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STATE OF WASHINGTON, 

Respondent 

IN THE COURT OF APPEALS 

DIVISION I. 

eOA Ne. 68939-B-I 

v. Statement of Additional Grounds 

Jeffery 5. Beasley, Pursunnt to RAP 10.10 

Appellant 

I, Jeffery S. Beesley, have received end reviewed the 

opening brief prepared by my attorney. Summarized below are tha 

additional grounds for review that are not addressed in that 

brief. I understand the Court will review this Statement of 

Additional Grounds for Review uhen my appeal is considered on the 

merits. 

Additional Ground *1 

The right a defendant has to "Speedy Trial" and to 1JDUB 

Process". Reasons for dismissal of convictions and vacation of 

sentence "Equal Protection". 

Additional Ground '2 
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Violatiafls of my right of having fundimentally fair 

procedures. Prosecutor misconduct in allowing knowingly false 

statements to be presented to the jury. Perjury. Probable cause. 

Untrue testimDny. 

Addit.ional Gruuoct #3 

J'Firearem & Deadly Ueapon Enhancament~. The ~lementB of 

Robbery in the First Degr~s. Double Jeopardy. 

Additional Groune #4 

Violation of Right to Search & 5aizur2. ACC~S9 prior to 

warrant. 

Additional Ground #5 

Right to a record of 5ufficisllt completeness. Missing 

r e quested Documentation. Ineffective assistance of Appellate 

Counsel. 

Additional Ground '6 

Definition of "Proof". All elements nBcessary for 

conviction. Evidence. 
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Au t.' i tiofla l Gnnm d #7 

Pra s arv a tion o f th e i ntegrity of t he judicial process. 

J U8tic. o. 

Additional Ground #1 

Th a r ig ht 8 de fe nda n t has tD "Sp e edy Trial Rights" & to "Due 

P r :J C e s;; • (( 

(Citing) Washington Pro act ice - Eook 12; Chapter 12; Criminal 

Practic~ & Procedu£a ••• 

§1201. - Speedy Trial Right - In Genersl 

Tha right to a speedy trial operates as a control on the time 

limits by which most stages of s criminal proceeding must occur. 

Tha right may be asserted generally through the United St a tes and 

Washington State Constitutions (or) under erR 3.3. 

Thera ar m twa different ~ituatlDns in which the r i gh t to a 

spae dy tr le1 will be as s erted. The fir,st is where c d e fendant 

wii3lles to haVe a speedy trial, and the Seco nd i s where a 

defendant is claiming tha t the right to 8 sp e edy trial has been 
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denied in order to obtain a dismissal of the eMerges. 

although the d&fB~dant is guarantGed tne right to a spesdy 

trial, the burden is on him to establish its violetion. The 

evidentiary burden is much heavier in the context of a 

constitutional assertion than under erR 3.3. which is invoked 

simply upon computation of tlma. 

~6 statad, 6 defancont1a right to ~ spebdy trial i& 

guaranteeo by Federal ena ateta constitutional prDvisions. There 

is nD cons~ltutionBl basis for hulding thet the ri9ht to a speedy 

trial cen be quantified into a specified number of days (or) 

months. The U.S. Suprema Cou=t has ~eterminGd that deprivBtion of 

the cons~itutiun~l right is to be rneaew=ed by four fe~tcro 

including the length of the dalay, the prejudice to the 

defBndan~, the reason for tho aelay, and whether tho defendant 

has dem~nded a speedy trial. 

By comparisofl, the individual states are left free to 

prsBcriGa ~ re3scnable p8~iod COn$iBtent witll constitutional 

standards during which an acce59~d must be afforded his (or) her 

right to a speedy trial. This is what Washington has dona in erR 

3.3* which statos; "A ~~rson has to be takan to trial in 60 days 

while irl custody (Dr) 90 days out of custCdy.~ 

(Pg.4) 



The guarantee of sceedy trial applies to all defendants and 

pertains without reference to the nature (Dr) seriousness of the 

offense. The speedy trial rule protects the public interest in 

the prompt administration of justice as well as the accused's 

right to a speedy trial. adhdrenca of the requirements Df the 

speedy trial rule prevents undue end oppres s ivB incarceration 

prior to trial, minimizes anxiety and concern accompanying public 

accusation, and lessens the possibility that a long delay will 

impair the ability of the accuaad to defend himself. 

§ 1202 - ~nctions for speedy trial violation. 

a defendant who is denied the cOllstitutional right to E 

speedy trial (or) who is net brought to trial within the time 

pr2scribad by erR 3.3 can generally move to dismiss fer failure 

to abide by the speedy trial rule must be made prior to trial. 

Dismissal of the charges against the accused is "the only 

pcssijla ramsay" for a deprivation of the conatitutional right of 

a speedy trial. ThB sanction of dismissal of charges under erR 

3.3 is oore limited. 

Dismissal of the chargas is e bar to subsequent prosecution 

whether under the sama (ar) a different information. Discharge 

forever bars prosecution for the the offense charge~ and fer any 

other offense require~ to be joined with that offens8. 

(Pg.5) 



§ 1 202 - £E n s tit uti? n a 1 P,.r F vis i ens 

The right to speedy trial in criminal prosecutions is 

secured by the Sixth Amendment to the United states CDnstitution 

which provideD in pertinent ~art: "In all criminal prDsecutions. 

the accused shall enjoy the right to a speedy trial and public 

trial •.• 11 

A dzfendant's right tD a speedy trial is B fundim9ntal as 

any of the rights secured by the Sixth Amendment to the United 

States Constitution. The speedy trial guarantee is incorporated 

into the fourteenth Amendment and is applicable to state 

prosecutions. 

The Fifth Amendment to the United State Can9titution alae 

has application to the right to B speedy trial. A prejudicial 

prosacutarisl delay in bringing an accused to trial may 

constitute e violation of Due Process under the Fifth A~enoment 

w hie h ~~ L; a t a Ii t e 8 s t hat an]. n 0 i \i i d U 61 r. 0 t 'I b 8 d 6 P r i v oS 0 0 f 1 i fa t 

liber~y, (Dr) property. without due process of law." 

The constitutional right of the accused to have a speedy 

trial is guaranteed by Article 1, Section ~2 of the Washington 

State Constitution Whic~ provides in part: "in criminal 
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pro sec uti 0 il B C h .; ace U G S r1 s h a 11 11 a v G t h a riG 11 t . . . ~; 0 h a \j 6 ~ :J ~H~ i~ d Y 

public t;:ial. ~! 

In addition: !~rtic18 1, ~ectiDn 18, which declares that 

jus ti ce ahall ba d dministarHi [lpanly, also ~raGcrib8S th at it 

shall bo donG without unnecsssary d01ay. 

§ 1 21 S - T i F: e. U. [!'\ i t :.3 F 0 .r .ti .r r i r; n 11 e 01: a fl d T ;: 1 E 1 : 

in ge ner<;ll, th ,~ d '3fe ndant must ba arraigned in Superior 

Court within 14 days Jf the filing Df tha information. A 

defBnd&nt not released from jail pending trial must be brought to 

trial net later than 6G (8ye after the date o f arraignement. 

Where the defendant is not in custody, ho must alec be 

arraigned in Superior CDurt within 14 days of his first Superior 

Court appearance following thE filing 8f t hE i rfcr mA t10 n . A 

def8nd~nt relE:s ed frnrr j Ell p 3 ndi ~0 trial mue t be ~rDught to 

trial n~t later tha n SO days after the jste cf a rralgnms~t. 

