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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE
NINTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT, IN AND
FOR ORANGE COUNTY, FLORIDA

]
STATE OF TLORIDA, CASE NO.; 48-2008-CF-0010925-0

DIVISION: 16
Plaintiff,
Vs, JUDGE: STAN STRICKLAND
CASEY MARIE ANTHONY,
Defendant,

!

DEMAND FOR DISCOVERY AND INSPECTION RELATING TO
DIGITAL FORENSIC EV

COMES NOW the Defendant, by and through her undersigned counsel, and hereby
requests under Rule 3.220(a), Florida Rules of Criminal Procedure, the disclosure of digital
forensic examinations performed by law enforcement agencies involved in this case. This
request applies to all testing that has been, is currently being, or will be performed in the
instant case. The raquest is ongaing. In the event that new materials responsive to this
request are produced, discovered, or otherwise come into the possession of the
prosecution or its agents, said materials should be provided to the defendant without delay.

1. Defense requests a duplicate of any forensic copies made by the prosecution’s
exparts of any computer hard drive, digital storage media including but not limited to
CD-ROMS, US flash drives, floppy disks, memory cards, digital camera storage,
smart cards and portable hard drives.

2. Defense requests duplicates of any forensic copies made by the prosecution’s
cxperts of any cell phone and or SIM cards, media cards or other atorage used in

conjunction with telephony.

3. In the event prosecution’s experts did not make a forensic copy of any original
media, defense requests that forensicaily sound copies be made and furnished to
the defense for examination by the defense expert.

4, Defense requests a complete inventory of all items taken that may contain any type
of digital data, whether or not such items were examined or copied by prosecution’s
experts,

5. Defense requests a complete copy of all forensics reports, chain of custody records,

and lab notes generated by prosecution’s experts pertaining to the acquisition.
preservation, analysis, and or reporting by said experts in the course of this

investigation.

az/84
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WHEREFORE, Defendant respectfully requests this Honorable Court to grant this

motion.

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
| HEREBY CFRTIFY that a copy of the above and foregoing Motion to Compel
Response of Discovery has been furnished to the Office of the State Attogney, 415 North
orange Avenue, Orlando, Florida 32801 by facsimile delivery on this day of October,
2008. -

OSE{A/BAEZ, UIRE
FLB o.: 0018232
GABRIEL E. ADAM, ESQUIRE

FL Bar No.: Q027371

THE BAEZ LAW FIRM
522 Simpson Road
Kissimmee, Florida 34744
Tel.: (407) 705-2626

Fax: (407) 705-2625
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE

NINTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT IN AND
FOR ORANGE COUNTY, FLORIDA

STATE OF FLORIDA,
' CASE NO.. 08-CF-10925
Plaintiff, DIVISION: 16

V8.
JUDGE: STAN STRICKLAND
CASEY ANTHONY,
Defendant.

/

MOTION_ TO INSPECT, TEST AND PHOTOGRAPH EVIDENCE
HELD BY THE STATE OF FLORIDA

NOW COMES, the Defendant, CASEY ANTHONY, by and through undersigned counsel and
moves this honorable court to allow her defense expert to inspect, test, and photograph evidence in

the custody of the State of Florida. In support thereof, the defendant states as follows:

FACTS
1. On August 5, 2008, the defendant was formally charged with one count of child neglect, a
third degree falony and one count of Obstructing a Criminal Investigation, a first degree
misdemeanor, in violation of Fla. Stat. § 837.055. The charges stemmed from the
Defendant's report to local police that her two-year-old daughter had been missing since
June 15, 2008. Law enforcement maintained that during the course of their investigation the
Defendant had provided false statements about her employment, the babysitter she claimed
she had dropped her daughter off with on the day of her daughter's disappsarancs, and the
location of the apartment where she and her daughter had been living. According to police,
the Defendant admitted to lying about her employment and the location of her babysitter's

apartment.
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2. In the course of investigating the instant case, the Orange County Sheriff's Office
impounded the vehicle which the defendant was given by her parents. The vehicle was
processed and several items of evidence were discovered inside as a result of this. An air
sample from the trunk of the vehicle was tested by experts from the University of Tennessee
as was a hair sample also found in the trunk of the vehicle.! Additionally, a stain in the trunk

has been processed and further tests have indicated the presence of chloroform in the trunk.

3. The vehicle in question continues to be maintained in the custody of the Orange County
Sheriff's Office
4, The defendant has hired an expert to conduct similar testing of the vehicle in question in

preparation for trial and to rebut the findings of any State experts as regards the testing
conducted on the vehicle. The defendant would like her expert to have equal access to her
vehicle and all its parts and components as authorities have had, including but not limited to

allowing for the car to be placed on a "lift.”

