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- Foilure t0 include defendant in triol court discussion of forclosure of
t [R 6.414i (J)

- Foilure t0 consult with defendont on decisions, i.e., retention of Dr. Krone
os o DNA expert- Foilure t0 heed defendont's direqtive t0 rpt fove Dr. Krone testify- Foilure t0 object to odnission of .?2 cal. bullets into evidence- Foilure t0 rebut prosecution's inpeocMent of defen&nt's DNA expert- Foilure to rebut prosecutor's inpeoclTnent of defendont's honilritinq expert- Fgilure to object'to prosecution''s prejudiciol disploy/paroding of victim's
clothing i- Fsilure t0 object, t0 triol court, the DNA doto thot wos not turned over
"forthwitfh" os ordered by the court- Foilure t0 object t0, or- reEuest a Doubert heoring 0n, the unrelisble DNA
evi&nce- Foil,ure t0 object, pre triol ond during triol, the unrelioble hondwriting
evloence/testrrnony- Foilure t0 object to prejudiciol words "ongry" ond "Ionely"- Foilure t0 6ject t0 lgcK of choin of custody of torcl- Foilure tQ explore Dr. Krone's testinnny, i.0., defendont's DNA vs. victim's
obsent DNA- Foilure td extensively & ogEressively cross excrnine prosecution's hond-
writinq e*oert- Foiture to'suHnit tirety olibi defense- Foilure t0 give o cleorl concise ond orgonized closing orgurnnt- Foilure td.point.out, in his closing orgunpnt, key evidence thot exoneroted
0eTenoont,tI.e., Il[E green $t0tlon wogon
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Ruelos) thot occurred when prqcessin! the l4ixer evidence.



Addendun

The wofds "ongry',ond,,gil,one,, were probobly token frgn o spirol bornd
notebook,. fhis rotebook hod Originolly been solly,s, which she used to nnkeI

notes frsnlher work.
i

I wos dnrolled in two seporote drug treotrnent progrms of the sqne tin*,
i.0., l{Ef'lA0 in Grond Ropids ond the drug court progrsm prggrcrn in Kolmozoo,
I hod the $ome theropist for both progrons. The theropist required ne to keep
0 journol thot chronicled rry e$ptions from doy to doy, week to week. I used nry wife'sspirol notebook for ny journsl.

It woslfrom this journol thot the stote's forensic docr.npnt excminer, Lt.Riley, idertrtified sonp 0f the writing 0s 0 ,,subset,, of nry writing. Frqn this
"subset" wltiting he identified the letters ,,U,, ond ,,K,, thot were similor informotion to the questioned letters ,,U,, ond ,,K,,.

The expert retoined by Gobry, Robert Kullmon, wos confused rfien reviewingRiley's notes. He colled Gobry who colled Solly. Solly confirried thst thebub_set" writirrg wos hers. Gobry so infonred Kullnnn, who inforned Riley of thismistoke. It wos of thot point thct Riley ordered the county joil to intercept
solly's letters to ne. He thereupon confinred thot, yes indeed, the ,,subset.wos
SoI IY 's  wr i t ing.  

rsY'  'ev ' '  'wvw'

The spirol notebook wos lost by det. Schroeder. Gobry objected to evidencefrom the ndtebook being odnitted into evidence 0n the grounds tfnt we didn,thove the oi'inginol to excmine, only photocopies. Judge shel&n ollowed it inevidence.
hring;deriberotions the jury osked to see the copied poges. I berieveG6r1 objeqted becouse of the content. Judge sheldon overruled him ond ollowedthe iury td see the content 0f oll nry journol rptes, with on instruction frsnhim to not jpoy sttention to the content.
The Bilr of Rights? Foir,trior? Due process? privocy?

ALL of nV Cights rcre troTpled on by our criminol justice
To this loy person
system.


