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Appellant.

Iﬁ}’ ’Céa /4 Kﬁ 1L [, 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. 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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Closing Argument by Mr. Eisenberg
PP Grovnos

It's important that -- you'll see that that to convict
instruction 1s'exact1y identically worded to the next
instruction, number 10, which deals with the truck, the GMC
truck, but the only difference is they specify two
different vehicles. So you have instruction number nine,
it's about count one, that's about the excavator, and you
have instruction number ten, that's about count three,
which is about the truck.

I think.... The State's asking to you find that
Mr. Larisch is the person who stole all that stuff on the
one day. So he would have known that it was stolen because
he himself took it. He isn't, however, charged with theft,
per se. He's charged with possessing a stolen vehicle. So
even if for whatever reason you decided he was not the
person who actually did the taking, he sure had the
excavator. He worked on it on Mr. Petrich's property and
he traded-Mr Petrich—cars—imexchange for the use of th
éxcavator and he admitted that he had done work on it and
he was in prsess{thOfgitfé§¢h'if h9fhéa5i? been the one

who stole 1it. And in fact,_ he-was—the—ore Who StoTe it so

he knew it was stolen. Even if he weren't, I suppose, the
excavator had this damage, it had this busted ignition.

I'm not entirely sure what the defense is going to argue
to you about Mr. Petrich but sounds Tike they're going to

be saying that he stole it. There is no reason to believe
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