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[, Deftr . Streialyl, , have received and reviewed the opening brief prepared by my

attorney. Sumniarized below are the additional grounds for review that are not addressed in that brief. 1
understand the Court will review this Statement of Additional Grounds for Review when my appeal is
considered on the merits.
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If there are additional grounds, a brief summary is attached to this statement.
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20120CT 36 PMI2: 50
STATE BF WASHINGTON

Issue 1. Inafegz' ﬁg%ance of counsel:
Issue 2. Judicial mgg%@ uct:

Issue 3. Prosecutorial misconduct:

Facts of the Issue's

During the cross examination of one of the victims in
this case the honorable judge Gordon Godfrey sent the jury out
of the court room, at this time judge Godfrey informed the state
and the defense that he had been observing the prosecution
(Gerald Fuller) shaking his head yes and no to the gestions
being asked to the victims. The prosecution claimed he had no
idea that he was doing this. The court decided that since he
had been watching the situation transpire for for at least 10
minutes and no jury memeber had seen this occure that it was
compleatly harmless. However since the jury did not know this
was going on they don't know that there was a possibility that
some of those answer's were directed by the prosecution. Wether
these head shakes were intentional or not there is a real
possibilty that this affected the testamony in trial. This is
a major issue as only the victims testamony tied me to this
case as a defendant. :

___ Relife Sought
This is a clear cut situation. We cant know what damage
was done by these head shakes. This should have been decalaired
a miss trial. Since that did not happen this case should be
reversed and remanded for a new trial.

?g Tt 2o



