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Pursuant to RAP 10.8, the State respectfully cites the following %
additional authority:

State v. S.JW., 149 Wn. App. 912, 206 P.3d 355 (2009) — The Co ,}‘
of Appeals upheld the finding of a competency hearing in which the
victim (a developmentally delayed child of fourteen with a mental
level comparable to a four to six-year-old) did not testify. ;
The Court of Appeals reviewed the finding based on a
challenge to the burden of proof and held that it was proper to review
the entire record including the child victim’s trial testimony to
determine whether the error warranted reversal. The Court of

Appeals affirmed the rape conviction.

Bomas v. State, 412 Md. 392, 423, 987 A.2d 98, 116 (2010) — trial
courts “should recognize scientific advances have led to a greater
understanding of the mechanics of memory that may not be intuitive
to a layperson.”
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