§ 1212 - Excluded Periods - Continuances: 

CcntinuanCB£ (or) ether ~~la ye mey b~ grant~~ tv the court 

d e f ", ndE:nt . 
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§ 1214 - Extensions and Cure Period: 

i3 new "peddy trial COffi"H.'HICe;i!Snt dGt~ ~r.oV 08 set ~')nd the 

elapsed tiarn sat to zero where the defendant has waived his (or) 

her right to a speedy t rial. tna defendant has failed tD sppaar, 

(or) a writ issued in a collateral proceeding, a changs of venue. 

(or) l.jhBre counsel l1clE 01;.HHl tiisquBlifieu erR 3.2:. (g) provid<il8 'tha t 

th o court rn;:.'Ij cCHlti.i1Ue t;hu cesta bE-yond the respective 60 ;':l nd 90 

day periods on motion of the CDurt (or) a pDrty . Such a 

continuance may be granted only once in the CBSS, and the period 

of delay nay be for no more than 14 days far a oefendant in 

custody (or) 23 dey& for 8 defendant nct dDtaineu in jail. Thui, 

~hD cowrt may ~cure" an i ncorrect court date. 

SpeadyTriel Act - 70 - da¥ Requirement: 

L.Ed.Di~s st : Criminal L5W § 48 

1 c' 
~. orovides in pa rt : ,. In 

any csse in which 2 plsa of not guilty is entered , the trial of a 

def2 ndent •.• shell commence within se venty days from the filing 

date .•• of the inforoation (or) indictment, (Dr) from the date 

the def8nd a nt has a ppeare d be fore D judicisl officer of the court 
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in hlhich such charge 1 ~ pending, w~ichever date lsat occurs." 

(Breyer, J., jcinsd by Kennedy, Ginsburg, Alita, and Sotomayor, 

JJ.) 

See ~tQ~~ v Kenyon, 1 G7 Wn2J 130, 216 P.3d 1024 (2009){Rev.-

Kenyon signed his continuances but demanded his speedy trial 

rights). See salso, State v Saunders, 153 tnApp 209, at 216-222. 

see a1sc fn.11 (Div.II. 2009)(Rev. & Remand, Saunders never gave 

up hie right to Sp eed y Trial (Dr) Due Prcceus). Und 8 f Exhibit 

(Al; the paperwork ~rovidad shows the time period charges ware 

filed. Under Exhibit (8); the peperwork offered to the court 

gives violations to continuance time frame & objections to 

un wanted continua nce along with expiration dates. See State v 

J.J. Earl, 97 UnApp 408 (Sept 10, 1995)(Speedy trial viuolation 

dismiss with prejudice erR 3.2(h». 

-Webster's Mew Pocket Dictiional'v-. 

ob 4 ject (ab-jakt') v.1. To prevent a dissenting (or' opposing 

argument. 2. To disapprove of eomething. - Ob.jBction n.-

An Objection elso ~aB mede for the r~cord prier to thu start of 

trial. See Exhihit (E), (pg. 20f20) 9:42:40. 

State v Chavex-Romaro, 285 P.3d 195 (Wash.App.Div.3, 2012) When 6 ........... 

(Pg.9) 



trial court denies dismissal for speedy trial purposes, the 

Appellate court review that decision for an abuse of discretion. 

erR 3.3(c)(2)(ii). Released to Immigrations & Customs Enforcement 

to offset court date for 90 d~ys. requiring erR B.3 violation of 

erR 3.3 Remedy is dismissal. See Georse, 160 Wn2d 738, 158 P.3d 

1169. See documentation under Exhibit (C). 

-Gilbert's Law Dictionary -

Sucremacl Clau!se clause in ~rticle VI.~ a6c1tion 2 of the U.S. 

Constitution which 8atBblishes that the 16~&, truut1es & actions 

of the Federal Government pursuant to the Constitution are 

Supariro to those of the state. Thu~. if ~ FHde~Bl & StEte lau 

con f 1 i c t, Fed e k' all a W fi ti V e Z" n s. S 8 ~ U Ii i '~ U d ~; tat t3 s v :J f.l son L 0 vis 

Tinklenbel'9. 563 U.S. _,131 S,Ct. _,179 L.Ed.2d 1080 (2011) 

Decisio.!t: Delay in c:.-iminal case held to violate ~:ip(::edy Trial Act 

( 1 e iJ. 5 • C • S. § 31 6 1 e t seq.). a ~ (1) § :3 'I (; 1 (h') (1 ) ( D) h e 1 d t 0 

automatically stop clock upon filing of pretrial motion; but (2) 

calculating tr'en!::poration portio •• of delay. 

Procedural posture: ~2s pn n dent was chafg~ w it ~ violAting 1 D 
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U.S.C.S. § 922(g)(1) and 21 U.S.C.S. § 843(a)(b), and he filed e 

motion to dismiss the charges for violation of the Speedy Trial 

Act of 1974, 18 U.S.C.S. § 3161 at seq. The District Court denied 

the motion and convictec respondent; howevsr, the U.S. Court of 

Appeals fer the Sixth Circuit ordEr the District court to dismiss 

the indictment. F,,~ti tione:l' Uni teci ~~tut~s ( r' Government") 80ught 

review. 

arraign~d en charges alleging th5t he violated Fed8ral fun and 

drug laws, and he filed a motion to dismiss the charges, claiming 

that the Government violated the Speedy Trial Act. The district 

court fuund that 216 of th8 287 days that passed between 

arraignment and trial did not have to be counted und~r the Act, 

1 e a v i n 9 G 9 fl CHi e x c lu dab 1 s d c Y S. 6 n d it d <::; n i El d t h 2 f;) 0 t i::; n. [1 n 

appeal, the court of appeals concluded that none days du ring 

which three pretrial motions were pending should have bean 

counteD, und it ordered the district court to dismiss the 

indictment with prejudice. 

The Supreme Court found the the court of Appeals 

misinterpreted 15 U.S.C.S. § 3161(h)(1)(D) und (F) when it 

counted the number of daye that were excluded. However, the court 

of Appsals! conclusion that respondent's trial began more than 70 

days after he was arraionsd was correct because wee~cnds and 
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holidays had t o be counted Lnder § 3151(h)(1)(F) when the court 

calculated the number of days that passed due to deley while 

fer 8 competency exam, ana tnCGS ~aya had net been co unte d. 

Out9ome: The Supreme Court disagreed with tho Sixth Circuit 's 

interpretation of '18 U.S.C.S. § 3161(h)(1)(D) 2nd (F) but found 

that the Government violatea respondent's rights under t he Sps sd y 

Trial ~c t! and it affir~e~ the Si~th Circuit's ju dgs8ant 8 rJ ~=ing 

the Government to dismiss the indictment. 8-0 decision; 1 

concurrance . 

The above information along with ~axhibits" ara the reaso ns for 

revarG61 and dismissal of conviction & vacation of sentencing. 

For a d;:;; p riv,,'ltioi\ ;.:,f constitutional right:::, dismissal is "th~ 

only possible re,~edy. n Ipso jur l!!' ••• 

U.S.C.fc, Canst. Amend. !llf, Se~.1 --.. 

All persons born (or) naturalized in the United States, and 

subject tD the juriSdiction theraof, are citizens uf the Unites 

(or) enforce any law u hich ahall ajridg a tnG p rivil~g8s (or) 

immuniti es of citizens of the United Sta~es; nor 9hall any state 

d8prive any pe~aDn cf lif~, li ber ty, (or) property without c ue 

(Pg.12) 



the ~qua! protection cf tne la~. 

