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Additional tirnund 1 
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Statement Of Additional Grounds For Review 
No. 07-1-009035: Court of Appeals No.37623-7-41 

The following are Items1 lssues that I feel may have been excluded or 
improperly handled In Regards to This Case ... 

1) Missing witnesses andlor statements. 

a) Both the Proseanion and the defense failed to determine which officer made the 
statement "Lay down Dude. Lay down, Lay down", when they entered. It w m s  this 
would be a key factor, since this person was the one that must heve seen me at the 
doorway. I am left to wonder why the court seemed determined to exclude any 
statementsfadions by Dep. US Marsha! Rakoz. Was this Intentional? 

b) Dep. US Marshall Rakoz's statements andl or testimonies would be able to verify or 
contradict the statements made by Det. Acee, as well as the othr  members d his 
team, as to my location during their entry. 

c) Why didn't Deputy U.S. Marshall Rakoztestrfy at the trial? Why wasn't he 
subpoenaed? 

2) Use of excessive form. 

a) A 10 man team, of heavily armed law enforcement officers seems a bit excessive 
Was this type of adon warranted, given the fact that I have no 
violent criminal record? 

b) The obvious disregard and violation of the "knock and announce" guidelines. 
ch The extended search was unrulv and destructive to home and contents. 
dj This action has traumatized all iamily members, Including my daughter who was 

com~letelv nude while officer6 entered, and was not allowed to mver herself properly 
befow being held in the front room, where other officers and family members were 
present. 

3) Mismpresentation from my attorney? 

a) It seems as though he failed to get all testimonies, statements, and depositions from 
all of the Offm present the day they came to arrest Me.( Including U.S. Manhall 
Rakoz). 

b) Should have defense attorney subpoenaed Dep.U.S. Marshall Rakoz, OR any other 
persons testimonies? 

4) Chaln of Evidence 

a) Just to clarify, the tape was analyzed By Viking Video lWlCE. (First for the defense, 
and then again after it was submitted to the court, via. Defense attorney and court 
representative. 



5) Prejudiced at suppression hearing/trial 

a) Judges seemed to have a prejudiced opinion. 
b) Unreasonable rulings regarding the evidence. 
c) Being held in custody unhl sentencing. 
d) Court rulings and actions seemed VERY prejudiced (and possibiy even 

'predetermined?'). 

These concerns/ issues are just a few of the many areas in which the 
court apparently erred during this case. I am sure that once these 
proceedings are reviewed, the truth wltl be evident to all, and justice will 
prevail. 

Sincerely; 5-- 

Jack Oouglas Booker ~Tw!? !5-+4.C - - 
910  N.E. 94* Ave. ',J 

Vancouver, WA 98662 
(360)-9446536 


