Maleng, Prosecuting Attorney
W554 King County Courthouse
516 Third Avenue
AMENDED INFORMATION - 3 Seattle, Washington 98104
(206) 296-9000

FAX (206) 296-0955
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That further, an aggravating circumstance exists, to-wit: there was more than one victim
and the murders were part of a common scheme or plan;

‘Contrary to RCW 9A.32.030(1)(a) and 10.95.020(8), and against the peace and dignity of
the State of Washington.
COUNT V

Andv I, Norm Maleng, Prosecutin g Attorney aforesaid further do accuse GARY LEON
RIDGWAY of the crime of Aggravated Murder in the First Degree, a crime of the same or
similar character and based on the same conduct as another crime charged hereiﬁ, which crimes
were part of a common scheme or plan and which crimes were so closely connected in respect to
time, place and occasion that it would be difficult to separ:ite proof of one chafge from proof of
the- other, committed as follows:

That the defendant GARY LEON RIDGWAY in King County, Washington on or about a
period of time intervening between August 12, 1982 through August 15, 1982, with premeditated
intent to cause the death of another person, did cause the death of Opal Mills, a human being,
who died on or about a period of time intervening between August 12, 1982 and August 15,
1982;

That further, an aggravating circumstance exists, to-wit: there was more than one victim
and the murders were part of a common scheme or plan;

Contrary to RCW 9A.32.030(1)(2) and 10.95.020(8), and against the peace and dignity of
the State of Washington. |

COUNT VI
And I, Norm Maleng, Prosecuting Attorney aforesaid further do accuse GARY LEON

RIDGWAY of the crime of Aggravated Murder in the First Degree, a crime of the same or

- Norm Maleng, Prosecuting Attorney
'W554 King County Courthouse
516 Third Avenue
AMENDED INFORMATION - 4 Seatlle, Washington 98104
{206) 296-9000
FAX (206) 2960955
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similar character and based on the same conduct as another crime charged herein, which crimes
were part of a common scheme or plan and which crimes were 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 other, committed as follows:

That the defendant GARY LEON RIDGWAY in King County, Washington on or aboﬁt a.
period of time intervening between September 20, 1982 through May 30 1988, with
premeditated intent to cause the death of another person, did cause the death of Debra Estes, a
human being, §vho died on or about a period of time intérvening between September 20, 1982
and May 30, 1988;

That further, an aggravating circumstance exists, t(;-wit: there was more than one victim
and the murders were part of a-common scheme or plan;

* Contrary to RCW 9A.32.030(1)(a) and 10.95.020(8), and against the peace and dignity of
the State of Washington.
| COUNT VII

And I, Norm Maleng, Prosecuting Attormney aforesaid further do accuse GARY LEON
RIDGWAY of the crime of Aggravated Murder in the First Degree, a crime of the same or
similar character and based on the same conduct as another crime charged herein, which crimes
were part of a common scheme or plan and which crimes were 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 o_ther, committed as follows:

That the defendant GARY LEON RIDGWAY in King County, Washington on or about a

period of time intervening between May 2, 1983 through May 8, 1983; with premeditated intent

Norm Maleng, Prosecuting Attorney
WS554 King County Courthouse )
: 516 Third Avenue
AMENDED INFORMATION - 5 Seattle, Washingion 98104
(206) 296-9000
FAX (206) 296-0955
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to cause the death of another person, did cause the death of Carol Christensen, a humaﬁ being,
who died on or about a period of time intervening between May 2, 1983 and May 8, 1983;

That further, an aggravating circumstance exists, to-wit: there was more than one victim
and the murders were part of a common scheme or plan;

Contrary to RCW 9A.32.030(1)(a) and 10.95.020(8), and against the peace and dignity of

the State of Washing’toﬁ.

NORM MALENG
Prosecuting Attorney

Jeffrey B. Baird, WSBA #11731
Patricia A. Eakes, WSBA #18888
Brian McDonald, WSBA # (4480

Semnior Deputy Prosecuting Attomeys

Norm Maleng, Prosecﬁﬁng Attomney
) ‘W554 King County Courthouse
' 516 Third Avenue
-6 Seattle, Washington 98104
AMENDED INFORMATION 06 396 5000
FAX (206) 296-0955
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IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF WASHINGTON

FOR KING COUNTY

STATE OF WASHINGTON, )

) NO. 01-1-10270-9 SEA

Plaintiff, ) , .
) DEFENSE PROFFER
Vs. ) '

: )
GARY L. RIDGWAY, )
)
Defendant. )

Whereas the defendant, GARY LEON RIDGWAY, by and through his attorneys,
Anthony Savage, Mark Prothero and Todd Gruenhagen, and the State of Washington, as
represented by Jeffrey Baird, Mark Larson, Dan Satterberg, Patricia Eakes, and Brian
McDonald operating on behalf of King County Prosecuting Attorney Norm Maleng, desire
to engage in plea negotiations with the express goal of resolving the case of State of
Washington v. Gary L. Ridgway, Cause No. 01-1-10270-9 SEA. Further, the
aforementioned parties intend to discuss in general terms, charged and uncharged counts of
homicide. The parties understand and agree as follows:

1. That all discussions between the parties that occur within the next
thirty days absolutely and unequivocally fall within the protection of
ER 408 and 410 and are not admissible in any judicial hearing or
proceedings, either civil, criminal, administrative, or disciplinary,
regardless of the stage of the proceeding, whether it is pre-trial, during
trial or post trial.

