11 firei

.STATEMENT OF ADDITIONAL
GROUNDS FOR REVIEW
STATE OF WASHINGTON )
)
Respondent, )
) No. 7 || C? i |
v. )
) STATEMENT OF ADDITIONAL
CLoRNELLS RITCHIE )  GROUNDS FOR REVIEW
(your name) )
)
Appellant. )

L _( crnpluis RITCHIE |, have received and reviewed the opening brief prepared by my
attorney. Summarized below are the additional grounds for review that are not addressed in that brief.
I understand the Court will review this Statement of Additional Grounds for Review when my appeal
is considered on the merits.

Additional Ground 1
INEFFECTIVE ASSISTANCE OF COLUNSEL R
Additional Ground 2 m‘

If there are additional grounds, a brief summary is attached to this s/t;atemcnt.
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(5/?(7[/\75/\/ [ OfADDIT!CJNAL \TRONDS
LNEFFECTIVE ASSISTANCE OF .

_|COUNSEL AGAINST TRIAL LAWYER CARL E ==
(\MUNSON FOR THE FOLLOWING REASONS. 8. Ta

ST AT
'NOLONIHS A

AL Sy

WHAT THEY CL_A I A PPEA/ED AND WHAT T DID.
| THIS EVIDENCE THAT WOULD OF BEEN
FNOLUIGH TO REACH A VERDICT OF NOT GUIILTY
_IAND &85 THAT WAS C.RUCIAL T0 MY DEFENSE,
IS A DIZK RECORDING OF MY DOC. VIOLATION.
NAEARING FROM MAY SO0 204
; _ON THIS DISK, GRACE m“SCHULTZ_ MY
DOC OF FICER, AND T/#Z STATES NMAIN WITNESS,
UNDER OATH.,. G I VES SWORN TESTIMONY ABLT
\EXACTLY WHAT 7= WAS ON TRIAL FOR.
SHE TESTIFIES UNDER OATH. THAT T WAS
NOT 0T OF HER SIGHT )M/ME cw TRAN.. SHE

ALSO. TESTIFIES THAT THE B TTEMS IN THE

BlisHES CBER \WERE ALKREADY 7?/5/?5 WHEN T
WALKED UP_To THE RUSHES. SHE ALSC STATES.
SHE DONT ANOW WHETHER OR NOT [F 7 ANEW.
B @ THESE TTEMS CONTAINED DRUGS.

(G fe

RECAUSE OF THE CONTENTS OF THIS DISK
L WAVED_ MY SPEEDY TRIAL RIGHTS 70 MAKE IKE
7 HAD /T 70 LISE ON MY BEHALF IN TRIAL. TR,
MUNSON ALSO S0 17 WAS  PARAMOUNT 7O MY
DEFENCE AND PAID THE MoN=y 70 HAvE A Copy
MADE AND SENT 7O H/M.




Pl

PLAYED FOR THE JURY T HEAR. THE TESTIMONY ON
THIS DISK WAS NO7T LEVEN BROLGHT (/P 7O GRACE
SCHLILTZ WHEN SHE TOOK THE STAND ALLOWING
HER TO SAY OR NOT SAY ANYTHING SHE WANTED.
L F USED, /T WOULD OF FPREVENTED THE FROSEL/TOR
FROM TELLING THE JURY HOW T CARRIED [T THERE
AND PUT )T THERE 70 STASH /7- BEFORE Z WENT
70 THE DOC OF FICE.

MY LAWYER FAILED ME IN NOT USEING THIS
ON MY BEHALF AND DID NCoT Do HIS JCR IN
(GIVING ME THE REST DEFENSE POSS/BLE.

2) FAILLIRE TC OBTAIN AND USE EVIDENCE
THAT WOULD, 1F HEARD, CHINGED THE UICOME
COF MY TRIAL .

IN THIS., MR MUNSON FAILED TO OBTAIN
THE GRS RECORDS RoM (GRACE SCHLILTZ. THAT
TRACKED MY MOVEMENTS /N REAL TINE FROM (9
THE DAY T WAS RELEASE. THESE GRS RECORDS
WOULILD OF GIVEN AN EXACT FOSITION ANDO
TIME LINE (SOME THING TURY ACTUIALLY STATED
AFTERWARDS THAT THEY WISHED THEY HAD ) OF
MY WHERE AB/73.
GRACE ScHolTz DIDNT WANT TO GIVE THESE
TC MR. MUNSCN AND THEREFCRE DIDNTGIVE THEM TO
HIM. OHE IGNoRED WM, HEGAVE LiP AND STOPFED
TRYING. L AM THE ONE WHO WANTED THIS TO
BE EVIDENCE ONl MY BEHALF WHICH HE AGKEED
WAS (80D IMPORTANT TO MY DEFENSE FOK /77 WENT
HAND AND HAND W/TH THE DISK FKOM MY DOC
V/OLATION HEARING
THESE GPS RECORDS WoulD OF FROVEN

