STATE OF WASHINGTON .
COURT OF APPEALS, DIVISION
STATE OF WASHINGTON, )
) e —_
Respondent, ) No: 33 g 2 5 - Ci It
)
V. ) STATEMENT OF ADDITIONAL
) GROUNDS FOR REVIEW
Kact D Joaes)
Appellant. )
L Kt O Jones , have received and reviewed the opening brief

by my attorney. Summarized below are the additional grounds for review that are not addressed
in that brief. I understand the Court will review this statement of Additional Grounds for Review
when my appeal is considered on the merits.

Additional Ground 1
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Additional Ground 2

There are additional grounds, a brief summary is attached to this statement.

Dated this l_clﬂ\ day of Mace ,20G 0,.
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(®) Role - 1.7~ SCOPG/ ot Raemscwhfmom

(C) Role- 1.4~ Communication
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'___5\\0&)\(5\ be WL\/\G. Y Aect +o \,\)\(\\d\ a_
confession 1S Sublecked, Failuee O'('H\e,
po\c@ \nreccognatocs o avve_the (J)Avmnjs
Actomatiea\ly Tendecs Yhe confessien
nadmisSesle. T8 Hhe Wacaings ave Pmperh{
gwven H\e CO(\‘C@&S\O(\ mﬁ\./ Sél\\ be.
eveloded © Hhe sinte. does net meet
e hQR\/\{ bucden of proot establishina
Ahar Yhe defendants stadement LS made_
LaSYec an effect e Waviec of Yhe cights
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..\\f\@dW\'xSS\b\Q,.T_‘(\& State. did net meet
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N demanﬁmﬁ-}fﬁ Fhat +he statéments
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Cights] State VS Colling, 74 Wn.ad 729,
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"CrR 3.5 and CrRLY B.SEOVQM\%\\QPQ%:M
. Contession Proceduve,,\,Jhar\ O~ S)TH'\’Q,YY\@V\‘\'
of the Accused 15 +o be offeced v\
_.@\/idev\ce,,+ke_ Court must set oo
,ﬂ.h@m“w\j Lo H\e, 0 ose,oﬂc de%@rmlmmg
Whetlhe— o statemeant 1¢ Admiss ble.
A CcR 3.5 \ﬁeﬂv‘mﬂ (5SS ‘(Y\M\dcc\’ork/,

The defendants failuve. o Sc@KS'@lppresB jon
ofF the statement befoce +rialdoes
ot constivutre as Waver ot s cight
Yo oo adeanssibily he(\v‘mj. Dew[e(\se/
g Couv\se,\ may Wawe the CeR 3.5
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.. O\H\/\ou +he Pvaﬂcecred Course 1S o
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- hepact ag on the cedard.

The. court foiled ‘e growt me my
_Cight 4o oo CrR 3.5 hEacia +his

L NneAc iy WAsS ™ Aand Nroe (Qnd WA
B %\/\Q/ Ao Y oS dhe ccuvk 4o infor v
e Hhat T may, bot need neot,
desh Sy ot the ¢cR 3.5 hearing on the
CiccomstAanees SGecoond ffla‘\' e
CAate ment T Was Nevec tot i Fied of
any SoCh hef\\rmj Nnoc d.d T Walve
Lmy rﬁ-M +o +he CrR 3.5 NeAring .
The foial Court Vie lated my C\gh

4+ao oo CeR 35 hearing ond erg;s
opse Sheold be cverturned.
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,(onc’_edures When mjh-F +o counsel Pcl\/k\ec@e
(s Thnvoked )

Onee 00 ACCUSCA requests the asSstanee.
of coonsel all police Tovkercogation MOSt
\W\W\(id\a‘t@\\i Cehrse until o Afforney
15 present, 'oc the accused volurtac Iy
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Shatement establishes oo Sirro-(lg Prcsump\oﬁ
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oc fthe Contents of Lhe ‘\Yﬁerrﬁjfv\\or\ or
..S‘XFRAVC'(Y\@(\"\' WAS ot \r\”r\AJr Polices YY\P\O)Q_ Ry
oUr Yo be. pfte— T ceqguested counsel
Officec Boeollns statement WAS wWe will
"SQ+ 1o +hat but Cij‘h”( Now L Ant 4o
Mhnow ocbout theze gons, at that @o'wﬁr
T didnt Know what™my cights wWere
These. ace the Tacds as T Kiow Yhew,
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A Conviction may ner e sostavaed
,ASO\Q\ on the bf\lis ot oan\ UNCotroboseded
~confesstion. The Admissibilivy of aem
evteadudicial confession 1 de@eﬁ'el’\“\'
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o el VAN Whereo stolen prcpeml\(
wWas cecovered olong with ol
Oneccecroberocated Tenfessien does
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doubt that T/ committed any teSidedial
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wWith this colel do each pecsen
- @lﬁ/%gcd wWith o crime
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A defendant Who s detained tav dat
shall be brouvght +o +eial within 6O
~days Afte— +he commencement Adate
,_S'Paa\\c‘\ed oY Hhe cole.