ARGUMENT
Florida Rule of Criminal Procedure 3.220 provides that the State of Florida "shall permit the
defendant to inspect, copy, test, and photograph” certain evidence. Namely, the defendant is
permitted such access to “any tangible papers or objects that were obtained from or belonged to the

defendant,” and “any tangible papers or objects that the prosecuting attorney intends to use in the

!The instant case has garnered almost unprecedented media attention. While the media
has reported that the tests conducted on the air sample from the trunk of the car by the University
of Tennessee has returned results of human decomposition, the defendant has not received any
forensic findings from the State to corroborate these reports. The defendant is filing a Motion to
Compel these reports and other evidence.
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hearing or trial and that were not obtained from or that did not belong to the defendant.” Fla. R.
Crim. Proc. 3.220(b)(1)(F) and (K). In addition to the rights accorded an acoused pursuant to
Florida’s criminal procedural rules to examine tangible objects, the Confrontation Clause and Due
Process clauses of the United States Constitution also provide the same rights. A right to examine
physical evidence is part and parcel of the defendant's right to a full and complete cross-
examination of the witnesses who are to be presented against an accused. Johnson v. State, 249
$0.2d 470, 472 (Fla. 3™ DGA, 197 1)(it was reversible error to allow a ballistics expert to testify (0 the
markings on a bullet when the state could not produce the bullet for examination by the defendant's
own expert). The Fifth federal circuit echoed this conclusion in Barnard v. Henderson, 514 F 2d 744
(8" Cir. 1975):

Fundamental faimess is violated when a criminal defendant on trial for his liberty is

denied the opportunity to have an expert of his choosing, bound by appropriate

safeguards imposed by the Court, examine a piece of critical evidence whose nature

is subject to varying expert opinion.
Barard at 746,

In the instant case it would be a violation of the defendant’s Constitutional rights under the
Due Process and Confrontation Clauses as well as a violation of her State rights to deny her expert
access to this evidence. First, the defendant had a possessory interest in the vehicle as her parenis
had given it to her and allowed her to drive it for a time. The statute is clear, that such cvidencc,
obtained from the defendant is clearly subject to inspection by the defendant’s expert. Thus, evenif
the prosecution does not intend to use the evidence in a trial against the accused, she is still
permitted access to this evidence pursuant to Fla. R. Crim. Proc. 3.220.
In the event that the State does intend to use this evidence in a trial proceeding against the

accused, then the defendant also has a right to have an expert of her choosing inspect and test the
evidence. Certainly, evidence that the very daughter the defendant is accused of having neglected

may have been dead in the trunk of the defendant's vehicle is a critical fact in a trial for child neglect.
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Should the court deny the defendant’'s expert equal access to this evidence, the State would
certainly be violating the defendant’s Constitutional rights by making any mention, however slight, of

this evidence during trial.

WHEREFORE, for the foregoing reasons, the Defendant respectfully moves this honorable
court to enter an order aliowing the detense expert access to inspect, test, and photograph the
defendant's vehicle and all its componaents and parts, including but not limited to examination of the
vehicle from a "lift", in preparation for trial.

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I HEREBY CERTIFY that a true and correct copy of the foregoing has been sent by U.S. Mail
and or Fax/hand dsliverad to the Clerk of the Court at 425 North Orange Avenue, Orlandg, Florida,
32801: to Office of the State Attorney at 415 North Orange Avenue, Orjédndp, Florida 32801, on this

the 2({ day ofWr, 2008.
(4

JOSE A BAEZ, ES E
FL BarWKlo.: 001323
GABRIEL E. ADAM, ESQUIRE

FL Bar No.: 0027371

THE BAEZ LAW FIRM
522 Simpson Read
Kissimmee, Florida 34744
Tel.. (407) 705-2626

Fax: (407) 705-2625
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE
NINTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT. IN AND
FOR ORANGE COUNTY, FLORIDA

STATE OF FLORIDA, CASE NO.: 48-2008-CF-0010825-0
DIVISION: 16
Plaintiff,
Vs, JUDGE: STAN STRICKLAND

CASEY MARIE ANTHONY,

Defendant.
/

MOTION TO COMPEL
DEPARTMENT QF CHILDREN AND FAMILY RECORDS

Defendant, CASEY MARIE ANTHONY, by and through the undersigned attorney,
respectfully moves this Honorable Court to compel the State of Florida to release to the defense
records of any all investigations conducted by the Department of Children and Families in relation to

this case. As grounds Defendant states:

1. OnJuly 16, 2008, the Defendant was arrested on charges of providing false information
to law enforcement, and child neglect.

2. On August 21, 2008, the Defendant was released from Orange County Jail by posting

bail.