2. Both parties understand and agree that absolute conﬁdenﬁality in the

discussions is required of each party and that absent express written
approval, no dissemination of materials provided by either party shall

Defense Proffer
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be shown to, given to or exposed to any person that is not specifically
enumerated above.

3. No discussions concerning the content of discussion conducted
pursuant to these plea negotiations will be had with any person not
specifically enumerated, above. While the disclosure of the content of
this proffer is restricted as set forth above, the defense understands
that the prosecutors may need to confer and consult with others
concerning the content and execution of any plea agreement.

4. Neither party shall seek admission or pursue litigation to admit any
document produced by either party or the content of any discussion
amongst the parties.

5. No party shall include any document, summary or reference to
discussion relating to this proffer or plea negotiations in any pleading
filed in this or any other action at law.

6. Any documents provided by either side shall remain the exclusive
property of the party producing it. Two originals of any docurnent shall
be executed, one original to be maintained by the author. The recipient
of any document agrees that upon the occurrence of either failure of
plea negotiations or the expiration of 30 days from the date of
execution of this agreement, whichever should occur first, the parties
will return to the other side any documents or papers provided during
plea negotiations.

7. Either party may unilaterally declare plea negotiations over at any time
by communication to any of the following individuals: Jeffrey Baird,
Mark Larson, Anthony Savage, Mark Prothero, or Todd Gruenhagen.

8. The parties agree that no photocopies, photographs, facsimiles, or
reproduction by any electronic, digital or analog media shall be made of
any document provided by the opposing side. Furthermore, the content
of any document shall not be dictated or reproduced by word
processing, handwriting, typewriting, stenography, ten key, shorthand,
or any other means of preserving content of the contents of an opposing
parties documents.

A. Defendant’s Understanding

1. The defendant understands that no promises whatsoever have been made to him in

exchange for this proffer;

Defense Proffer
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. The defendant understands that no offers or assurances of immunity of any kind for any
charged or uncharged crimes have been made or implied in exchange for ﬁﬁs proffer;

. The defendant’s attorneys attest that the defendant is competent and able to assist them,
and are not aware of any mental infirmity that would prevent the defendant from providing
a full, truthful, and candid account of his criminal activity in King County.

. General Information about Defendant’s Criminal Activity in King County

. The defendant recalls killing 47 to 53 individuals in King County;

. The defendant recalls that these killings began in July 1982 and ended in May or June of
1985;

. The defendant recalls that all of his victims were females;

. The defendant recalls that approximately eight or n.iné of his victims were women of
color, including African-American, Hispanic, Asian-American, Pacific Islander, or
mulatto;

. The defendant recalls the names of three of the women he killed in King County;

. The defendant is unable to recall any of the specific victims by looking at their

photographs;

. The defendant recalls the locations where and circumstances under which he first

encountered approximately 10 to 15 women in King County on the day he killed them;
. The defendant recalls the location where approximately 45 of his victims were killed;
. The defendant recalls that approximately 25 to 28 women were killed in his home,

approximately 11-15 were killed in his vehicle, and approximately 11 were killed at or
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near the site their bodies were disposed;

10. The defendant has a clear recognition of his physical actions which caused the death of
47 to 53 women in King County;

11. The defendant recalls the loc.ation where he disposed of bodies of 47 to 53 women in King
County;

12. The defendant recalls that he never had non-consensual, forcible sexual intercourse with
any women in King County;

13. The defendant can lead the police to the locations where he left hitherto undiscovered
bodies of approximately 10 to 14 women he killed in King County;

14. The defendant can lead the police to property belonging to approximately 6 to 10 women
he killed in King County;

15. The defendant recalls exact dates on which he killed 4 women in King County;

16. The defendant recalls that he killed approximately 10 to 15 of his victims duringithe day,
with the others killed at night;

17. The defendant recalls assaulting two women in King County;

18. In exchange for a promise not to seek the death penalty against him, the defendant is
willing to plead guilty to 47 counts of aggravated first degree murder (excluding the

presently charged counts).
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All parties signatory to this agreement agree to abide the letter and the spirit of this

agreement. J’b\
Done this ! day of June, 2003.

L S

Mark Larson Anthony l31ava
- Chief Criminal Deputy Prosecutor Attorney for Defendant
A 7/
Jefirey-Baird ' : Mark Prothero
Senior Deputy Prosecuting Attorney Attorney for Defendant

rﬁég /e brorge 4( P

Todd Gruenhagen 4
- Attorney for Defendant
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