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COURT or APPEALS, DIVISION II 
STATE OF WASHIBGTOM 

STATE OF WASHINGTON, ) NO. 39221-6-11 
Respondant ) 

) STATEMENT or ADDITIONAL 
) GROUNDS 

vs. ) 
) 

STEVEN A. RALEIGH. ) 
aka JOSEPH F. LAW ) 

APPELLANT. ) 

I. IDENTITY or APPEALLART 

I, STEVEN A RALEIGH, A~pellant pro-se, and at all times reside 

at WSp, 1313 N. 13th Avenue, Walla Walla, and seeks the relief 

designated in Part II. 

I have reviewed the opening brief prepared by my attorney. 

Summarize as follows are the additional grounds for review that 

ar;"e not addressed in that brief. I understand the court will 

review this STATEMENT OF ADDITIONAL GROUNDS FOR REVIEW when my 

a~peal is consdered on the merits. 

II. STATEMENT OF RELIEF SOUGH7 

Appellant pro-se, requests that this Court grant a New 

'I'rial and or additional br iefing by afipellate counsel; also 

respectfully asks this court's full panal of Honorable Justices 

hear his case. 
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III. FACTS 

STEVEN A. RALEIGH aka JOSEPH F. LAW( Raleigh) was charged by 

third imended information filed in Mason County superior Courty 

with one count of residential burglary (Count I.) and one count 

of unlawful possession of a firearm in the first degree (count 

II. )[CP 59-60). Raleigh stipulated to having a prior 

conviction involving a "serious offense". (Cp 56. Vol. X RP 

314-315). 

IV. ARGUBMENT 

THE TRIAL JUDGE ERRED IN FLILING TO APPLY THE RYAN 
.~ 

GUIDLINES FOR RELIABILITY AS TO MISS JAY'S CONFLICTING 

STATEMENTS ~ND TESTIMONY DURING TRIAL. 

STATE V. CRUSE, 88 Wa. App. 905,946 P.2d 1229 (1997). Under 

C~R 3.6 the court is re~uired to resolve factual dispuets. 

Miss Jay was a wi tness and accomplice and was defending her 

status . ..,JWith the defense of duress. Miss Jay was also allowed 

to testify to facts excluded in pre-trial motions concerning 

abuse and assaults. Motions in limline presented in the 

verbatim report of the proceedings support my issue: 

(page 72-73. , page 74-77, the Court granted defendants motion 

to limit Miss Jay's testimony. & page 280, Line ft4). 

During trial Miss Jay was <:luestioned by the state as to the 

reason she lied in her first statement at the time of arrest, 
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testifing that it was a fear of beatings and abuse in the past. 

(page i 296-304, defenee objected, the court eustained. , p.ge 

296-304, aide bar conference relating to pre-trial motions 

allread~ ruled on in favor of defense.). 

W.shin.9ton court RoOID Rulee And . Procedure: -
'XCLOS~ONARY MOTIORS; once a pre-trial motion for suppression 

has been granted and the evidence has been ordered excludea, 

the defense objective has been obtained. Evidence cannot be 

introduced at trial. 

MOTION. PRACTIVB IN GERERA,Li For defense pre-t.rial mot.ions can 

be improtant part of criminal proceedings, and may obtain 

rulings which will improve his chances of aC4uittal by assuring 

him a fair trialw 

S1A'!fB v. CROSE, 88 Wa. App. 905,946 P.2d 1229 (1997). Under 

erR 3.6 the court is required to resolve factual dispuets. 

under Washington law, it is mandatory that before introducing 

evidence of any custodial statement. prosecution must offer to 

prove in absence of ~ury that statment was freely 9iven and is 

untainted by coreive influence. 

State V. wood., 3 Wash. App. 691, 477 P.2d 182 (1970): 

Criminal Law Kea 414, 

In DavJa b. AI!!!!., the broad discretion of a trial judyeto 

f'reclude repetive and unduly harrassing interrogation ••• the 

cross-examiner has traditionally been allowed to impeach ie, 

6iscredit the witness, and the exposur~ of a witness motivation 
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Page ~305: 

t~Etlreonj Oh thG sub~~ct of a~sault6 of which wcr~ only 

ADDITIONAL GROUND 2 ---_ .. ,--_._--

A ~ubllC ~rD$£cutcr > ~'''' 

12 a ~U~31~uc~cal 

his oific~. he c&n b0 ~ealouE, out ffiUS~ ~~0k a v2~~lct fr~~ of 

9.9A.120(16). 

than which Mr. Rel~lsh ~as cra~~edl or bein~ 00 Lrial for. The 

court ruled it is a [art of ~hc 0ef~~at~on. 

(Pa~e 1353-355) Thq atat~ use~ th~ Theory and D~fenation chat 

the ~un coule be mad0 o~~tation~l ~lch 4 littla ~f£crt ~n their 
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'fni-~ L"". 11 no t:1.or. 0 f RCW 9. 94A.120( 16) \oia~ not thv statu[.~ from 

wh~ch ~r. Rel~1gh wa~ chdrs~a, in th~ iniormatiop. 

A violat~on of his sixcn Arnen0mant ConBtituticnal Ri~ht3. "And 

!nform~d oi ~n~ naturQ an6 cause O~ tne accu6ation". 