-Gilcert 1 B legel Dictionary -

fonstitutiDn~l Si ght • qight guarantaed by the U.S. Constitution 

(or) by a statB cons~itutio n whic h is not to ja violatsd by any 

legislative, judi~ a l, (or) GX8cutiv8 act ~ . 

Balancing Test * A constitutional test wherein the court weighs 

the right of indiv~duel~ to cartein constitutionally guaranteed 

freedom of apwech. 

Record R~flBctiDn 

* O~igi8nl Commun e D Oo~a: 0 4/20/2011; 

* Uaiver en trial Bchsdulinq Grdsr was nsver filed in with 

agreement of new CD~m~ncan8 nt data (or) th9y u ~r e ~ubscribed 

through; 

(Pg.13) 



* Nated efter 45 days case will be dismissed signed by a ll 

parties; filed May 3: 2011, Exhibit (D); 

• Notice of App9Brance/ Requsut for discovery filed April 26, 

2011 at 9:15 am dem3n~ing trial wi thin time limit of erR 3.~; 

4 Date of t rial did no t start un t il ~ay 3, 2012 disregarding any 

cure periods. 

All the BbD V ~ " r ec ord rsf19ction" can ~ 8 review in the reocrds of 

II E x h i bit { 8 } " a nd n E x h i bit ( ,1:\ ) :'; !l E x h i bit (C) '1 s h lJ '.J 8 S i 9 rl 

transpnrtatian Qrdsr ii, " Exhi bit CD) !' shows bai l charg es . ,A ll 

caperwork/ documentation ms kes record that I, Jefferv S. Be asley 

was in - custody. Also mostly signed by the same of~icial. 

-~bster' s NewPocket Dictionary-

eXClpire (ik-spir') v. -pireci, -piring. 1. To d ie. 2. To come to 

end e nd. 3. To e xhale. -ex'pi-ra'tion n. 

date. (dat) n.1 The time <31: ',}hi ch sons-thing happens. 2. Th 8 cjev 

of the mon th. 3. a. An apoo intm e nt to mee t socially. c.A p e r8C~ 

so met. - v. dated, (}ating. 1. To G2 rk utth 2 date. 2. To 

dste rmine the riate o f. 3. To originate (~ith from). 4. To rnak~ 

(or) hav e s ocial e ngag ements with. 

(Pg.14) 



comas to only cne point; the end. There is flD comming hack ufter 

we die (~expirA") evan milk hAs an Bxpiratiofl date where it is no 

longer any goad. A t ~ ial heing public makes it a ~8Dcial 

engagement," "sn app o intment t o meet socially" whlctl in my caee 

kep t resurrecting after it s time of death. 

- Clerk's minutes dated: 12/15/2011 shnws en expiration date of 

2-9, labled pag e 50 1n "Exhibit (8)". While "Exhibit (C) " show 

that transport orders were signed and I did not return to King 

County from D.n.C. custody until 2/14/12. 

- Clerk's minutsa dated: 2/22/2012 shows an expiration date of 4-

22 labbled page 83 in "Exhibit CB)~. While page 104 under 

"Exhibit (8) ' shows on 4-25 (25th d ~ y uf April 2012) a 

cDntinu a nce WSb objected to; Fil ~ d April 25, 2812. 

Be t h the abov e Clarkia minutes & documentation shows 

resurrecti o ns efter tino of de a t h (expiret i on dates). 

I respectfully submit the abave "additional Ground" so th at 

the cour t l'ahal]C honorm~ with the prescribed ranedy that has 

been GHnc ~ lonBd by law. The fallowing RAdditional Grounds" not 

only ~Qlidi~y my dierni6 ~ elt but will hopefully give the court 

unde r etandirlg why I fasl 'vindictive prosecution" played a port 

in my conviction and judicial bies allowed it to happen. 
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ADDITIONAL GROUND , ~ 

The right to hove fundamentally fair procedures during trial 

Is protected by :l Ows Pxoca:H" in the lar/g iJage of U.S.C.A. Con~,t.~ 

,~mi?nd. XIV, and U.S.C.A. C'Jnst. Amend. V ••• RIC3ference U.S.C.A. 

Const. Amend. XIV, under "Additional Ground #1" page (12-13). 

U.S.C.A. Canst. Amend. V. 

No person shall be held to answer for 8 capital, (or) otherwise 

infamous crime, unless on a presentment (or) indictment of a 

Grand Jury. except in cases arising in the land (or) naval 

forces, (or) in the militia, when in actual service in time of 

war (or) public danger; nor shall any parson he SUbject fer the 

same offense twice put in jeopardy of life (or) limb: nor shall 

be compelled in any criminal casa to be e witness against 

himself, nor be deprived of lifa, liberty, (or) property without 

due proce ss of law, nor shall privEte property be taken far 

public USB, without just compensation. See e.g., U.S. v. Lapage, 

231 F3d 488, 491 (9th Cir 2000 ) Constitutional Law 257, 269(9). 

Due Process clause entitles defendants in criminal cases to 

fundamentally fair procedures, an it is fundamantally unfair for 

prosecutor to knowingly present perjury to jury. U.S.C.A. Const. 

Amend. 5. 

(Pg.16) 



as th6 Ccu:.;:t 'to crass-raference, !1Exhibit (;i)II, page 41, linfJ 20 

thru l i n~ 13 on cag e 42; pagci 89, lin~ 17 thru 21, Page 90 line 1 

thru 20. Te s timony given by: Officers Brian Augsstyn and Kevin 

Stige z ~. 

I will as the court to craSB raferance also page 91 lines 9 

thru 17 ••. "Exhib i t (F)" shows racord made by K-9 Officer Jason 

Trader anti K-9 Offico! Bass (pag s 2 line 3 Lhr u 6 .•• Plea s e 

thru 23. page 42 line 7 thru ~2. 

HeliocoDter Unit: (Guar~ian Dn&) 

Refer trJ 1!Exh l b i t. (F)" pagel line 22 til1U 3D; page 6 line ZU 

thriJ .2 3 ••• Crc s 3-rafelanc6: Lfx ,'libit (H)II 5i"i.:lrriff Kaitn Potterls 

t e stimony page 69 line 7 thr~ 15, page 7 G line 16 tnru 25; pags 

71 11.m:: 1 th:ttl 25; pag.::: 72 line 1 thru 25; page 73 line 17 thru 

25; paga 7:.. linal tnl'U 13; pay8 75 line 11 tnru 18; page 76 line 

11 thru 25; page 7i line 7 thru 25 .•• Sherriff John Pugh page &3 

line 22 ttu"u 24; pags 84 line 21 thI'U 25; page 85 line 1 thru \9; 

page 86 line 2 t;lru i. 
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Tyneaka Jones.: 

Refer to !lExhibit (F")!1 page 2 line ~:l~ thru 25; cross-reference 

If Exhibit (H)'! page 157 line 11 thru 25; cross-reference "Exhibit 

( J ) n ; f ! E x h i bit {H } l' P age 1 0 (3 1 in d 3 t h r u 4 i P a 9 s 1 61 1 in t; 1 3 t h r u 

24; page 149 line 22 thru 25; page 150 lines 1 thru 2; page 156 

lirH: 1 thru 5; ;Jeg'l 158 line 17 thru 21; eross-refer-oncs "Exhibi.t 

(F)!1 pag 'J 4 lin a 19 thru 20; !! Exhtbi t (F') " page 3 line 27 thru 

30; c r (} 8 8 - r 8 f e .. e nee ., Ex h i bit (H)" p a 9 a 11l~ 1 i fl2 2:: t h r u 25; P 9 • 

