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MOTION TO SET EXE+CUTION DATE

1. Procedural Summary

State Proceedings

Elwood Jones was sentenced to death for the niux•der of Rhoda Nathan. Jones was

convicted on two rourits of aggravated nlurder with two deatli penalty specifications (murder

whilc; cotninitting aggravated robbery and aggravated burglary). Jones was also convicted of

aggravated burglary and aggravated. robbery. Oai Ac7gust 28, .1998, the First District Court of

Appeals a.ffirnied Jones' convictions alid sentence of death. Srcfte v. Jones, 1sr Dist. No. C>-

970043, 1998 tAtl., 542713, On December 27, 2000, this C;ourt likewise a:Cfii-ined. State v. Jones,

90 C)hio St.3d 403, 739 N.E.2d 3()().

Jones filed a petition and an1c11dcd petitions to vacate, pursuant to R.C. 295 3.21; raising a

total ot 35 grounds for relieC. On October 25, 1999, the trial court issued findings of f:act,

coiiclusions of law, and an entry dismissing Jones' petition to vacate. Jones appealed and the

First Appellate District affirmed on December 29, 2004: State v. Jones, 1s` Dist. No. C-990$13,

2(}00 WL. 1886307. "lhis t ouri declined 3urisdic.tion. State v. Jones, 91 Ohio St.3d 1510.

On Novelnber 27, 1998, Jones filed an Application to Reopen under C7hio Appellate Rule

26(B) where he raised claims of ineffective assistance of appellate counsel. The First Appellate

District denied Jones' application on A.pril. 9. 1999. State v. ,Jofze.s; 1s' Dist. No. C-970043,

unreported. This Court aftirrned the denial of Jon.es' application on August 20, 1999. State v.

.Jones, 91 Ohio St.3d 376, 745 N.E.2d 421.
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p'ederrxf Proceedings

In 2001, Jones filed a habeas petition in fecle.ral district court, which was rejected. Jones

v. Bagley, No. C-1:01-cv-564, 2010 WL 654287. The Sixth Circuit Court of Appeals affirnzed:.

J6nes i,. 13ugley, 696 17.3ci 475 (C.A. 6, Ohio) On October 7, 2013, the United States Supreme

Court dexlied certiorari. Jones v. I3ugley; 134 S.Ct. 62

PosPccrnricPaora DAIA testing

On November 18, 2010, delendant Elwood Jones filed an application for DNA testing

under R.C. 2953.73. On December 28, 2010, the state, through cotinsel, filed a motion to reject

Jones' DNA application, arguing that Jones failed to meet the criteria for postconviction DNA

testing because the results of such tests were not outcome determinative. After all, Nathan's

murder occurred in a hotel room where there are likely many sources of DNA not connected to

the killer. On January 3, 2011, the state filed its maridatory report under R.C. 2953.75, which

requires the prosecuting attorney to use reasonable diligence to determine if DNA evidence was

collected at the crime scene that could be compared to a DNA sample from Jones.

The DNA application was originally assigned to the Honorable Robert Winkler. Judge

V4'ink.ler, however, re-cused himself from the case apparently because his father presided over

Jones'trial. The DNA application was re-assigned to Judge Ethna Cooper. Judge Cooper held a

status conference whereizi the parties agreed that DNA testing should be conducted on some of

the items requested in Jones' application. Accordingly, the parties and Judge Cooper signed an

order prepared by Joezes' counsel orderirig DNA testing on the following (See Exhibit A,

attached): (1) the victim's teeth (marked State's Exhibits 60 and 90 at trial); (2) the victim's

fingernail clippings and all fingernail scrapings and extract from those scrapings and envelopes

and other containers that may have contained such extract or scrapings; (3) the pendant identified
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at trial as beloilging to the victim (marked State's Exhibit 3 at trial); and, (4) a piece of curtain

containing a blood stain (marked State's Exhibit 62 at trial)

DNA testing was conducted on all the items discussed and listed in Judge Cooper's order.

The test results did not implicate another suspect other than Jones, (See Exhibits B, C, and D

attached)

Although Jones now seeks additionalDNA testing on the items not discussed or listed in

Judge Cooper's order, the State believes that ariy further DNA testing on items found in a public

hotel room would not be outcome determinative.

Because Jones has exhausted his state and federal appeals rights and is not likely to

prevail on his postconviction DNA testing fishing expedition, the State requests this Court to set

an execution date.