'Tb\;~, S!".2l.tut",,) of whi.ch I was char:;jEio RCW 9.41.010(12)(G} \-ioule; 

en (Page 1208-210) Se~~0nt Br~cc be~nat a jailer at th0 Ma~cn 

co t~aLify as a ~un ex~art, ~alf ~coclaima6 sun nut. 

onl} claim of c~ddit ~ortnyness oeing a 

i:cr This 

th0 jailer wouldnt of ha~ to fix 1'. Th1S shoula 0~ taffi~ar~d 

ina6miszable ~vidence Ot frauo in ~rov1n~ th~ elcmen~~ of ~h~ 
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i'.liJout;. ,jl;.;man:taling ana r!!:i~aitin'd a ,t;iCii.; 0:.1: E:vidUinc-= in r<ir. 

'~al'(;;.i'jh I ~ trial, E. ven b(3fori.: cs.i?'l.9 ~1f:ict40 by the court as a 

l:.l.r'iiar,n:. '.:ziF"~rt.. 

S,s!·:.;~.~t. t:2Dtifi<:.c; ths Sun nceCli"it6 a m~w fhtilin9 piiA. 

\'J.:an n~'''F::.t L·~;st- f i tt.d a.I;.d 'chI!;; ev id~nce inaomi.ssable. 

'l'h~ sun 

'l'hl:::l ;j un 

was a~ tho ~Ga~~ crim~ lab WhGL h~ alt~~~d th~ ~un and it coul~ 

ADDITIONAL GROUND 3 

THE TRIAL COUR WAS ERRONEOUS BECAUSE IT RELIEVED THE 

STATE OF IT' S BURDEN TO PROVE EVERY ELEMENT OF THE 

CRIME OF UNLAWFULL POSSESSION OF A FIREARM IN THE 

FIRST DEGREE RCW 9.41.040(1)(2), and being a manifest 

err effecting his Constitutional Rights. 

A issue of manifest Error Affecting a Constitutional RError can 

be raised for the first time on appeal RAP 2.5(a)(3). state v. 

De1ma~, 94 wn.2d 634, 638, 618 p.2d 99 ( 

1980); state v. Kronich, 160 Wn.2d 873, 899, 161 p.3d 982 

(2007) • 

"A error is manifest when it has practical and identifible 

consequence in the trial of the case". 

wn.2d 236, 240, 27 P.3d 184 (2001). 
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yDITJOIIAL GaOUBD 4 

THE STRUCTUAl1 CLAll1 OF ALTERNATIVE THEORY \-lAS ERROR 

IN L+GHT OF THE CHARGING INIi'ORMATIO~ DID NOT GIVE 

NOTICE BEFORE INTRODUCUlG NE\'J THEORY ~nTHOUT THE 
• t 

OPPORTUNITY '1'0 DEFEND WAS CONTRARY TO CLEARL! 

ESTABLISHED LAW. 

In light of CR 2.1( 1) the charying information did not give 

notice that Mr. Raleigh could aefend agains't, because it was 

not ~recisa. This error violated his Sixth Amendment Right to 

have the jury pass on all the elements of the offense. 

It was diff:i.cul t for the defense to determine which set of 

facts the state intended to rely. 

Mor$over, the structual claim of alternative theory was not in 

the information. (In light of the 6tat{:) informin~ him of the 

charges against Mr. Raleigh and the factual basis of the 

charges against him. 

There was no good faith aftore to infrom Mr. Raleigh of the 

charges he could defend 6':Jainst. In fill:'. Ralei-;;h' s case the 

- charginy Information states "Firearm is a weapon or d~vice from 

~hich a proJectil~ may be fired by an explosiva such as 

gunpowder. n 

'fhis happend durin~ defense phase of the closing aryuement 

verbatim report of the proc3edinys (page 1353). 

The ~tat,e inroduced a element and definition compleatly 
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different, of RCW 9.94A. 120(16). giving a diffarent meaning to 

which the crim~ he was charge(~ in the information, and a 

alternative new theory, Thus, denied Mr. Raleigh a chance to 

d~fcnd. 

This shifted the burden of proof at a critical stage. The 

defense could not defend against by calling witness's or 

present evidence of the newl,}- inJected theory. United state • .... -.-
V.Per1aza, 439 F.3d 1149, 1171 (9th Cir. 2006). 

The atate' s misconduct is apparant when it is appli,'!o to the 

Mens Rea and the standards set out in CR 2.1(1). Because the 

information charged does not; show the gun as being a. 

disassembled firearm that can be rendered operational with 

reasonabl€ effort and within a reasonable time veriod there is 

The allowance to introduce el~m~nta and the definition of 

another RCW and lack ability to defend against, it is eror that 

~redJudiced ana contributed to tha verdict obtained. 

A pleadin9 ie insufficent when it does not give the opf>osin~ 

tJarty fair notice of what the calim is and the ground ut,ion 

which it rasts. State v. Jones, 142 vin.2d 17 (2001). --
Th~ 6tate shifted the burden of proof United states v. Perlaaa, 

439 F.3d 1149, 1171 (9th Cir 2006). 

Thti response in clos1nSj t,hat the jury could find Mr. Rale1,:]h 

~ui1ti based on the gun bein~ made operabletable was error. 

v. CONCLUSION 

1\1r. Ha1eigh' s defense had controverted general liabili ty and 

vigorously contovertad proncipal liability and the state's 
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~t t.~rlUti't~Krt.~ to 5il.~l.'-~ln,* t~H.:t# not in ;;,l"f\iChil\:tti lr.'.lI 

lntoe~Atlon aftd not th •• wid~nc. l~ ~.b.r.l. The JUf) V.E~'ct 

~oulc ~Qt have b.~ft ~h •• a~* wlthcut tto .crOW~Ob. ~l*con~uCt 

ST'Y'" A. JAUIGlf 
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