115 line 1 thru 1; Pg. 115 line 9 thru 13; Pg. 117 11 thru 19; 

Pg. 124 line 12 thru 13; pag;;; 126 line 4 thru e; Pg. 12f3 line 5 

thru 25; Pg. 129 line 1 thru 7; Fg. 1:,0 line 3 thru 6; Pg. 130 

line 21 thew 25; Pg.131 lin8 1 thrw 8; Pg.135 lin2 14 thru 25; 

Pg. 136 line 1 t hru 8; Pg. 135 lin 8 17 thru 18; Pg. 139 l.ine 21 

thru 25; Pg. 140 line 1 thru 3; Pg. 142 line 1 thru 25; Pg. 14:5 

line 1 thru 4; Pg. 143 line 5 thru 25; Pg. 14/", line 1 thru 15; 

Pg. 147 lin i:l 15 thru 25; Pg. 14B line 1 thru 4; Pg. 141 line 2 

thru 25; Refer to "Exhibit (F)" page 3 line 3 thru 5; crOSB­

reference rrExhibit {H}!: peg 'B 146 line 16 thru 25; page 147 1 thru 

14; Page 1 GO line 14 t.hrw 25; Pg. 161 line 1 thru ·12; Pg. 125 

lin,;: 21 thru 25; Pg. 126 lin", 1 thru 25; Pg. 127 line 10 thru ~:[); 

DExhibit (F)" page 3 line 18 thru 21. 

Flew 9A.72.0ao 

Statement of what one doe s not knew to be true •.• every 

(Pg.1B) 



unqualified statement of that which one does not know to be true 

is equiv 8 1ent to a stataf'lf:lnt of tr18't which he (or) she knOlJS to 

be false. 

Lsrof1 Trelstad: 

Refer to II Exhibi t (F) n page 2 line 24 thru 25; 09. 3 line 6 thru 

7; cross-referenG !lExhibit (K)!! page 6S line 1 thru 20; Pg. 68 

line 15 thew 25; Pg. 69 line 10 thru 17; Pg. 70 line 19 thru 24; 

Pg. 83 line 6 thrw 19; Pg. 83 line 20 thru 25; pg. 64 line 1 thru 

3; Pg. 69 line 1 thru 3: Pg. 68 line 15 thrw 17; Pg. 64 line 22 

thru 25; Pg. 62 line 6 thru 8; Pg. 70 line 1 thru 2: Pg. 70 line 

25 thew Pg. 71 line 1; Page 78 line 15 thru 18; pg.79 lIne 11 

thru 14; Og. 79 line 15 thru 22; pg.79 line 20 thru pg.BO line 1; 

pg.80 line 2 thru 7; pg.B6 line 9 thr~ 19; pg. 86 line 20 thru 

21; P9. 21 line 11 thru 24; pg. 25 line 6 thru pg. 26 l.ine 5; 

IIExhibit (no page 3 line 22 thru 26. 

D8~ectiv 6 Cathrine Citron: . 

RaTer to " Exhibit (l<)H pg.26 line 9 thru pq.27 line 10. The above 

t9stimony by Detective Catherine citron was given to th e jury 

a bout what another ind i vidual had said verbally, Which th8 court 

have already stated as unexcaotable to bcalster what a person has 

s tat ~ d, who i s not able to v 2rify such event. 

(fJq.1S) 



, 

pg.4 line 7 thru 9; cross-reference "Exhibit (I)" pg.121 line 2 

thru 4; pg.121 lint:' 'j ttu;J 9; pg,121 li,ne 15 tnru pg.122 line 1; 

Exhibit (F)H pg.5 line 17 thru 20; pg.S line 22 thru 23; pg.5 

1 in e 23 t h r Ll 24; c:r G 8 5 - :r E.d: era nee HEx h i bit (I)!! P 9 .1 !+ 4 1 i il e 11 

thru 17; pg."47 lilii:: 7 t'l!'IJ ~~; ':'!tj.160 It,,>.:.' 21 t hri! pg.161 line Gj 

pg.1S5 l1n~ 18 thru pg.166 line 8; pg.166 line 11 thru 17; pg. 

166 line 18 thru 21; pg.167 line 18 thru 24; crc!s-~eferencB 

'i E X fl i bit (F):' :) 9 • 4 li n e 1 5 t h :r u 1 3; Ref e;J:' to" Ex 11 i b 1 t {F):f ;} ~j • 5 

lin", 'I-j thru 12; ,f! .,. , ~-; .. , - . pg.14f3 1. in5 19 

thru P2.149 1in2 5; pg.16S 11n3 1B thru pg.16~ line 11; rafer to 

1:,:. f1:::; 7; c r: c ::> s - r: e f S:~. en C £: '1 Ex h i b 1 t (F);' ;:! 9 ,7 1 in fa ~ t;1 ! ' U '1 0 ; 

0; , '32 lin£' 15 thru 99.33 lin.e 3; P£i.133 line 12 tnru 15; pg. 

lina ~) 'i~h;:u '13 j Gross-refzrence :: Exhibit (F) t? pg. 4 J..:...ne 3 thru L: ; 

pg.7 line 24 th:-u 26; "E xhibit (:)1l;:;g .. 1S9 line 1: thru 

-: C ;<i'l i bit (I ) !i iJ 9 • 1 64 1 i f1 e 1 t h:- u 2'3; P G . '1 :3 2 1 in ,:: 25 t h r w p g .1 :3 3 

(Pg.20) 



r 
The above information 18 wh a t led to my conviction t8 th 

time I have been CUbj2Ct~d to. All the sheve informstion under 

thi s fldditianal GarLind ~? is whet th~ ~inGing sf Pr cbahls Caus2 

WBe decided on & that lad to whet wes allowed to be givEn to the 

jury. This is whet the prosecutor decite~ to pursL8 ch8rge ~ on. 

All declarations ware 52qn~d under penalty of perjury. 

T~ is as ~ucn the orJsecutcr!~ duty to rafrain from impr cp er 

methods calculated to produce B wrongful c~nvicticn 25 i~ is to 

u se every lcgitimat9 means to br i ng a~Qut a just ons. Sea 3s rgs£ 

v. Uniteri $tat~~3, 295 u.s. 7(3, 88, 55 S.CT 629,79 L.Ed 1314 

F.2t 14[2, 1428 (8th Cir 198B)( Th~ crosecutcrts special duty 8S 

a Government agent is nD~ to convict, hut to secure justiC2). 

Qro s ecutors arG unlik e oth2r attorney and enjoy a special stdtus 

as :~:'~uasi-judical officers. " See Sta tE:: v .. ~u~'te7-Br'8vo, 72 Um .. hP P 

:cme r2spcnaibility, including th e duty to ~nsur? t ha t e 

defend an t receiv ~ s e constitutionally fdir trial Dno to 522k 8 

Wn 2a 567, 237 ~.3d 551 (2rJ11); 

( 1 9 C !J ). J~ 8 are s u 1 t, f.1 pro S i2 cut 0 t' H:n u ;; t:, n D tar; t in ~) '''' a kin 9 
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justice il,stead cf making himself ~ ~irtis3n ~ho 19 trying t~ ~ln 

a co f1 vic t ion eta 11 cos t '3. S [3 3 S tat e • \!. R i v ar S J t) 6 IJ nAp p ,: 7 ? I 981 

P.2d 16 (1999). Sse Naeue v Illinois, 360 U.S 264 

(1959)(prcsscutor ~no~ingly usad psrjured t~sti~cny). 

f£g.rtrocm !isndbook on Washington Evidence: (5D) 

Rule 613. Prior Statements of Witnesses: 

(a) Examining tUitne3S concsrning prior statements. i.n ~ 

examination of a witness concerning a propsI' statement made by 

the witness, whether written (or) not, th2 court may require that 

the statement be shown or its contents discloeed to the witness -
at that time ~ on :request that same shall be shown (or) 

disclosed to opposing counsel. 