This case involves the disappearance of a missing child, Caylee Anthony, who is the

a2
«

daughter of the Defendant.
4. Said disappearance, along with the charge of child naeglect, has involved the Department

of Children and Families with this case.

5. The Defense is entitled to copies of all records of the Department of Children and
Families, and that said records are critical to the Defense.

6. Inthe event that the State of Florida is not in possession of said reports, that the Court

grant the Defendant an Order for Subpoena Duces Tecum for said records.

WHEREFORE, Defendant respectiully requests this Honorable Court to grant
this motion.
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
| HEREBY CERTIFY lhat & vopy of the above and furegoing Motion to Compel Response of
Discovery has been furnished to the Office of the State Attorney, 415 North orange Avenue,
Orlando, Florida 32801 by facsimile delivery on this __2¢ 4 day of October, 2008.

a2/84
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JOSE A. BAEZ/ESQUIRE

FL BbY No.: 0013232
GABRIEL E. ADAM, ESQUIRE
FL Bar No.: 0027371

THE BAEZ LAW FIRM

522 Simpson Road
Kissimmee, Florida 34744
Tel.: (407) 705-2626

Fax: (407) 705-2625
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE
NINTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT, IN AND
FOR ORANGE COUNTY, FLORIDA

STATE OF FLORIDA, CASE NO.: 48-2008-CF-0010925-C
DIVISION: 16
Plaintiff,
VS, JUDGE: STAN STRICKLAND

CASEY MARIE ANTHONY,

Defendant.
/

DEMAND FOR DISCOVERY AND INSPECTION
RELATING TO POLYGRAPHS

COMES NOW the Defendant, by and through her undersigned counsel, and hereby
requests under Rule 3.220(a), Florida Rules of Criminal Procedure, the disclosure of
polygraph examinations performed by law enforcement agencies involved in this case.
This request applies to all testing that has been, is currently being, or will be performed in
the instant case. The request is ongoing. In the event that new materials responsive to
this request are produced, discovered, or otherwise come into the possession of the
prosecution or its agents, said materials should be provided to the defendant without delay.

1. Names and contact information of each person who has taken, or will be
taking a polygraph exam, involved with this case.

2. Names and contact information of each law enforcement agency, law
enforcement officer and/or agent acting on behalf of the aforementioned that
conducted the polygraph examinations;, and personnel records |
certifications, experience related documents, and/or training records of the
individuals that conducted said polygraphs.

3. Maintenance records, service manuals, factory manuals, model numbers of
all polygraph machines and respective equipment used to conduct said

polygraph examinations.

4, The polygraph results from each polygraph examination.
a. including all questions asked in said examinations.
b. All reported conclusions from said examinations.

C. Copies of said results.

a2/84
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WHEREFORE, Defendant respectfully requests this Honarable Court to grant this
motion.

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
| HEREBY CERTIFY that a copy of the above and foregoing Motion to Compel
Response of Discovery has been furnished to the Office of the State Attorney, 415 North
orange Avenue, Orlando, Florida 32801 by facsimile delivery on this ﬂday of October,
2008. ~

A. BAEZ QUIRE
ar No.: 00

GABRIEL E. ADAM, ESQUIRE
FL Bar No.: 0027371
THE BAEZ LAW FIRM
522 Simpson Road
Kissimmee, Florida 34744
Tel.: (407) 705-2626
Fax: (407) 705-2625
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE
NINTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT, IN AND
FOR ORANGE COUNTY, FLORIDA

STATE OF FLORIDA, CASE NO.: 48-2008-CF-0010925-0O
DIVISION: 18
Plaintiff,
vs. JUDGE: STAN STRICKLAND

CASEY MARIE ANTHONY,

Defendant.

/
MOTION TO COMPEL

Defendant, CASEY MARIE ANTHONY, by and through the undersigned attormey,
respectfully moves this Honorable Court to compel the State of Florida to release to the defense
records of any and all information regarding investigations conducted by law enforcement agencies
in this case, in relation to Zenaida Gonzalez. As grounds Defendant states:

1. OnJuly 16, 2008, the Defendant was arrested on charges of providing false information
to law enforcement, and child neglect.

2. OnJuly 17, 2008, the undersigned attorney submitted a Demand for Discovery.

On August 21, 2008, the Defendant was released from Orange County Jail by posting
bail.

4. This case involves the disappearance of a missing child, Caylee Anthony, who is the
daughter of the Defendant.

Said disappearance involves a babysitter/nanny by the name of Zenaida Gonzalez.

6. Law enforcement agencies have declared that they have conducted investigations of
individuals of that same name, which may include but not limited to FCIC checks, DMV
checks, and other forms of electronic media.

