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SUPPLEMENTAL ASSIGNMENTS OF ERROR

1. Mr. Bradford was denied the effective assistance of counsel
when his attorney failed to object to improper vouching, as argued
in Mr. Williams’s Opening Brief.

2. Pursuant to RAP 10.1(g), Mr. Bradford adopts and incorporates
Assignment of Error 6 set forth in Mr. Williams’s Opening Brief.

SUPPLEMENTAL STATEMENT OF ISSUES

Pursuant to RAP 10.1(g), Mr. Bradford adopts and incorporates

Issues 2 and 4 set forth in Mr. Williams’s Opening Brief.

SUPPLEMENTAL ARGUMENT

Pursuant to RAP 10.1(g), Mr. Bradford adopts and incorporates the

following arguments from Mr. Williams’s Opening and Reply Briefs:



Mr. Bradford was denied his Sixth and Fourteenth Amendment
right to the effective assistance of counsel when his attorney failed
to object to improper prosecutorial vouching. Williams Opening
Brief, pp. 18-19.

The prosecutor improperly vouched for the victim/witness by
questioning him on his plea agreement which included language
that he testify truthfully. Williams Opening Brief, pp. 23-24;
Williams Reply Brief, pp. 3-4.

Respectfully submitted on March 30, 2011.
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