(b) Extrinsic Evidence of Prior Incon3istent StGtamente of 

Witness. Extrinsic evidence of a prior inconsistent statement by 

a witness is not admissible unless the witness is affordarl an 

opportunity ~o Bxplain (or) deny the ,ama and ~he opposite party 

is afforded an opportunity to i.nterrogate the witnes~, th!H'80n, 

(or) the interests of justice otherwise require. This provision 

does not apply to admissions of a party-opponent as defined in 

Rule 801 (d) (2). 

Rule 501. Definitions: 

(Pg.22) 



r 
The following definitions apply under this article: 

(a) 5tBtement. ,'\ " Sta"tement l1 is (1) en eral (ar) written 

assertion (or) (2) nonverbal conduct of a persan, if it is 

intended by the person as an asertion. 

( b) D 8 C 1 a ran t. Po, II dec 1 a ron t tl 0 sap er son w h tl r7i 8 k e S i3 S tat e ill en': • 

(e) Hearsay. "hearaay W is a 8tatement, ether than one made by ths 

declarent while testifying at the triDl (or) hearing. offered in 

evidence to prove the truth of the matter 8sserted. 

(d) Statements Which Ar0 Not Hearsay. A s~atement is nat hearsDY 

if - (1) Prier Statements by Witness. The declarznt testifies at 

the trial (or) hearing and is SUbject to cross-examination 

concerning the statement, and the statement is [(A)] ill 

inconsistent with the declaratnt's testimony, end was given under 

oeth subjec~ to the penalty of perjury at t~ial, hearing, (or) 

otn~r' pcoceecing, (or) in Q depo :siti.on, (or) [(B)J (iil 

consistent ui~h the declar ant's testimony and is offered to rebut 

an express (or) implied charge against the declarent of recent 

fabrication (or) improp ~~r influence, (or) Elotion, (or) [(C») 

(iii) one Df identification of a person made after perceiving the 

person; (or) (2) Admission by Party - Opponent. The stetamf;!n't .is 

offered 

(Pg.23) 



:.iW th. (ur) [(C.: )) \-iii) 

dl.)l:ing the c:; >: int~:nc~ cf the I'elc:.tiOi1ship,) (01.') [(E)) m i3 

d~ clarantj5 authority under 6ubdivision (e), the ~gency (or) 

employment ~~latiD~stii ~ and SCLpS thereof unCBr ~utcivielcn (D), 

or th~ ~xi5t~;ice ~f th~ conspiracy and the pmrticipatiDn tnerein 

of tne dtic lat ant and t he party a gcin s t wn~ tna 6 tataman~ i9 

offera d undEr suboivis io n (El.] 

States, 77 S .C ~ 8, 352 U.S. 1 (U . S . FA . 1S 56) 

ro.cmer u(H.:isicH1: ~5G U.3. r"' .". ...~ 

J ~.;.:, ' 7 6 3.Ct 2 '1;:: ; 3S2 u.s. 

14. 

facts & _upin:!..otJ: D. C., ~3 F . G. D. 1 80 ; D.C. ~ .tt5 F.Su p p 332; D.C . 

1i6 F.5u~p 345 ; ~ L1r. ~23 f.Zd 449. Un!t~c Stat es C~v~rnrnant 

wlll n o t alluw ~ co n vl~~ l o n of a p~rso n nSGe d en tainted 

testimony of a wit0dS B to stan d. 

(Pg.24) 



erR 7. 8 PIso ~HW C.rR 8 .3( 0 ) 

( b) i'1 i s t <1 k e S j 1 n a ci v e r t B nee; E x c usa b 1 e [,l e 9 1 e c t ; rJ e l;,! 1 y Dis c eve r <J d 

Ev iden ce; Fr a u d ; etc. On motion & upo n such terms as are juc t , 

the court ma y r81ieve a party from final judgement, order, (or) 

proceed i ng fer the following rea s ons: 

(1) r-1istakes, in<~dv,~rtence, 8upriEe, ::::,xcusable ndglect, (or) 

irregularity i n obtaining a ju dgem~ nt (or) order ; 

(3) Freud (wh ethe r h.retafor de nomin ated intrinsic (or) 

extrinsic), misre pre s en tation, (Dr) other misconduct o f an 

adverse ~srty. See Berger v. United States. 

RC W 9A.EO.D1D, PDfficial Miscond uct; (1) A Dublic se rvant is 

g ui lty af c fficial misconduct if t with intent to ob t ain a 

benefit, (or) to deprivB anothar parson o f a lawful right (or) 

privilege (2) He intentionally c omm its an unauthorized a c t under 

color o f law; (or) (b) He intentionally refrains frem performing 

a d uty i mp o sed upon hi m by law. (2) official mis co ndu ct i s a 

gross mi s demesno r. H 

Re lief from jud geme nt {or} ord e r based on recognized 

mi stcl ke s, inadvertence, 9 xcusa b l e neglec~, newly discovered 

eviC8flC8, (o r ) fr f.lucj i::i li mit ed to e xtr ao rdin ary circum3tanCe~'l 

(Pg.2 5 ) 



not covered by any other 8ecti~n of the rul~ governing such 

cri.minal lew 1450; criminal labJ 1536. E'xtreo'l"rilnarv CirCHJ1<3 tances 

warranting relief from judgement or order include fundamental & 

SUbstantial lrrsQularlties tn the court's proceedings (or) 

irregularities in the court's proceedings (ar) irre1ularlttes 

part of the crnsecutDr may be ~~ d~Btr~~tiv~ ~f the ~ight ~0 

feir trail ~het rev~rsel i~ m~nd~tBdij)(Qu~tinq United States v. 
~.- ... ... _- I~ _ " ,-",. -. __ 

(Ath Clr. 1992); See Unitad Stet88 v. -_.. .... -- ' ... - _.. .... .. 

51n01e misstep an ths part of the prosecutor may be eo 

de~tructive of the right of tha defen~e~t to e Fair trial the~ 

rev?rssl must ¥ollow"). 

p ~ r ' ; u -r 'lie t' n. - ''3 e r ' j :!.!' \' n. 

u.s. v. rawl~v, 137 r.~d 458 (7th Cir) 
--------~ 
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This cssse agdinst MY was e w~ongful act ••• "FACI NUS QUOS 

INQUI~AT AEQUATn. 

MExhib1t (G)~ is 2 dDcume n t~tiDn of who t he prosecutions 

"critical" witness ~as tD obtain a convic t ion ~n me. 

Se~ I!Exhibit (l)lI p e ge 3(K). 