7. The Defense is entitled to copies of all records of said investigations and related

documentation, and that said records are critical to the Defense.

WHEREFORE, Defendant respectfully requests this Honorable Courtto grant
this motion.
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
| HEREBY CERTIFY that a copy of the above and foregoeing Motion to Compel Response of
Discovery has been furnished to the Office of the State Attorney, 415 North orange Avenue,
Orlando, Florida 32801 by facsimile delivery on this &;J_ day of Qctaber, Z008.
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JOSZ% BAEZ, E£SQUIRE

FL BgrANo.: 0013232
GABRIEL E. ADAM, ESQUIRE
FL Bar No.: 0027371

THE BAEZ LAW FIRM

522 Simpson Road
Kissimmee, Florida 34744
Tel : (407) 705-2626

Fax: (407) 705-2625
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE
NINTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT, IN AND
FOR ORANGE COUNTY, FLORIDA

STATE OF FLORIDA, CASE NO.: 48-2008-CF-0010925-0O
DIVISION: 16
Plaintiff,
Vs, JUDGE: STAN STRICKLAND

CASEY MARIE ANTHONY,

Defendant.

MOTION FOR ALLOWING DEFENDANT TO TRAVEL
TO PLACES OF INTEREST

COMES NOW the Defendant, CASEY MARIE ANTHONY, by and through
undersigned counsel and moves this Honorable Court to enter an Order allowing travel to
and from places of interest regarding this case. In support thereof the Defendant would
allege that:

2

On July 16, 2008, the Defendant was armrested on charges of providing false
information to law enforcement, and child neglect.

On August 21, 2008, the Defendant was released from QOrange County Jail.
This Honorable Court Ordered the Defendant to Community Control / Home
Confinement, and the Defendant has complied with all the parameters as
Ordered therein.

The Defense believes that the Defendant’s ability to visit key points of interest in
this case will allow greater efforts in helping to assist with the search of missing
child, Caylee Anthony.

Due to the sensitive nature of this Mation, the Defense requests that the date
and time of such travel not be made public.

WHEREFORE the Defendant, CASEY MARIE ANTHONY, prays that this Honorable
Court enter an Order allowing the Defendant to Travel to Places of Interest in this matter.
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I HEREBY CERTIFY that a true and correct copy of the foregoing has been sent
by U.S. Mail and or Fax/hand delivered to the Office of the St Attorney at 415 North
Orange Avenue, Orlando, Florida 32801 on this the v of October, 2008.

JOSK A. BAEZZESQUIRE

FL Bar No.: 0013232

GABRIEL E. ADAM, ESQUIRE

FL Bar No.: 0027371

THE BAEZ LAW MNRM

522 Simpson Road

Kissimmee, Florida 34744

T: (407) 705-2626 F: (407) 705-2625
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE
NINTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT, IN AND
FOR ORANGE COUNTY, FLORIDA

STATE OF FLORIDA. CASE NO.: 48-2008-CF-0010925-0O
DIVISION: 186
Plaintiff,
vs. JUDGE: STAN STRICKLAND

CASEY MARIE ANTHONY,

Defendant.
/

MOTION TO COMPEL FLIGHT MANIFEST

Defendant, CASEY MARIE ANTHONY, by and through the undersigned attornay,
respectfully moves this Honorable Court to compel the State of Florida to release to the defense
records of any and all information regarding investigations conducted by law enforcement agencies
in this case, in relation to the flight manifest of AirTran flight number 862 for the date of July 2™
2008, originating from Orlando. As grounds Defendant states:

1. OnJuly 18, 2008, the Defendant was arrested on charges of providing false information
to law enforcement, and child neglect.

2. OnJuly 17, 2008, the undersigned attorney submitted a Demand for Discovery.

3. On August 21, 2008, the Defendant was releassd from Orange County Jail by posting
bail,

4. This case involves the disappearance of a missing child, Caylee Anthony, who is the
daughter of the Defendant.

5. There was a reported sighting of Caylee Anthony, in which the eyewitness alleges that
said child boarded flight number 882 on July 2™ 2008, whose destination was Atlanta,
Georgia, originating from Orlando.

6. Law enforcement agencles have declared that they have conducted an investigation of
the eyewitness' accounts, which include the obtaining of a flight manifest of the
aforementioned flight.

7. The Defense iz entitled to copies of all records of said investigations and related
documentation, and that said records are critical to the Defense.