Respectfully Submitted,

Joseph T. Deters (0012084P)
Pr^ting Attorne

t _.

RonaldVV Sprirzfmn(041,_? )
Chief Assistant Isecu ing torney
230 East Ninth Street, Suite 4000
Cinciimati, Ohio 45202
(513) 946-3052

COUNSEL FOR PLAINTIFF STATE OF OHIO

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

On /^^December, 2013, a copy of the foregoing was sent via first class, U.S. mail to
Erin Barnhardt and Carol A. Wright, Federal Public Defender's Office, 10 W. Broad Street,
Suite 1020, Columbus, Ohio 43215, Gary Crim, 943 Manhattan Avenue, Dayton, Ohio 45406,
and Michael Monta, 3625 Old Salem Road, Dayton, Ohio 45415
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1N T1IF COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
HA.MILTGN COUNTY, OHIO

STA.TE OF OHIO,

Plaintif_f,

V.

L'LWC)C3D JONES,

Defendant.

Case No. T3-958578

Judge Ethna Cooper

ENTERED
FEB 17 2092

ORDER ANI)
:ENTIZY GRANTINC"s IN
PART APPLIGATIGN FOR
PGST-CONVICTION
DNA TESTING

On .Ianuary 9, 1997, a jury convicted Elwood Jones of aggravated murder,

aggravated robbery and aggravated burglary. Joiaes received a de^th sentence for these

crimes.

On November 18, 2010, Jories sought post-conviction DNA testing of riumerous

items taken frorn the crime scene or related to the crime pursuant to Rev. Code 2953.71

through 2953.81. The State opposed the DNA request, and the prosecutor's office

prornptly provided the report required by Rev. Code 2953.75.

On November 17, 2011, the Judge to whom this inatter was originally assigned

disqualified himself, and the matter was reassigned to this docket, Defendant's

Application lias bc;eir fully briefed and both the State and the defendant have addressed

the Court. Accordingly, it is hereby ordered tbat:

--__________•_-^
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1. "I'he defendant's Application for DNA "I'esting is hereby granted only as to

the following items:

a. 'rhe victim's teeth (marked State's Exhibits 60 and 90 at trial);

b. The victim's fingernail clippings and all fingeriiail scrapings and

extract from those scrapings and envelopes artd other contaiiners that

may have contained such extract or scrapings;

c. The pendant identified at trial as belonging to the victim (marked

State's Exhibit 3 at tirial); and

d. A piece of curtain containing a blood stain (marked State's Exhibit 62

at trial).

2. The C>t'uo Bureau of Criminal Investigations is designated as the testing

authority of the samples.

3. Vdjthin 14 business days of the entry of'this order, the Hamilton County

}'rosectitor's Office, with any »ecessary assistance from Blue Ash Police

f3epartment, ]E-Taniilton County Crime Lab, and 1-larrti(tort Cocuity Clerk of

Courts, shall package and deliver the following items to Dr. Elizabeth

i3enzinger at Bureau of Criminal Investigations, 1560 State Route 56 SW,

Londota, Ohio' 43140:

a. Blood sample from Rhoda iaiathan;

b. Buccal swab from Elwood Jones;

c• The victim's teeth (marked State's Exhibits 60 and 90 at trial);
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d. The victif-n's fingernail clippings and all fingemail scrapings and

extract from those scrapings and eiivelopes and other containers that

have held such extract or serapings;

e. The pendant identified at trial as belonging to the victim (marked

State's Exhibit 3 at trial);

f. A piece of curtain coattaining a blood stain (marked State's Exhibit 62

at trial).

4. In order to avoid oontanlination of any evidence during the transportation or

testing process, the chain of custody for the evidence shall be maintained and

documented by any party or entity involved in tlte transportatioti and/or

testing. The i tems must be shipped in such a manner as to preveait

contaznination and preserve the chain of custody. Both parties shall receive

tracking infortnation on all packages.

5. B€;l shall examine the evidence, assess suitability for L3NA, testing, and

conduct any inethod(s) of DNA analysis it deems appropriate, including but

f}ot limited to Y-STR testing. If BCI determines that it is not equipped to

perforin appropriate testing, it shall, after consultation with both parties,

recommend a state-certified lab to perforni such testing.