ADDITIONAL GROUND *3 

I was convicted of two counts of Robbery in the first degree with 

two firearm enhancements. Ths elements af Ro~bery in t he first 

degree consist of: 

RCW 9A.56.200 Robbery In The Fir~t Degree 

(1) A person ie guilty of robbery in the first degree if: 

(2) In the commission af a robbery (or) of immediate flight 

therefrDm, he (or) she: 

(i) Is arm2d with a deadly wea~on; (or) 

(il) Displays what ap~ear6 to be a firearm (or) other deadly 

w2apor.; (or) 

(iii) Inflicts bodily injury; (or) 

(b) Hs (or) she commits a robbery within and against e financial 

institution as defined in RCW 7.B8.010 (or) 35.38.060. 
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Ca) Robbsry in the first degree is a class A felony. [2002 c 85 § 

1; 1975 1st ax.S.C 250 § 9A.56.200] Sse "xhibit £M-" No's 16 & 

17. 

1\1srger Doctrins 

Is e rul e of Statutory Interpretation; it applies where 

legislature has clearly indicated that in order to prove a 

p a rticular degree of crime the state must prove not only that 

defendant committed that crime but that crime was accompnied 

byact which is defined elsewhere in criminal statutes. 

Wash.ApD.Div.2 1998 "Merger Doctrine" prohibits prosecution and 

punishment far an offense which the legi s lature has clearly 

intended is not to ~e punished separately from the greater 

offense. Does not apply when offenses have an independent purpose 

(or) offeet. Sse State v Taylor, 950 P.2d 526, 90 WnApp 312 -

criminal law 3D - Merger counts closely related to the potential 

Doubl e Jeoparcy problams inhe r2 n~ in cunishing mare than once for 

a single act is th 0 practice of "prosecuting ettorneysR in 

II P yo r ~1 mid i n g ;) c r i :'1 a. r not her U 0 r d 6 inc 0 m m i ::; s ion of" a sin 9 1 t"i 

crime pro sB cutors aad charges in order to assure that a defendant 

will be given punishmsnt commensurate with his crime. Sea State 

v. Watson, 146 pg. 947 Suoreme (2002) collateral ralief. Exceed 

Sta~utcry Authority granted to c~urt: U.S. Constitution, Article 

L.. section 23. A law that impos es Dunishmefit for an ect that was 

(Pg.28) 



not pun ish 8 b 1 e ~"h e n C IJ m!1l itt e d (D t) in er £'i 9 S ,~ d t 1'1 a t q :.1 ant urn D f 

punishment violates the ex post facto prohibition. 

In order far 8 rD~bery to be considered in the first degreB it 

has to have a firearm (or) deadly weapon, which is the ~ain 

alem~nt of t~e crim e . 

Initiative 159, "Hart Time fer Armed Crime t q was pas s ec during 

the 1935 legi s la t ive session and became effective for offenses 

committ ed aft~r July 1995. Thi ! initiative i ncr~2 se d 

enhancements. Fer specified crimes, when B court makes e finding 

of fact (or) when a jury returns B sCHeiel verdict finding that 

the accused (ar) an accomplice was ar med with e deadly weapon at 

the time of th e commission of the crime, the sentence must be 

enhanced. The same is tru2 if the offender (~r) accomplice was 

armed with 2 firear~ at the time of the crime. 

EnhaliC8ments 2:PPl.y to all felonie s Except wher~ ~ .2!. 2. firearm 

II ~ Element ,9.f ~ OffenSe. Thas b sentence a nhanc>E:ments 81so 

aD~ly to antici~Btory offenses, which include attempts,m 

conspiracies, & solicitations to commit e crime. (RCW 

9.S4A.533(3},(4». Additiunal time undar either enhancement is 

(Pg.29) 
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added to the sentence after it has be~n calculated based on the 

particular seriousness level & the offender score (ReW 

9. 94A.530), and after the r3ngB adjustment fer any anticipatory 

offense (if eppropriete). If the prsBunptiVB Etanderri range 

sentenca exceeds the statutory maximum for th8 offense, the 

statutory maximum sentance becomes th3 ~rasumptiv9 sentence, 

unless th~ offender is e persistent offender, as defined in RCW 

9.94A.030(37). The 1998 legis lature required that if the firearm 

enhan~ emB nt (or) deadly weapon enhancement increase a sentence so 

that it would exceed t he statutory maximum for the offense, th e 

portion of the sentence representing the enhansement ~By nut be 

reduc ed . As a result, in such a case the underlying sentence must 

be re d uce d so that the total confinement time de es not exceed the 

statutQry maxinum, this takes into affect fo r crimes committed on 

(Dr) after June 11,199 8 . See State v. Caldwell, 591 P.2d 849, 23 

WnApp 8 ( Wa sh.App.Div.1 1979) defendant's usa of firearm could be 

used to enhance the pu ni shme nt to ba meted out for offense of 

secofld-degre a assult but could net be used to enhance punishment 

for first-d egree aS5ul t , in light of fact that possession of the 

fire ar m was a {ISCaseary alement of the first-degree assult but 

was nut ci nclc8 ssa ry elament of s~cDnd-degree assult. ReWA 

9.41.025, (A.20.C20, SA.36.010(1)(2). SHe State v. 8erri~r, 41 

P.3d 119 8 , 118 WnApp 639 (Wash.App.Div.2 2002). See U.S. v. 

~pnes, 1 6 F.3d 487; 122 F.3 d 487; 122 F.3d 105 8 . 

(Pg.3D) 



Firearm & DBadlv WBa~an EnhancBm~nt8 (Sentencing ~nhun28mentB) 

All f81:l11Y affai13'dS, lIexcapt wher ,-'! tho uS'o~ of a flr8'3rm i:; an 

elamant ~f the Dffense:" nra aligible far firaarrn (RCW 

9 . :) 4 A • '3 :1 3 ( 3 )) ~: de d d 1. Y U 8 aD Q il (R ::: :.I! 9. 9 t~ A • 5 :3 3 ( 4 }) €! n h j <:: il C em 8 n -:: 2, • 

Sea Adult Santancing Guidelines (2012). 

-Gilbaxt's Lpgal Dictlonarv-

Bnalaay~ A cD~ne~i8an of siml1artti?9 in unllk8 things. E.g., 

cQmoari~o~ d~awn between ~Ww different kinds of casas, each of 

which is governed by 9ame gand~al principln. 

S t ,1 t S v. L i ;'l d r; a 'I ~ 1 71 ~:l:1 A ;.1:l :\ ~l 3. :3 2 ": (2 'J 1 :? ) 

Convictions: ~~sult ~ Rabba~v, Kidnapping & Raj~3rYI cDnvictions. 

Th a Court of Appaala r3vi?ws d~ nc~o Oaubla Jeopardy claims. The 

la~ is latu~ ~ may coins~it~ticnally authorize multiple punishments 

f ij !' a '> i n g 1. n c .-1 L\ .<: 6.') :l f c: D ;1 due t U. 5 • C • A. Con ;3 t. .:\ ill ~~ n d. 5; ~ 

£;'1 n '3 t. A rti. C 1 e 1, S lilt: t ion 9, u her e t h ~! 1 e q 1 s 1 a 1; L! r 8 h e :3 pro v ide d .! 

3t3t Ut~=f schema distinguishing differsnt degrees of a crime, the 

Court of A~naa19 May datn:rnina that tha ImgL31atura int~nded a 

singla ~u~inhmnnt far B highar dQgrea 8f a aingla crim~ rather 

thn~ ~ultipla ~uni8hrnants fo~ 3Buaral, sg~Gr~te, le9~or cr1nss. 

5 2~ State v. Womac, 15Q Wn2d 643, 150 P.3d 40 (2007)(E" Sane). 