WHEREFORE, Defendant respectfully requests this Honorable Court to grant
this motion.
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

IHEREBY CERTIFY that a copy of the above and foregoing Motion to Compel Response of

Discovery has been furnished to the Office of the State ttorney, 415 North orange Avenue,
-
Oriando, Florida 32801 by facsimile delivery on this (2 /27 day o tober, 2008~

JOBE A. BAEZ, ESQUIRE
FL'Bar No.: 0013232
GABRIEL E. ADAM, ESQUIRE
FL Bar No.: 0027371

THE BAEZ LAW FIRM

522 Simpson Road
Kissimmee, Florida 34744
Tel.: (407) 705-2626

Fax: (407) 705-2625
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE
NINTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT IN AND
FOR ORANGE COUNTY, FLORIDA

STATE OF FLORIDA,

Plaintiff, CASE NO.: 48-08-CF-10825-0
VS, JUDGE: STAN STRICKLAND
CASEY ANTHONY,
Defendant.

/

MOTION TO COMPEL RESULTS OF FORENSIC TESTING

COMES NOW, the Defendant, CASEY ANTHONY, by and through undersigned
counsel and pursuant to Florida Rule of Criminal Procedure 3.220 and moves this
Honorable Court to compel the State of Florida and its various police agencies to provide
the following:

1. Anytests, reports, logs, and documentation regarding the traces of chloroform allegedly

found within the Defendant's vehicle.

2. Anytests, reports, logs, and documentation regarding the hair strand(s) allegedly found
within the Defendant's vehicle,

3. Anytests, reports, logs, and documentation regarding the DNA allegedly found within the
Defendant's vehicle, residence, and clothing or other iterns seized by law enforcement
agencies.

4. Any tests, reports, logs, and documentation regarding the air sample testing performed
by the Body Farm at the University of Tennessee.

5. Any tests, reports, logs, and documentation regarding the cadaver dogs as previously
requested in the Defendant’s previous pleading, Demand for Discovery and Inspection

Relating to Canines and Their Handlers.
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In further support of the foregoing Motion to Compel, the defendant would
allege as follows:

FACTS

On July 29" 2008, the defendant was formally charged with one count of
child neglect, a third degree felony, in violation of Fla. Stat. § 827.03(3)(c) and 827.03(3)(a)
and one count of Obstructing a Criminal Investigation, a first degree misdemeanor, in
violation of Fla. Stat. § 837.055. The charges stemmed from the Defendant’s report to
local police that her two-year-old daughter had been missing since on or about June 15,
2008.

Law enforcement maintained that during the course of their investigation the
Defendant had provided false statements about her employment, the babysitter she
claimed she had dropped her daughter off with on the day of her daughter's
disappearance, and the location of the apartment where she and her daughter had been
living. According to police, the Defendant admitted to lying about her employment and the
location of her babysitter's apartment.

In the course of the investigation, the Orange County Sheriff's Office
collected and tested evidence found in the vehicle driven by the Defendant. These
samples of air, hair and stains were sent to a forensic testing facility and the results have
been published to the media.

As of yet, the Defendant has not been provided with the results of this lab
testing, any reports prepared in connection with this lab testing or impoundment and chain

of custody paperwork for the evidence seized by law enfarcement.
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ARGUMENT
Florida Rule of Criminal Procedure 3.220(b)(1) provides that the State shall allow

the defendant in a criminal case to “inspect, copy, test, and photograph” the following
information:

(J) reports or statement of experts made in connection with the particular

case, including results of physical or mental examinations and of scientific

tests, experiments, or comparisons . .
Fla. R. Crim. Proc. 3.220(b)(1)(J). Should the court determine after an in camera review
that “any police or investigative report contains irrelevant, sensitive information or
information interrelated with other crimes or criminal activities and the disclosure of the
contents of the police report may seriously impair law enforcement or jeopardize the
investigation of those other crimes or activities, the court may prohibit or partially restrict
the disclosure.” Fla. R. Crim. Proc. 3.220(b)(2) (emphasis added). Shouid the state not
turn over this discovery to the defense, then the court may prohibit the state from
infroducing it into evidence at later proceedings.- Fla. R. Crim. Proc. 3.220(b)(3).

Regardless, the state has a continuing obligation to disclose certain information in

its possession to the defense including scientific tests and any tangible evidence it intends
to introduce at trial. McArthur v. State, 671 So.2d 867 (4™ DCA, 1996). This includes the
obligation to turn over material of which the state is in constructive possession such as
evidence in the hands of its agents, including police officers. Gorham v. State, 597 So.2d
782 (Fla. 1992). The scope of discovery generally includes any matter or information that

appears reasonably calculated to lead to discovery of admissible evidence. Ivester v.