6. If 13CI, or any state-certified Iab to which both parties agree, determines that it

will be necessary to coiisume an entire stirnple to perform appropriate testing,

k3CI, or the agreed state-cerkified lab, may consume such evidence to complete

DNAA. testing.
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7. Howard Hudson, an investigator with the 1-1 amilton County Prosecutor's

Office, shall collect a buccal swab from Elwood Jones referred to in item ;(b)

of this entry at the facility in which he is incarcerated, and shall deliver the

standard to BCI at the addT-ess listed above. 11

8. B.CI, or the agreed state-certified lab, shall compare any full or partial profiles

obtained from any iterns of evidence to the standard obtained from Elwood

Jones.

9. After f3Cl, or the agreed state-certified lab, has concluded testing on all items,

;t shall package all items and return thern to the submitting agency for

preservation and storage,

10. BCI. or the agreed state-certif ied lab, shal l provide any findings with respect

to its analysis and the reasoning and rationale for those findirigs in a report,

and specificaliy, any written report to this Court; Ron Springrrnan, Assistant

Prosecuting Attorney for Iiamiiton County, Ohio; Karla Hall, Attorney for

Dcfendant; and Mike Dewine, Ohio Attorney General.

11. Any cornmunications from BCI or the agreed state-cet-tifted lab (including

telephone calls and electronic mail) must include both parties unless one party

specifically waives that right.

12. BCI rnay compare any eligible profiles obtained during its testing to the

combiiied DNA index system maintained by the Federal Bureau of

lrzvestigation, commonly known as CODIS, in ac:cordance with Rev. Code

2953.74(E).
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13. '1'he Hamilton County Prosecutor's Office oe-the Attorney for the Defendant

may subnait a DNA profile or profiles foicornparison to any eligible profiles

obtained by BCI, or the agreed state-certified lab, during testing.

14. Defendant Elwood Jones reserves the right to request the Court to authorize

DNA testing of additional items ifthe test results from the items discussed in

this order indicate that additional testing is permitted under Ohio law.

IT 1S SO ORDERED.

l_:thC13 CoC1

Judge, Court of Common llieas

Date:

fCarla M. Hall,
Attorney for Defeiidant

?17t, 44^
Ron SprinM an.
Assistatlt llrds cutir2g Attornoy
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Bas¢•eau of Ca-araDana@ Ilderadfieataon and ffe^viestigation

To: 1-lamilton County Prosecutor
1-Toward W. Hudson III
230 East 9th Street, Ste. 4000
Cincinnati OH 45248-2151

Offen.se: Homicide

7u^ject(s): F-llwE:)()d. Jon.es
Victiin(s): Rhoda Nathan

BCI&:I Laboratory Number

Date:

Agency Case Number:

d,aboratos-v Report

12-11373

August 31, 2012

8958578

StabnRktted on Febmu^arv 23$ 2012 by lqowalr°di W. Hudson ilIJf:
1. Plastic bag containing envelope containing blood card from Rhoda Nathan
2. Brown paper bag containiilg pendaiit belonging Rhoda Nathan
3. One n7anila envelope containing buccal swabs fron:i Elwood Jones
4. One pfastic container with tooth belonging to Rhoda Nathan
5. One manila envelope containing piece ofcurtain byyfront door
6. Plastic bag containing envelope containing tooth
7. One manila envelope containing fingernails from Rhoda Nathan
8, Plastic bag containing metal tin containing fingernail clippings from right hand of Rhoda Nathan
9. 13rowr, paper bag containing piece of curtain

Resufts

Presumptive testing indicated the presence of blood on the piece of curtain (Item 5).

No blood was identified on the other piece of curtain (Itetn 9).

DNA profi'ling was performed using the polymerase chain reaction at the short tandem repeat loci
IMS11. 79, D21S 11, D7S820, CSF1PO, WS135R, T'H01, I)13S317, I316S539, D2S1338, I)19S433,
vWA, TPOX, :D1.8S51, Amelogenin, D5S818, and FGA on sai-nples from Items 2 and 5 .

Tl-ie pai-tial DNA profile from the pendant (Item 2) is insu.fficient for comparison purposes.

No DN7A profile was obtained from the curtain (Itern 5).

Please ac1dE`css inquiries to the officeindieated, usiilg the L'CT&T case nwnher.

- - --^^- ..^-'.

