IN THE WASHINGTON STATE COURT OF APPEALS
DIVISION III

State of Washington
25597-2
V.
STATEMENT OF

Ryan J. O’Hara ADDITIONAL AUTHORITIES

Appellant, RYAN J. O’HARA, submits the following additional
authorities (RAP10.8) in support of his contention that a violation
of the Confrontation Clause requires reversal even though the
inadmissible evidence consists merely of inference or innuendo.

e State v. Babich, 68 Wn. App. 438, 444, 842 P.2d 1053 (Div. 3
1993) (It is sufficient for reversal that the jury received the
impression that otherwise inadmissible evidence is fact.)

For the same proposition, Babich cites State v. Yoakum, 37
Wn.2d 137, 144, 222 P.2d 181 (1950); United States v.
Silverstein, 737 F.2d 864, 868 (10th Cir.1984); State v. Amos,
490 S.W.2d 328, 331 (Mo.Ct.App.1972) (impermissible
inference was implanted in the jury’s consciousness.)

These cases involve improper impeachment evidence, but the
principle is the same.

Respectfully submitted, this 11t day of June, 2007.
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I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the
State of Washington that, on 11 June 2007, I sent one
copy of this Statement of Additional Authorities by first
class U.S. mail to:

Mr. Kevin M. Korsmo
Deputy Prosecuting Attorney
1100 West Mallon

Spokane, WA 99260-2043

And:
Mr. Ryan J. O’Hara

3027 East Upriver Drive
Spokane, WA 99207
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Jordan B. McCabe, WSBA No. 27211
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