State, 398 Sv.2d 926 (1% DCA, 1981).



le/a3/2e88 17:34 4877052625 THE BAEZ LAW FIRM PAGE B5/87

In the instant case, the scientific tests conducted on evidence obtained from the
Defendant's vehicle should be disclosed to the Detense. The information is material to the
Defendant’s case as the State will use this evidence lu argue, at the very least, that the
Defendant was involved in her daughter's disappearance and therefore guilty of child
neglect. The material is not so sensitive that its disclosure will impede or jeopardize
investigations of other crimes. Clearly if that were the case, law enforcement would not
already have released the results of these tests to the media. The State cannot possibly
argue prejudice in this regard. It is troubling that law enforcement would release
information to the media without first making that information known to the State Attorney's
Office. However, more troubling still, is the notion that the State Attorney’s Office would
not then pass this information on to the Defendant who must bear the general public’s
hostility and speculaliun in the face of scientific test results 10 which she is not afforded
equal access. Essentially, law enforcement or the State Attorney’s Office has successfully
tried a homicide case against the defendant in the public eye. The Defendant has suffered
the public’s hatred, the picketers calling her a murderer in front of her own home, the
insensitive and scathing assaults by media shows, and the complete disintegration of her
privacy without even having access to the same information the media systematically and
exclusively receives from law enforcement about her case.

The only way to preserve the fair administration of justice as well as the provisions
of Florida Rule of Criminal Procedure 3.220 is for this Court to order the State and its
various police agencles to turn over all discovery which it ieaks to the media about this

case to the defendant as well.
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WHEREFORE, based on the foregoing the Defendant respectfully prays that this
Honorable Court will order the State to turn over any and all results of scientific tests
conducted on items found in the Defendant’s car as well as all paperwork associated wilh
these items in possession of law enforcement or experts who have tested said items and
any information which law enforcement or the State Attorney’s Office deems material

enough to turn over to the media in this case.

I HEREBY CERTIFY that a true and correct copy of the foregoing has been sent
by U.S. Mail and or Fax/hand delivered to the Office of the State Attorney at 415 North
Orange Avenue, Orltando, Florida 32801, this day of October, 2008.

7

/

JOSE A. BAHZ, ESQUIRE

FL Bfar No.: 0013232
GABRIEL E. ADAM, ESQUIRE
FL Bar No.: 0027371

THE BAEZ LAW FIRM

522 Simpson Road
Kissimmee, Florida 34744
Tel.: (407) 705-2626

Fax: (407) 705-2625
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE
NINTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT IN AND
FOR ORANGE COUNTY, FLORIDA

STATE OF FLORIDA,

Plaintiff, CASE NO.: 48-08-CF.10025-0
VS, JUDGE: STAN STRICKLAND
CASEY ANTHONY,
Defendant.
/

MOTION FOR PRODUCTION OF FAVORABLE EVIDENCE

COMES NOW, the Defendant, CASEY ANTHONY, by and through undersigned
counsel and pursuant to the due process clause of the U.S. Constitution Amendment X1V,
and Florida Rule of Criminal Procedure 3.220, and respectfully moves this Honorable Court
to Order the State of Florida and its various police agencies to disclose to the Defendant
and permit the Defendant to inspect, copy, and photograph all of the following information
within the actual or constructive possession or custody of the State, or the existence of
which is known or, by the exercise of due diligence, could become known to the State:

1. The names and addresses of any witnesses who might assist in establishing the

innocence or mitigating the punishment of the Defendant, or impeach or contradict the
credibility or testimony of any witness whom the State intends to call or may intend to call
at the trial of this cause o1 who has provided thev State or the any of (he Slale’s various
police agencies with any information tending to incriminate the defendant.

2. The names and addresses of any persons who have acted as undercover agents or

informants during the course of the investigation in this case, regardless of whether such

agents or informants are police officers, indicted defendants, or unindicted co-
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conspirators.

3. Any oral, written, or recorded slalements made by any person to the palice, the Office of
the State Attorney, or the Grand Jury, which tend to establish the innacence or mitigate
the punishment of the defendant, or impeach or contradict the credibility or testimony of
any person whom the State may intend to call at trial or who has provided the State or
any of its several police agencies with any information tending to incriminate the
Defendant. Brady v. Maryland, 373 U.8. 83, 83 5. ClL. 1184, 10 L. Ed. 2d 215 (1963).

4. Any and all congideration or pramises of consideration given or made by the State orits
several police agencies with any information tending to incriminate the defendant, or
whom the State may call as a witness to trial. By “consideration”, the defendant refers to
absolutely anything of value or use, including but not limited to grants of immunity,
witness fees, special witness fees, payment or transportation costs, assistance to family
membere or associates, assistance or favorable treatmoent with respect to any eriminal,
civil, tax court, or administrative dispute with the State or any other entity or person, and
anything else which could arguably create an interest or bias in the witness in favor of
the State or against the Defense or act as an inducement to testify or to color testimony.