BCI & i-Bow!ing Green Office [XJ BCI & I-London Office
1616 E VVooster St,-18 P.O. Box 365
(3owling Green, OH 43402 London, OFI 43140
Phone:(419)353-5603 Phone (740)845-2000

[ J BCi & I-Richfield Office
4055 Highlander Pkwy. Suite A
Richfield, OH 44286
Phone:(330)659-4600 X-51

F'a^e 1 of 2



Oh;o Bureau of Crirninai tden:ification & Investigation Laborator7 12- i 1373
BGI&1 iondun Date : August 31, 2012

Agency Case: B95$578

DNA profiling was performed tZ sizlg the liolyme:rase chain reaction at the male-specific short tandezn
repeat loci DYS456, DYS3891, DY S394, LYS389II, DYS458, DYS19, DY S385afb, DYS393,
DYS391, DYS439, DYS635, DYS392, Y^GATA_tJ4, DYS437, DYS438, and DYS448 on samples
froin Items 7 and 8.

No Y-cliromosome DNA profile was obtained from the fingernails (Items 7 and 8).

Remarks
The forensic DNA profile developed was not suitable for CODIS entry;

IteiTZs 1, 3, 4, and 6were not examined.

The stain froin the piece of curtaizi (Item 5) wa.s consumed during analysis. Portions of the other items
remain should independent analysis be requested, and additional samples may be obtained from Item 2.
All remaining evidence will be returned to thesubmittinb agency.

^
I

__--

A. amlVf, CTarver
Forensic Scientist
740-845-2223
adaiii.gan,er@ohioattor.neygeneral.gov

Based on scientific analyses performed, this report contains opiniotis and interpretations by the analyst wl}o.se signature
appears above. Examination documentation and any demonstrative data supporting laboratory coriclusions are
maintained by BCI and will be made available for review upon request.
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Adam fviichae! Garver
Ohio Bureau of Criminal idantification and Ir:ve7tigation

QualificationsState.ment of
London, OH 43140

(740) 845-2223

adam.garver@ohioattorneyger}e, al.gov

Education Master of Science, Forensic Molecular Biology; 2006

The George Washington University, District of Columbia

Bachelor of Science, Biology; 2004
PrJogno Cum Laucle with I-ioriors in the Arts and Sciences

The Ohio State University, Co;iumbus, Ohio

Pr-otessional Ohio Bureau of Criminal Identification and Investigation

Experience Forensic Scientist, DNA Section

May 2006 - Present

The George VUashington University, Department of Forensic Science

Graduat:e Research

October 2005 - May 2006

Smithsonian National Museum of Natural History

Center for Conser'vation and Evolutionary Genetics

National Zoological Park

May - August 2005

Riverside Methodist Hospital, Pharmacy 17epartrr2ent

Pharmacy Technician

2:007. -2004

Specialized Freedorn EVOware Operator Training and Freedom EVOware Key User Training, October 2021

Training BCI, Richfield

Leigh Spurill Lawrence, Tecan Technicai Trainer

Validated AmpFISTRI Yfiler PCR Arnplification Kit for Fore nsic Casework tjse

.lune 2010-August 203.1
E3CI, London

Mixture Interpretation Workshop, October 2010

211SC International Symposium on f-iuman Identification

San Antonio, Texas

Presenters: Butler, Cob;e, Cotton, Grgicak, and Word

Population Statistics and Forensic DNA Analysis, February 2009

t3Cl, London

Dr. George Carmody, Carleton lJniversity

Hair Evaluation for the DNA Expert, October-December 2008

West Virginia University, Extended Learning

Web Training Sessions for Forensic Analysts, December 2008

DNA.gov

Ethics in Forensic Science, June 2008

West Virginia University, Extended Learning

DNA Training Program, October 2006-July 2007

C)hio Bureau of Criminal Identification and invr`stigdtio:7



DNIA Auditor Training, July 2007

Columbus Police Acadertiy, Cotumbus Chio

i-leath,er Seubert, FBI Laboratory

Expert Witness Testimony Workshop, 2006

*he Franklin County Coroner's Office

Dr_ David M. Benjamin

National Incident Management System Training, 2006

F'n P31 A

Beginning Courtroom Testimony Training, 2006

Forensic Scier.ce Institute of Ohio

Forensic Biology/DNA Training Workshop, 2006

Ohio Bureau of Criminal identification and Investigation

Forensic Biology Training Program, 2006

Ohio Bureau of Criminai ;dentification and lnvestigation

NienZ berships Midwestern Associatiori of Forensic Scientists

Amerlcan Academy of Forensic Sciences

Published Percy, Diana M,, Carver, Adani M_, Wagner, Warren L, James, Helen F., Cunningham, Clifford W.,