My Areignment WRS 3-15-05 +eoie |
A d ney TShack ook 6-29-05 Fhats
o077 dﬂ\fﬁ) 477 days pﬁﬁ' +the 6O dav
in @u’ﬁ_od\{ v\j\\ +o SP@@AL +eval ru{e,_
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Feoval dale shocld be recet for cny
Cceasonn, ncluding but net Timired +o
the o @l Cob o Ty of co new commenement
Cdate Phe coort SRl set gl tew date
Lo Yoal L})\\\Q\(\ 4wkl {-»\@, +ome
~PP‘°A“j o6 ‘the date_.

The court failed to nevify me ot
ooy Tovel datel cesettings While
T WAS o COStod be\/cm 5-X-05,
_ond Failed +o brij\ﬁ me. te toa
Withia the Fime Tmits Pras&v'ibed,
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'__P\ Pacty Who 0blects +o the date set on

~the geconds Haak Wk is vet Wikhioa the

e lenirs prescoibed by s cole

S ost, Withia 10 days aftec +he netice

15t led o0 otherwise awve, mode
ot the cooet set o eve\ date (odhin

Hhese Fimes Liids,

I could not 3"\\/6_, Nok L ce_ o oo 0t leckion
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~day cule becAuse I Was Never—
._,ﬁ\\/év\ Netice o5 c,uxy *H“«M date_
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continuances o othe — de,}.m/s MmAY.
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._UPO‘\ Wettren a \rc_@,mw'o‘( %L\@/ Acties
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o oo SP&L\?\ ed date .

4 Neved Waived my (‘\j\r\’\' +o G-
..Spaed +oval. T Qever S\jﬁa& aonvy
aqreement o Contiauc, noc d.d T
Qe +o any of the contincances.
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" The Coort May Continue the ¢ase
- begow\d thee Llaahs SPeCAQ‘\ed on Metlen
of the couck, made. withia 5 days
afVec Yhe tieme foe feial has eX@\red,
soch ol Continuance may be. gcanted
only onee Ve Yhe case, Upon o WNds A
on Yhe recocd oc v Weriag thet dha
defendont Lo\ nef be Subs mx)v\q\\\(
celod eed i Ve P(@Se\r\%a}f\omo?h\&
defense. The pecoid ot o\a\ﬁq Shall be
foc no tnorethan [H days foc o
defendact det aned e danl

CThe Or‘\j"\ﬂa\ einl Ante LWAS 5-1-05
e wos Condaued Yo 5-16-05 +hen
L-6-05 dthen L-9-05 4+hen 6-13-C5
then 6-20-05 +hen ¢-22-05 and then
Forel Frioaalls b@jf’\(\ on b-25-05 Hhis
Was o cleac violation of the core
. Qevo}c\,'—ﬂ\é C AS2 S\WOU‘iCJ hAUQ 0een
A dk&m\gSGd b\)‘t*\(\ P(QUd\Q@ ON "H’\‘\S
Voolakion allone

':(Dagm\s_sa\ W tHh Pc@)@c&\t@ﬂ

:_A C\(\m—jc ot ‘OVQU\j?{\% 4o +aval wdh oo
coles chall be diamissed wobh @(@)Ud(c@,.