Ssa In ra Pars. Rastraint of Percer, 150 Wn2d 41, 49, 75 P.3d 4BB 
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(2003). SaG State v. Gack~n, 1!7 Jn2d SS, ~0 7, 89 5 ?2t ~267 

(2002). RCW 10.43.050. 

Saarch Warrant Reguirements 

Mayn~rd v. Garrlaicn, ~DQ U.S. 79, 94, 107 S.C~. 1 013 , 94 L.Ed.2d 

72 (1937 ) . 
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particularly dEscrlb~ ~hs tt!ing~ tc ta s&izec ~r£ven~~ ~ general, 

exploratory rummaging in H person's belongings and mak e s genal 

searches impossible an d pra v ent~ th~ seizu=~ of ane thing under a 

WGrrant dsscr ibing encths r. As to whst 1& to be ~akan, nothing Is 

12ft to the discretion of the officer executing the warrant. The 

particularity requirement also ensures that a search is confined 

in SCOP8 to particularly described evidence ~elating to a 

sp9cifi:: Crii1l3 fOI..:Jhich th3re is cem:::nstrated probable cause. 1I 

(1 S ) SSQ U.S. v Wain, 88 F.3d 693 (9th Cir 1906) 

"Exhibit (?)Il pag':; 4 Stlt1W!3 I requested a copy of war:rant ll( E)iI, 

so I may present it to the court as evidence among some other 

items I r~qu&sted, which! will co~o~ under "Ad~itional Ground 

Wi~h tsstimony cf officErs I will shew the court that the 

SBcurj,ty o f my hO~B weB bre2ched prior to execution af warrant. 

Ref 5: r to: II E x !1 i bit (K) ;' p 9 • 1 0 1 in e 1 0 t h r u p 9 • 11 1 iii Ei ,,: :3; p 9 • 1 2 

li~ 2 2 t h ru 9; pg.27 line 1 thru 2. 
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" E X ~1 i bit (I) ' I p 9 • 5 0 1 ill e 1 9 t h r u p g • 61 1 in 9 1 6; D 9 • 6 2 lin e 4 t h r u 

6; pg.117 line 5 thru 7. 

IlExhibit (H)" pg.212 lin"3 4 thru 22. 

ff E x :i i bit (H )" P 9 • 1 G 1 1. in;:) 1 5 t h r u 2 0; 1'1 g • 1 £1 2 1 i n f~ 1 (~ 1:. h rUG 9 • 1 tJ 5 

line 15. 

WASHINGTON PROCTICE: Bock (12); Chapter (24). 

Phgysical e vidence, such aE cDntr a ~and , 

in strumental i Ties , (or) iti2ntificBticn ev~dence, a8 well 8S 

verbal evidenc s , including confessions and ad ml s91ona , ara 

subject to suppression if derived frem en illegal search. If the 

court finds th8~ the police conducted en unlawful warranti8uS 

se~rch and ~ eiz ~ r8. the primary physical evidence is 

automatically subject to supprEssion. Any derivatIve physical 

evidenc£ which i s ~is covered through the illegal police conduct 

must also be suppressed as fruit of the poisoncus tree. 

Search uarran t issued pUrSLJ 2 nt to erR 2.3(b) and erR lJ 2.3{b) 

mny authorize search foe and soizurG of any evidence of a crime, 

c o~~raband , the fruita o f a crime, things criminally possBssed, 

ws~pons (or) other things by neana of which a crime has been 

committed, (or) certain parsons. 
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BBB~S to use against hi m was obtained pur8uent to sn unlawful 

search warrant, the primary evidence consists Df items seized 

pursuent to the search warrant under erR 2.3(b) (or) evidence 

aCQ u irad 1n olain view during t~e 8xec~tlo n of tMe ~arrant. 

Derivative?vide n C2 must a130 be suppressed. 

As t o tBstim ~n y, th a Et~ t9 has t~8 burden of de mun s trating that 

the witness' t e s ti~cny 1 s suffici e ntly indeoentian t cf 3n 111 a g31 

search so that it i s not su~ject to ~he "Exclusionary Rule". 

Factors to ba ccneid2red include the degrae of direct 

rela t ic nship j e tw ze n the illegal search and the t2stimony of the 

witness, the ~~ grge of fre~ will Bxercised by the witness, and 

whather exclusion wuuld asrmanently prevent rela t ed teB~iocny by 

th e witnass nc matter hos unrelated it might be to the ill e ~Bl 

seerch. 

§ 24 GS - Arrest. 

An unlawful seizure of the person ~Des net prevent the 8ubsequent 

prosecution (ar) conviction of the defendant. The state may n;t 

exploit th~ illegal arr 8 st, ha~J<=ver, to ott2in incciminBt:i.ng 

evid e nce to prevo the charge. Th e refore. in order to effectuate 

the commands of the Fourth Amendment, dater police misconduct, 

an d s a feguard the in~a;rity of the juJicial ~rocege, t he 
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Exclusionary Rule r5flders i nadniSBible at trial anv evidence 

derived from the violation of the defendant's right to be free 

from unlawful ~eizure (3r) arr8st af his person. Articles taken 

fro IT! t h to P '" :r !is ;;) ;~ i 118 ;; a 11 '/ v n° e s te d a'1 d -~ h v n :' e !i u i t l1 ill his (0 r ) 

her' cwntrol, 36 !..;el1 as oost- '_U"rest statsmant-s made in the course 

of an incidentel interrogation, Proust ben supresssd, either for 

the crime for which Bwen p~r50n has bean arrested (ar) for 

another crima charged ~BceU8e they are fruits of the unlawful 

arrest. See State \/. Robinson, 171 t0n2d 292,253 P.30 84 (2011). 

Sea Arizona v. Gant, 556 u.~. 332, 129 S.Ct 1710, 173 L.Ed.2d 485 

( 200 9 ). 5 E! e 5 tat e v. P tl ttl:) n. U. S. C u net PI men d. I V % Art i c 1 t' •• h 

section 7 of the Washington State Constitution. 5e8 S;tate.::L.:... 

Monaghan, 155 WnApp 782. The ccu:t however. is unconcErned with 

the reasonableness of a search but instead requires e warrant 

bafcrG any search, whether rascnable, (or) not. This creates an 

almos£ absolute bar to warrantless arrests. E8 s rchsE. & seizures, 

with only limited bXc8~tian. Ths distinction Dwetween Wa s h. State 

Constitution Article 1 § 7, ~nd the Fou=th amen~mc~t arises 

becausa ~he word ~ra8sonab1911 dces not appuzr in any form in the 

t~xt of Wash. Stata. Constitution Article 1 t secitcn 7, 83 it 

does the the Fourth amendment. See State v. Ortega, 2976 P.3ti 57 

U'arch 2013). See State v. SGhultz, 170 G!n2d 746, 75C1, 2ltS P.3c 

404 (2 J 11). Individuals do n0t waive this Pconetitutional right" 

by failing to object when the police storm into their homes. Nor 

do th e y waive their {'rights" when tha police enter ~h6ir home s 
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without thAir consent just because they are teo a fraid (or) to 

dumbfounded by the b razenees of the action t o speak wo. [22] 

in WBe insufficient Bvidence of cD~5ent. Our Suptem~ Cou~1: 

reversed & held ~hat failure to abje~t deBs not cons t itute 

763 (Wash. Ct.App. Mer. 26. 2012). See also ~tata v~_Williarnu, 

148 ~JnApo 6 7 8, CjU 7, 2D1 !1.3d :.5 71 (2009). Th~J!'i;J a!.'u iU '3xc::: p;;L.l ' / 

Refer to "Exhibit (N)" pagu mark~d (30f6) #36 which W3S nuL 

covered by particulars of WBrran~. Warrant alae said a ~ula 

susaBct. All other e vic9nc~ will be brought to the CDurt's 

attention under IJ,Qdditiondl Ground #6 H • 

ADDITIONAL GROUND 15_ . ..".. 