Materiaf Mif;er, Scott E. and Fleischer, Robert C. Progressive island colonization and ancient origin of Naaaaiian

Metrosideros (Myrtaceae), Proceedings, Biological Sciences J The Royal Society, 1479-1490. 2008.
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MIKE DEW^ ^NE

gtcr¢ata

To: i:larr3i.lion.. County Prosecutor
Howard M". i ludson [ t 1
230 Fast 9th Street, Ste. 400E9
Cineiriiati OH 45248-21.51

(3Pfen{;e: H-onllcide

si.1bject:{S): F'Iwo4)d Jones

V ictim(s,): Rhoda Natbx1

l3Ci Laboratory Nurrzber-

Dat.e:

Age^ncy Case Nur-nber:

H^ab:e^^^iory R4^pQ,: l

12-11373

Augulst 09, 2GI3

B , 9585'7^

Sub.tnitfed asn Febram . ^^ 2,012 i^ ^o-w^^ d W. Hudson li:II:
I. I'l:astic bag coiltaining envelope conta'inzng blood card from R.lx7da I'^atZian
4. Oiie Plas,tic container with tooth Eye1c)n.ging to Rhoda Nathan
6. Plastic bag coiataining envelope ct^l-itaizling tootli

S7[`R Resul;i-s
DNA .profil.ing was performed usir3g the polymerase chaiiz reaction at tlZe shor'c tandern repeat loci
DSSI 179, D21SII, D7S820, CSF14 O, D3sI358 9 7:'HOl> D1-)S317;D16i53.9,1_`^2S1338, D19S433,
vWA, TPOX, D 1 8551, Amelogeiiiii, D5S8I 8, aa3ci FGA on samples from Itein;.5 g and 6 and corriliLared.
fo a previotisly analyzed sarnple frr>an Itc;rzi.4 (see .rep-pit dated May 21,1(}I 3),

I.-I1e DNA p.ro.fzJc -from the teeth (Ileiras 4 and 6) ls cor?:sisteii.1 witli I;:hoE:ia.Nathaz->,.

Y-STR R^sults
DNA proliling;,vas performed using che pol.yrrzerase chaiii reaction at the anale-speiwific shot`t tande.m
repeat loci DYS456, UY53891, DYS390, DYS38911, DYS458, DYS19, 1,^^.'^^`385a/b, DYS393,
. DYS39a y DYS439, DYS635, l.?'YS392, Y_Cs-ATA II4, T.}YS,437; DYS438, and DYS448 on a sample
from It;,m 6 and previotrsly perl`orm ed on a sample ftnisl Iteri7 4 (see report dated May 21, 201:1).

Nfa Y-chrorriosoi.iie I)NA prof IQ was obtained frorn tlre teeth (Ite.nas 4 and 6).

Conclusions
No DNA foreigzi to Rhoda Nathan was dct.ected oji tlie teetli,

plGase zrtlcl,rel;:a inyutrie:s to ilic: c^fflti iridicaf:etl: using ihe ]3C;'I Case ti[tfn[zm

- ^r. -

[ iBCI -Bowling Green C7fficn jX] BC1 -L_ondr;n CJffice E l BCI -FZichf0d Office
i 61S E. Woosfer St:-98 1560 5t Rt 56 SW R0,F36x 365 4055 Highlander sr4v 3y, Suitc A
Botkiing Green, 01-1 43402 I.ondon, OH 43140 Richfield, OFi 4428.6
Phone:Q4 t 91353-5G!J3 f'hone:(740)845-2000'h vne:{ ^30)trS,aGCC^

Page I of 2



CJhie £iureau of Criminal IdentiFication & 1nuGsYigation Labosaiory' 12-11373
BCi&1 i_ortdon bate; AugustUn, 2013

Agency Case: 8958578

Refg'P.<3"'ks

Portions of eac:li itc;tli remaiz7 should independent a.nalysis bi: req:aested. All iernaiititig evidcnce u iil
be ret-urned IQ the submitting agency.