Giglio v. U.S., 405 U.S. 150, 92 S. Ct. 763, 31 L. Ed. 2d 104 (1972).

5. Any and all prosecutions, investigations, or possible prosecution pending or which could
be brought against, any probationary, parole, or deferred prosecution status of any
person who has provided the State or any of its law enforcement agencies with any
information tending to incriminate the Defendant or whom the State may intend to call as
a witness at the trial of this cause.

6. Any police investigation report or olher report made o any law enforcement agency
which tends to establish the innocence or mitigate the punishment of the Defendant, or

which tends to impeach, discredit, or contradict the testimony of any person whom the
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State may intend to call as a witness at trial or who has provided the State or any of its
law enforcement agencies with any infermation tending to incriminate the Defendant.

7. Any scientific or medical record which tends to establish the innocence or mitigate the
punishment of the Defendant or which tends to impeach, discredit, or contradict the
testimony of any person who has provided the State or any of its law enforcement
agencies with any information tending to incriminate the Defendant or whom the State
intends to testify at trial.

8. Any other evidence or information in the actual or constructive possession of the State
which can fairly and probably be used to advantage by the Defendant on the issues of
guilt or punishment, or which may reasonably be considered admissible or useful to the
Defendant in the sense that it is favorable material and exculpatory regardless of the fact
that such evidence or information may be the fruits of the work product of the prosecutor.

State v. Gillespie, 227 So. 2d 550 (Fla. Dist. Ct. App. 2d Dist. 1969); State v. Crawford,
257 So. 2d 898 (la. 1972).

9. Any police investigation reports or any other similar documentation in possession by any

law enforcement agency which involves the investigation of tips, leads, and follow-ups

conducted by said agency or agencies, based on sightings of Caylee Marie Anthony.

The Defendant would submit that the evidence sought to be discovered
cannot otherwise be discovered under the Florida Rules of Criminal Procedure and the
Defendant cannot, by reasonable diligence, otherwise avail herself of such evidence

except by the Order of this Court,

I HEREBY CERTIFY that a true and correct copy of the foregoing has been sent
by U.S. Mail and or Fax/hand delivered to the Office of the State Attorney at 415 North
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Orange Avenue, Orlando, Florida 32801, this

THE BAEZ LAW FIRM

day of Octobey, 2008.

JOSE BAEZ, ES

FL BarNo.: 001323

GAB LE ADAM, ESQUIRE
FL Bar No.: 0027371

THE BAEZ LAW FIRM

522 Simpson Road
Kissimmee, Florida 34744
Tel.: (407) 705-2826

Fax: (407) 705-2625
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE
NINTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT, IN AND
FOR ORANGE COUNTY, FLORIDA

STATE OF FLORIDA, CASE NO.: 48-2008-CF-0010925-0
DIVISION: 18
Plaintiff,
Vs, JUDGE:. STAN STRICKLAND
CASEY MARIE ANTHONY,
Defendant.

/

MOTION TO SEAL

COMES NOW the Defendant, CASEY MARIE ANTHONY, by and through undersighed
counsel, and maoves this Honorable Court to seal the Community Control records and

appointments set by, or on behalf of, the Defandant. In support thereof, the Defandant would

allege that:

On July 18, 2008, the Defendant was arrested on charges of Providing False
Information to Law Enforcement, and Child Neglect.

On August 21, 2008, the Defendant was bailed from Orange County Jail, and
pursuant to this Honorable Court's Order regarding Community Control / Home
Confinement, complied with all the parameters as Ordered therein.

Community Control / Home Confinement requires that the Defendant schedule her
appomntments, in advance, with their offices.

8aid logs of appointmants made by the Defendant with Community Control / Home
Confinement are public record.

Third parties not related to this case have already requested and accessed said
public records, in attempts to know of the Defendant's whereabouts, in advance.
Taking into consideration that this is a high profile case, it is in the Defendant's best
interest, well-being, and aafety, that the public not be able to know her whereabouts

by means of requesting said public records.

WHEREFORE, the Defendant, CASEY MARIE ANTHONY prays that this Honorable
Court, enter an Order sealing the records and appointments set by, or on behalf of, the

Defendant.

a2/a4
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

IHEREBY CERTIFY that a true and correct copy of the foregoing has been sent by U.S. Mail
and or Fax/hand delivered to the Clerk of the Court at 425 North Orange Avenue, Orlando, Florida,
32801; to Office of the State Attorney at 415 North Orange Avenue, Orlandglorida 32801, on
this the 22nd day of August, 2008.