5tat'Lv..:.-.1J.~-.2!.!.. ' 72, p.3d 735, 11~9 Wn2c 775 (2 D03) cove;:t;i1e 

issue of record of sufficient comple~eneBB. Sea RAP 9.S(C) 

Dbjactians to r9port of ~rcceadin~s. 

Refer to "Exhibit {P}!l. I reque8te ti records til l:3t are importafl"C in 

my defence & st~temEnta of Additional GraundB wnich I have not 
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which cla~ ~~id du ri ~l g trial, ~:s- t r121, claaing br9u~~nta, ~nd 

the reocrd. Sse "Exni~it (0) " : I .aid Hsppy June ~taeanth multiple 

o~ c~ic~ on that da y. ~150 un expression of my disagreement of the 

inma t e legal library, alcng wi~tl the warrant among ather things. 

5uppos~dl¥ my ~xtsntiun d idn't get a respDonsB & nona of the 

officials paid my request; nsed, any mind. My attorney made it 

clear he had gotten busy and h~ gave me his apology! Th~ ~imB I 

d i d rucs1va, ~ftsr ! received ~he pErtisl racur~ ~as l~ss then 3D 

day s ; notoc ~no fur~her extension" as it being ~y first. ThD 

Sixth Amendment yuarantees us the right to have IIEffactive 

Assistance" of counsel. which! don't fEel that I hsvu had ~ t. 

Thare sloa was a etate~ant made by Sherriff Pugh of tht Guardian 

Una team thzt 5a id him and his partner srgusd e var losi ng ths 

GUEP2Ct whic h ia CDnfirmed recordir:g of their ~adlc cu~muni cation 

~nd DCCBwhet D~ ~~1ttcn re c ord ~e offered under "~ dditiu G ~l 

8 1' aurid #:2." 

* The au di o recording of trial would have made audibl~ Prosecutor 

Julie Klins clearing her throat loudly right before K-9 Officer 

Joe Tr~dBr chang ed his testimony to K-9 bass hitting the back 

(Pg.3S) 



door frD~ is fir et report d of K-9 EC7S hitting the front dear 

PrO~Bcu~or Julie Kline 1ntrccucing hersslf as a Federal 

Kline tell the j~rv ~urlng closing srg~m9nts ~nat I had a warrant 

on the run. 

Theas are ieau~a r want to bring to the attention for tha court 

AUOITIUN 0 L GRJUND #6 

aasartio n . ~ . fMe e lconoli~ strengt~ at a 11~cur. - &dj. Fully 

(Pg.39) 



t h 1 G t d , til . " 

Evl dan c a ( fo r ~ y cDnvi~tian) 

~ ,~ ~. 

,,' 1 .,.1. n '>: '1 2 

.1. •. ; ~ ' ''' ..... . ,;--

(P g .4 D) 



given 0~ me. I didn't get an Identification of re B~ the station, 

in the patrol caT, i n 2 lins-uo, ate. See Parry ~ New Hampshire, 

U. :3 • 132 ~3.CT 71G, '128, 181 L.Ed.2d 694 (2012), The only 

icientification the+. wet; If'lvsn W2t: by ns. Cht:lm2I:'s who hed a ~~art 

in th2 case. ~ct only waB ! not inv ~ lv8j l~ th e C ~ 32 until sha 

the other robber. 

The Government must crove beyond e reasolJable doubt ~very el~ment 

of B charg ed offen s e. See In,ra WinshiR, 90 S.Ct 

1068, ;~~5 L.~rj.2d 3 60 .. Sf!S £:~t£l1.:: v. f-lcGui.l:'i.J 1 502 !J~S .. G2, 72, 

and ~.~, 112 S.C~ 475, ~D2t 115 L.Ed.2d 385. Th 0 court ms 0H clear 

h~ve n been applied u ncuns Titutionally, but uheth2r there is a 

reasD~~blG likolihood tMEt t he ju=~ 0i~ 30 2~ply i~. P.1243. Sea 

. ~. n., 
.... '-,) r r 

5 '1 q _ .J U 

466, 147 L.Ed.2d 435. A conv i ction CGn not s~and withou~ procf 

leovzs o;.)thing.1' 

(P~1.41) 



r 
.U. "1 
;. ; 

PreSSfv2tion af the Integrity of tMe Judicial Precess: See Mnlik 

815 W.~~D 131 ·F., 1322 (9th Ctr 1SG7) 

cblisat~ons ~o society. To de that which is right (or) dq ~ itabla. 

Proper administration of laws. 

"Potentia Non Est Ni~i Ad 6cnuD~ 

~a g oa d ceu~~ :0 do ~o . 

'2~. " One mus~ be 2ver ~ars th at con st itution forbi~ s 

(Pg.42) 



I thank the court for the tiGB it is tek8~ to review my case. i 

hope tha t I made it a littl~ bit easier by including records, 

although nut all uf ~hen I wo uld have 11kud to inc lud e . I 8180 

hope my including cf ref8rsnce PDin Blso BBe1B~8d in Id8king your 

job cEsiar. These sta~ement9 of Additional Groundo ware Gubnittad 

with the upmost respect 3"d ! pray that they will he view in the 

It J~ff~ry Stuart Beasley, am e ver the Dge af ~8jnrity anC am 

also e U.S. ~itizen ~QmpGts~t to testify 2nc herein attes t under 

penalty of ~erjury, that this uffidavit pur su ant to 22 U.S.C. 

Sec. 1746 & Dicken3cn v. Wal n~rl~h t t 626 F.2d 11 34 (1 980 ) aworn 

Resrysctfullv Suh~i~tad on the 1Sth day of Mayj 2014. 

Jeffery 5tu~~'D~ 
Stafford creek Corractions Center 

1']1 COf1::;tantins ilJBi, i-i2D130 
AbBrdeen~ WA. 98520 

(Pg.43) 



DECLARA TION OF SERVICE BY MAIL 
GR3.1 

, declare and say: 

'-. -. .. 

",,'V\ 
That on the \. 9 day of «"\~ , 20 1~, I deposited the 

following documents in the Stafford Creek Conection Center Legal Mail system, by First 

Class Mai l pre-paid postage, under cause No. ~1>q~~ -}S--:L 

addressed to the following: 

~ 0 
COl (/)0 

-fc: 
..r:::- J>:;c 
::J: ~--' 
J:::i!3 r'j 

-< ';?, :.:-::: -

_________ --.f'=~,____,~~ E! 
~ :1:1> l. .. ' 

..c:..i-o C)U? 

I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of Washingto~at 9~ 
h ' . . d (;.) Z 

t e toregomg lS true an conect. 

DATED THIS \q'~ day of_~-'-_~--=t-. _____ , 201~, in the City of 
Aberdeen, County of Gray; Harbor, State of W~ington . 

~.~~~ 
:-r~ :S\0~ %s~~~ 

Print Name 

STAFFORD CREEK CORRECTIONS CENTER 

191 CONSTANTINE WAY 

ABERDEEN W A 98520 

SC 03.1 - DECLARATION OF SERVICE 8\' iv1AIl - I OF I 