T`he f)NA profiie4 deve,l.oped werc:: not stbitable for CODIS cntry,

..i

Ha]lie Garofalo
Forensic Scientist
740-845--21 32
hallie.garofa3o a^ohioat^tor:^eygentrr•'^l.gav

1II 1l1l1l1111l(llll1l1llllll11lll lM
Based on scientific analyses perforiiied, this report contains opinior:s aild interpretations by the ckalyst whose sigtaatuxc°.
appcarfi abvvc, Exaininatiorr doeu.rnentat.iUn and ai*iy c3emonsirativc data supportin.g la.fioriitorV co11clusions a.-e
maintained by BCI aiid will be rnade available for revieW Lipon reIqUest.

E' s^e ? 0'r"?
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^ MiKE DEWINE
OHIO ATrOxr.rgY GENEPA€. ^

Bu€°ea^^ of Cs-:manal Investigatiara ^aboratory Report

To: I Ian^ilton ^.`ounty. Prosecutax
Howard W. Hudson 1II
L^30 liia5t 9th Street, Ste. 4000
Cincinnati OH 45:149-2151

Uffonse: Hon?icide
Su.^j ect(s): f-';lvw•ood Jn^ies

v'i:;iim(s)^ Rhoda Nathai7

BCI I.aborate,ry Nurrrber;

WtC;;

AgencY C-ase N+irnber:

I Bro.wn paper bag containing pendant belonging to Rhoda Nathan
4. One plastic container with tooth belonbing to.Rhoda Nathan

1 2-1 P 3'73

May 21., 2013

B958578

Resu1ts
D?VA.. pro:f l€r+_^g Nva.s performed using the polyrnerase c,liain reaction at the short tandem rcpeaf loci
DSS1 179, D21S1 1, 137S824; CSF1PO, WS1358, TF-101,1)13,S317; D16S539y D2S1338, 019S433)g
vWA, "I-'!'(.)X,Dl`S.5.1, Amelogeriiei# D5S818, arid FCJA ona sztmple.i'rom Itei?a 4.

`l'he DN I A profile froA^a tl-is; tooth (Item 4) is frorn aiz ui-amowi^ ^ema1e.

DNA proflingwas pe.r9:omied: using the polymerase c,.kzalh reaction at the male-specilic short tandem
repeat lvei DYS456, DYS3891, DYS39{), DYS38911, I?YS458;,DYS19, DYS3,95-a1b; DYS393;
DYS391, :1:)YS439, DYS635, DYS392, Y CiA7`A_H4, I)YS43?, DYS438, arid I3YS448 oi7 a. §arnpIo
:lroin Itein 4 and on a- previously extracted sample from Ileni 2(5ee report dated August 31, ?0 12).

No Y-c1';rcmc7so.rrze DNA. prof le was obtained froni the pendant (ltein 2) or t1iL tooth (Item 4).

Remarks
l'c^i-tions of each itern remain slio>valci indepor,derit analysis be requested. A)l remaining evidence ^N-i.l.l
be returned to the subt3iitl.in.g, agericy.

r']e c: "Odres5 "iitcruirics to the ofCic^; indicated, usir.g tFm T3C::1 msc: nuii3ber:

^. ,

; I i''1 -faowling Cre-en Officr: [Xj BCt-London Qffice SG! -Richfield Ofxir,e
1n 46 E.lridooster St:-18 1560 S? .Rt 56 SCN P.0 Box 365 4055 HiqhtanderPl:tivy, 5uite A
Boirofing Green. 01-1 43402 London, OH 43140 Richfiekl, OH 44286
Phnne:(41:9)353-56Cf3 Phor.s:(740)845-Z:00O I'hqre;( 334}653 ^s6rJ{^

Page I of 2
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Qrio F3i;re8u ofiCriminal Ident+fica#i;r; & }nve.s.tigatian
E3Cdd-i Loneion

The I3NiA profile developed was no4 suitah1e for CODI:g entry.

'} ,ar 3 t 5^'.;_'-;j t '^
Ilallie Garbffilo
Forensic Scientist
740-845-*/"-"132

Laboratory: 9 2-1'13?3
C7ate: KAay 21, 2013
Agency Case: 13558578

ha.il ic, garofalu(&,ohioa.ttome,vg^,,z?cral, go v

llased on scicntific uia.fyscs pcrfarr<'ted, ti)is report uantains e7pirtioiis and intc:prctatiosas by the ar}aiyst 'A'liose Sigi{aturt tippearti. aticive.
I^i rtiitiatiQr^ dr^c.^sment<iti.nn and any dctrionstrative t;ata support.ing lataor,ir.ory conclusions are maintained ny 13(;1 and wi13. be madc available
for review ctpan rcquest.
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