TN TRIAL THE CONTENT OF THE DISK WAS NOT



PEYOND DOUBT THAT T WAS NEVER AT THAT
SPOT BPEFORE UNTIL. THAT DAY AND. THEREFORE
COULDNT OF PREV ICLISLY STASHED DRSS THER=.
 FORIF 0L TAKE THIS WiTH THE ZESTIMONY
("’F S J 0LTZ. FRCM THE. DISK STATING SILEL INAS
VALREADY THERE WHEN T WAL KED Lip. THERE CAN [FE
WO DOt LB7T THBRT T~ NEVER FOSSESSED ANY OF /T
FLus SCHoLTz DID ADMIT ON SIAND THAT

DAY SHE WATCHED ME GO THEFE., T \IWAS NEVER.
THERE BERE. . 75 GPS KECORDS WERE BROLIGHT

- NOF BEEN POINTED i T THE JURY TUAT- I wiAas.
CNCNLY IN SFPOT 15 7C 20 SECONDS AS KEA/L. 771\%'
(3PS WOoULD OF SHONN_AND THE CLARIFIFD
|THE REASON MS. SCHel 77 HAD 7O GO BACK
THRO LG GRS HISTORY INAS T SEE. /E L WAS
___L_ VER THERE [REFORE 7O A ACE ORIAGS THERE
VREVIOUS,Y SINCE LDRILGS. OLRERE WERE.. {A/{/_wof
VAT 7HE J7ACE WHEN T- WAl kED LPTO T
IS EVINENCE ALONG. WITH THE. zz:wmz\ry
__ e ) ﬁCHQéZZ_E(’F/W THAT DLISE Wl 1> OF
C#L/gﬂ/ A DIFFEREN T OWTTAME FOR ME. MY L AWYER
ANEW THIS AND N W.THMORE THAN SMNTHS

FALLED 7O OBTAN 1T HE ALLOWED SCHALTZ TO.

JGNORETAND MNoT™ PROVIDE £ /MCE WE NEEDED
TO.GIE ME MY BEST IEAENCE. AOSSIALE. MR
MuNsoN DIDGo. 1O THE TJUDGE. ] (“ REPRT
|THAT THJ;__C«J_A/,; AND _THE STATE. W/TNESSES
AFE NOT~ CORCPERATING WITH HIM ON THEZ
MERRITTS OF THE CASE. HE DI NOTHING. THEN
W/TH ZVIDENCE MHE DiD OBTAIN, HE  KEFUSED

_JLPL_\, IEWNED MY GES HISITRY AND (N7 THE

UNTO EVIDENCE. ] 1K= THEY SHALD OF BEEN, JTCALD _:



RE #L,l

TO UsE., WHY, I DoNT KNow/. T ARGUED WITH
HIM TOL/SE 17 AND HE STHLL WL LT

ALY CLA LA I P 47 W’/_ Z
47 //5 FA/LE[) 70 INTERVIEW ANY
/\/ /4’ MUNSON DIDNT INTERVIEIN, ONE
STATE WITNESS. NOT OMNE. HE DIDNT RBOTHER
TO INTERVIEN ANYONE. HE HAD REALLY NO
ZTEA WHAT 70 EXSFECT FAOM THEM AND
[IDN T SHEAK TO THEM ABA/T THE/R
JTESTINIONY UNT7L THEY WERE ON 7HE
STAND AT MY TRIAL.
| SJIE WAS NOT PRE PAIRED AND 1S 1T NOT-
SaD. r,swr THE [BEST ATTORNEY IS A FREFPAIRED.
ONE. THE ONE SETER FRELARED IS 7THLE ONE
WHO (,/ac//é‘Lz_Y W/_ vs. MR MUNSON WAS NoT
PREPAIRED AT AlLL AND Tus7 DIONT ROTHER 7O
FREPAIRG HIMSELFE IN ANY WAY. Z7S HARD 70
MAKE A DEFENSE AGAINST TESTIMONY FROM STATZ
WITIVESSES WHEN Yo/ DIDNT GET STATEMENTS
FROM THEM BEFORE THEY TOOK THE STAND. How
| CAN YOU MAKE A DEFENSE R d2a) WHEN YOL! DONT
KNCW WHAT TC MAKE 1T AGAINST.