The +facts SAY A o\ Covminel cule
2.3 LWAS ViolaYed on sevecal isstes
ond this case should hauve been
diemnissed wikh Pca;wdkce,.
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(2) Coivminal Role 3.5- Confession Peocedure

When oo statement of dhe 6 CUSEA
s Yo be OfFeced into eVvidence thel
MJL)de/ at Yhe Jr"«-mg of the omnibus
} heﬁv'\mj, Sha\l held oc set o L imes
Hoe o Rencing, et prev ious\&/ held
Loc the purpese of defeceninia
Uhethec Hre stete cnent (s admssikle.
TS he dotry of Yhe couet Yo aform
the defendont Hhank e tnay bor need
C0eY Yestidly o the h@_avw\j concerning
: *\r\\c; C\\C‘CUW\SAVHX\LCS Sur\*ouf\dmg
Cthe statement )

The Licst Omatkbus Neaciag on 3-31-05
CWAS Continuved Yo H-T-05 4hen Y-lU-cs
Cthen 4-21-05 ond Linclly H-ag-05
. requested Yo be pesent o all ot
A hese \\QRV'\(\ES DUt LOAS O\ct 3((\(\%@
the pc\:\/\\eje, o be\(\g @C&Se(ﬁ'ofv oy
of the omnvbus \‘\eﬁv\(\j;,I ceqguested
_Frroogh my Attoraey Toha 3 HANseN
0o .5 confessien Proceduce \(\e,(\v\l\j +o
 See & ,03;4\0_6\(?3 "\’eS‘\*'\\N\o«\» “+e WL\\QI
Cconvents of my state ment (OAS admissible
C3ohn ) Hansen- aled ‘o Q)co%ec% AN VleS
Ao s \Y\e/—\\‘\m T wWAS Nacmed by fet
be‘wg geanted 6 3.5 Conkession
pro “edUe hQP\\‘\\’\j.
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,. (C_\:: Coimannl cule 3.6'So(zpcc:55ion HeAR'mj

. .T also requested Jonn I Hansen 4o prokect
\m\( (‘\j\f\'\‘ +0 0o 3.6 50 PCG.SSKGG hearmj
but WAS Not arawnted s CéCiUGS'\‘,

X wes harme Dx( "ot ne\f\j 3vm°v€,c\ O—
3.6 5099\‘6,88\0'{\\(\66\\?‘\‘«\_3.

(LD Iﬂ(:«cwce,cjﬁ\f& ASs\%\’P\%\C_@, ot COU(\SQK
@ Wikeess st

_ M\/ AHON\@.\{ Johnd Ransen failed Yo
_Subpoena. o ihiterview any of the
Withhesses T sopplied hm Lith o
ntecview ony of the stadeswinesses
Good oc bad the other occupant ot
dhe VAN Kelly Andersee and the
Tadkoconant CAsey Town Should have
Cbeth been called 4o Jres*\wﬂ[}hc\r
destimony WES Coucial to my ease
__'Th@,k( wece both on iy Wit aess |t
ONe N others e ceuld of 4estified
do thebelkh g vy e hal£ T OWAS
hacmed bg Nnet hau(/lj thetr —FeS?PZW\QV\\(H

(8) Rights of +he defendant

_.I have +he Cight ‘o call and haue_
W aesses JreSJr‘mfv( Oy defense

T have the cight as the accused 4o
exammne 6l EVidence &ja\mft on e
Cbefore. pretrial and TRl
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The cieht Lo commonieate wikh
. COUY\SQQ e‘v‘\o(- ‘o (Q—-\-FLA\ o\,\/\& ¢ ;/\\
0N a\\ nases og %\r\e, (Lf\m\\(\(\\

_.@mceed‘mjs {rcting me e defend pat

The eight fo understand the evidence
N pvoceedmﬁs ond pm\\s\f\mcm ot the

. C’,(\arjes‘ CLBCQ\Y\‘sJV ME 1 ~\-\r\é event T
Close” ok Axiall

The cight to effechwe dssistpnce of
) Qoun%é ond G &deqo@r@w Pcczpf\\vcc&
- deiev\séf

Not one. of these 'v\j\\%:s boere ofdlorded

H+o me bx( &\ppam«‘r@cﬁ counsel John ) Ransen,
m ii\f\e\f‘&\\ﬁﬁ +G "H’\Q/ \P\\Q Gd\d mceed;/\gs
1S Nes <3cow\c($ Lo ol ‘\f\&c&@ﬂuu&@.\g pepaiced
Qedense..

(CJ(J ey Trstooctions )

~on Count I (Resident al Borglac ) The
Ao \‘(\S;\‘vudv\ohg 5\\00’(.\ hﬁU@ l(\(‘,\uc\ed
oo \essec chpcge of possession of “Holen
- propecty in 41?8, 137 oc' 2™ deoree. due +o
. +L\e, Act H\A"Jr H\emz Was N evidende
that I committed any cesideatal
.,CU(j\P\r ) C\‘\’ b€s+ Ge C,Am‘je, OQ 55CSS G
of Stolen propect Shoold have been
Tl Blled ol 4d Fack that T wons
foond in ol VAL Where Stolen @(afeﬁ\/
WAS Yeloveced.
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Oon countr T X (unlawtol possession
0f oo Flecacme (o Yhe Sieot de cee )
My Arrocney Tobhad Hansen Failed
to wnelude e Yae Jdoe TOSY cud ens
ot My \(“Cic/\ucsf My defense. of U(\w&%/\j
@QSSngkoﬂ of o £ re arme.