JOSE A\BAEZ, ESQUIRE

FL Bar No.: 0013232
GABRIEL E. ADAM, ESQUIRE
FL Bar No.: 0027371

THE BAEZ LAW FIRM

522 Simpson Road
Kissimmee, Florida 34744
Tel.: (407) 705-2626

Fax: (407) 705-2625
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE
NINTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT, IN AND
FOR ORANGE COUNTY, FLORIDA

STATE OF FLORIDA, CASE NO.: 48-2008-CF-0010825-0
DIVISION: 16

Plaintiff,
JUDGE: STAN STRICKLAND

V3,
CASEY MARIE ANTHONY,

Defendant.

DEFENDANT'S MOTION TO PRESERVE FORENSIC EVIDENCE AND
FOR COURT TO CONSIDER ADDITIONAL TESTING

1. The Defendant, by and through counsel, seeks to halt the handling and analysls
of any and all forensic evidence relevant to the above referenced case that is in the
possession or control of the Office of the State Attorney, local law enforcement, the
Florida Department of Law Enforcement, the Federal Bureau of Investigation and/or any
and all agents, contractors, consultants and advisors, acting for or on behalf of the
foregoing parties. As the basis for this petition, the defendant through counsel states:

a. Many. if not most, forensics tests as applied to biological evidence are
destructive in nature and the application of such testing compromises
further efforts to confirm or repeat specific tests by the defense.

b. All forensics tests require that evidence is in some way handled, parceled
and/or processed. As such, errors, including but not limited to
contamination, mislabeling and switching can be introduced that could go
unnoticed and/or not be identifiable, thus preciuding and/or confounding
efforts to confirm test results.

c. Even technology such as DNA typing, in which typically there is an
intention to reserve a significant portion of original test material (for
retesting), can involve extensive handling and processing to a paint
where suitable aliquots (portion of the original) can not be reserved.

d. Many alternative processes are often available to test evidence, the
choice of which can determine the amount of material that could remain
for testing by the defense.
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e. The choice of a given method/procedure could involve cost and timing
that are not of palramour'st interest to the defendant, who seeks unbiased
and scientifically objective testing. ‘

f. The choice of which laboratory, including but not limited to government
forensic laboratories, that can provide the most authoritative,
unambiguous and/or least biased analysis is not necessarily of primary
concern to law enforcement or prosecution interests,

2. The defendant notifies this court that forensic fests, especially those of a
molecular biological nature could produce results that are dispositive and at the very

least can be of a compelling and persuasive nature.

3. Denying the defense the opportunity to be notified in advance of those forms of
testing that cannot be confirmed places an unreasonable burden on the defendant.
4, The defendant seeks immediate relief in the sense that without placing any undo

burden on law enforcement and/or the prosecution, notice can be made of proposed
forensic testing prior to its implementation and that the considerations of this Court offer

a fair and impartial remedy for determining:

a. Which evidence can be tested.

b. Whether such testing is the most appropriate.

c. How primary evidence will be handled prior to the point of testing.

d. If testing will be conducted, which method will be used.

e. Which provider would conduct the testing and what intrinsic bias may
exist in such examination(s).

f. Error rates for each type of test.

g. If testing is to be conducted, when and where it will be conducted.

h. If testing is to be carried out, whether or not the defendant through

counsel and their designated parties should at the very least observe

such testing.
5. The defendant states that in the absence of the forgoing remedy, forensics that
cannot be confirmed or challenged could potentially irrevocably prejudice the case
against the defendant, thereby denying the defendant’s right to a fair and impartial trial.
B. The defendant seeks at this point not only the termination of any and all testing
that is planned or scheduled but also that which is in progress, for which suspending it
will not in any way compromise possible futue findings. Specifically, for the
aforementioned, such testing should be suspended and primary samples, aliquots of
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these samples or products of processing of those exhibits should be stored or archived
under standard accepted conditions of laboratory practice, until such time that this Court
can hear and weigh arguments regarding defense observation of testing, merits of
alternative procedures and reserving of potentially uncompromised primary evidence for
the purpose of independent retesting.

WHEREFORE, the Defendant, CASEY MARIE ANTHONY prays that this
Honorable Court, enter an Order of approving the above mentioned requests of
praeservation of evidence,

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I HEREBY CERTIFY that a true and correct copy of the foregoing has been sent
by U.8. Mail and or Fax/hand delivered to the Clerk of the Court at 425 North Orange
Avenue, Orlando, Florida, 32801; to Office of the State Attorney at 415 North Orange
Avenue, Orlando, Florida 32801, on this the 2118 day of September, 2008.

JOS%/. BAEZ, ESQU/‘réE

FL Béf No.: 0013232
GABRIEL E. ADAM, ESQUIRE
FL Bar No.: 0027371

THE BAEZ LAW FIRM

522 Simpson Road
Kissimmee, Flurida 34744
Tel.; (407) 705-2626

Fax: (407) 705-2625
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