)_]l!-_ FAILED, TO CALL WITNESSES. ON MY
PEHALE WANTEZD A STATE WITNESS THAT WAS
BB W TH ME AT TIME CF ARREST THE S77E 1D
ER LDOLN AS A COTNESS [T DIONT LSE MHER. FHER
JESTIMONY SA/L T LIDNT HAVE DFRLIGS AND NEVER SAW
THE STUFF Founs BY Doc wiTH ME. ONCE AGAIN,
MR. MUNSe DIDNT AEmpr 7O CONTACT HER




|  FoRrR MY DEFENSE WE NEEDED A
LEXSPERT 7O VERIFY AND EXPLAIN THE TRUE
STREET VALUE OF THE DRUGS T WAS EPEING
\CHARGED WiTH, HE FAILED AT THIS ALTHOUGH HE
DI MAKE AN ATTEMPT. EVER/ONE JUST JGNORED
&S CrrLs AND EMALS THE ONE ERSCON HE
GOT TO THKE THE STAND AS AN EXEIRT XBPERT,
DIDNT SHow Uy @pgd MR, MUNSON FALLED TO
HAVE. THIS MAN C.OL_JRT CRDERED T @ag TESTIFY.

 5) MR MUNSOM WENT THROUGH HALF. MY
TRIAL BEFCRE IT WAS DISCOVERED THAT HE WAS
IMISSING A BIG PIECE OF THE LVIDENCE 7HAT THE
STATE WAS U/SING AGAINST ME. HE CLAIMED /N
CPEN COURT HE NEVER GOT . /7T AND THE STHTE .
SAID /T WAS. DISCLSED . MR MUNSON SAID HE WAS
INOT PREPAIRED FOR HE HAS NEVER SEEN IT. THIS
AGAIN COLS 7O HOW UNFREFAIRED THE MAN WAS.
A DIONT LVEN HAVE ALL THE EVINENCE 70 MY
|CASE AND DIONT EVEN KNOW [T LNTHL THE MIDDE
OF MY TRIAL. TT7S KIND OF 70 LATE THEN ISNT
/7

PLUS HE WAS INEFFECTIVE. N KEEPING
OUT EVICENCE. THAT WAS DETERMINED ALREADY
THAT CCULDNT REUSED. HE &1 NOTICE AND IF
HE DID, HE DIDNT Do &8 #/S JOR.

T HAD TO WRHE_ THE F‘r\C:BECuLOP\b OF FICE.
DIRECTLY TO GET ANYKRIND CF RESPONSE FROM THEM
|FOR THEY WouLDd NOT COMMUNICATE WITH MR, MUNSCN.
MR MUNSCON CoullLD> NO?Z% L\/CL/,Q) NOT GE7 ANY
7/7’//\/6 DONE  FIES R R s R R

wIo 70D ME FIAT 05/7 /L/E /%4725 GOING 7O
TA?/A/ EFC 1TR AT IS STRONCS <7 1774
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HE
OF COURSE HE SAID THIS 70 ME //\/T/‘//ODAA F
MY TRIAL. HE IS NOT w&ﬁrm/’/ AND THERE
FORE QU3 DOAESNT LLEN TRY. 70LD ME THAT Z
WOLILD ONLY GET FROM HIM WHAT T PAID FoR.
HE WAS ASSIGNED 70 ME FOR T WAS CONFLICIED
oI RBY THE P D.O. SO LONT 124Y HiN NOTHING.

FACT 1S, HEZ WAS ONLY ASSIGNED 70 MY
CASE TO HANDLE A FLEA BARGAIN WiITH THE
STATE THAT THE PLIRLIC DENFENDERS OF FICE
ST PD.Q CantONT, IN Good EA/TH,
HANDIE 177 THEMSELFS BECAUSE OF A
CONFLICT WITH OTHER THE PO REPRESENTED,

D 7S MAN 1S SO _TNEFFECTIVE
THAT FE COUDNT EVEN HANDLE A FRE
ARRANGED LA BARGAN- A Wiz k AFTEE
FE WAS ASSIGNED , T HAD NO FLEA NO
MIORE /Wo QG FIND QLT WHY FoR THE
FROSEC: /77 B2 (GNORED HIM AND REFLSED
7O /ég\..z/j&/'\/ﬁ. 70 /S CALLS *+ EMANS.

MR.MUNSON FAILED ME AND FAILED AT HIS
J0B. HE WAS MORE THAN INEFFECTIVE. HE FLAT
LT TUST LIONT BOTHER. /1 FE WaLLD OF A7

| FAST KEAD MY WHeLE DISCovery AND L/O #/S T8
THE WAY /7 SH0u4D OF BEEIN DONE, - WalnD OF H4D A

DIFFERENT QLT )£ 47 TRIZL..

JHANK /(’7( /e vk ConsipERaron/
(' Z—*Z’?Z( éé,_/bL R7L4_ 7L/CC..C_ /C/J’//ﬁ/

COoRVELILS KITCHIE