CX\ RPC-Rules of Professional condoct
(A) Role |1 - ComP@ce(\Q&

A fA\z\/;leF Shall pCO\//dé, @_Ompev‘erﬁ
Cepresentationto a ¢ lient Compe+en+
e ve,sc(w%o&kor\ V@C?Ul(‘eS *Hwé iej/ﬂ
.Knou)edje,, SKA\,+hocoushness and

N Pvcg)ox‘&?\@ﬂ Ceasonob y (\(J,C.GSSP«\\]( for
ke cepresentation,

e John I Hansen faoled 4o APP\\,

- the propec —Hnor*OUjhnass a repa«\'iov\
xYeasonabl nc%SS(—\r\/?orJr grchesemL- .
otion of My CASE.

mMr Hanser failed 4o Ap ly his SKills
05 o Yeunl Attorney. He odldn't asK
FTor a diswicsal at wm ACé?U@S% for
Voulation of Ceiminal Tule 2.3 3.5 3,¢
he wouldnt askk Coe al diamiscnl on
Ccunts 1,3)’4\5 due +o oo lack of
~evidence, did net oblect +o pofice
testimony fo an Unecorrobocated
Condessien and Sriled Yo ceview

_ Jr\\@, Cacts Scecound on My CASC .
e Hansen Lavled Yo Gae. Lhe SK
necesany Lor ony cepresent ation,

At
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e Heansens |aek of wnecest in pmvid;‘/j
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e nsonatly NeeesSAaTy Yo cepresent me

ok Yl s e clear vio\akion of RPC
Ccole VA competence .

(BX: Role. | AL scofe of P\@PVQSQV\JFA%\GO

A lawvec shall apide Oy a clieak s
decisions Concerniia the oblectives
- of cepresentaXion, and shall consult
With Yhe client as to +he mmeans Z:N(
\Whick -H\e\( ave ‘o be pUT cued.

e Hansen had no cklectives concerning
My repcesentation he had no defens@,
ond wocold net p((iSC\(\‘)V ey View S
as to YY\\f d@(@vﬁ@ +o 'H/\CL Jr(ia\ @Oumt.
oy defense. WAS on Count™ asK for
ol disemssal Lo Residental Borﬁ\ﬁxw
due o the Fact that theee Was o
_evidence outside of oo Uncerrobated
Confession. oN coont*a unlanfol
Possessien OWC a. Siceavrwe £est degrc’.&
e Hensen Lailed to \nelode quecf 0
the ducy 'asteuckions my defense
oY Uﬂv\l‘l-’r\(\ sesSion). Oh Counts 3,

) '—J) 5. 0onlawfol'possession of o Tireavim
Flest degeees dismissal Loc \acll of
eVidened . T WAS Heacmed bkf e
 Stope ot cepresentation of MNT

~Hansen.
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(¢ Rrole VL H Communicertion

A \R@\/éi(* Shall %@6‘; o, clieat
rensonotly 1nfocened about the Stetos
OF o onadtrec cnd @comgu CO(Y\P]\// Lo h
Xemsonak\e \\(ic?\ueg%s foc ofacomation.

A \Aw%er sha\l explan oo matter Yo
Yhe e fent Teasona kel mate%m\\,]

to gber(\(\\% the client Yo cnake \afoemed
L Aee s ans Y@S@a&\&ﬂﬁ Yhe mfprc;)SemLa-hon,

me Hansen faled to woaforene e of

. Q\\f&\— WIAS So\v\j on 0\ O;m? O\C -%\/\Q/

- P(OC@QC&\«\ 3 amd Lalled te COW\\)\\( \J\)‘Ac\x
Loy Tegued S +o be peesent ok ang o
A\ omnibos heariags So T coold
Aﬁbeﬁﬁof\@\\\] cequest O_ 3.5 Conkessicn
. Pocedure Q\e/\mic} O G 3.6 SOpressSieN

- \r\eAcu\j O\ \/\)\/\\c_((\ YW\ l‘\f-\V\SeK\ «Coﬁu\ec{
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