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The Purpose Of This Report: 
The purpose of this report is to conduct a forensic examination on 
audio / video interviews / transcripts / written statements & police 
investigation methods and provide expert opinion. Items examined are 
listed above. 

Client's Specific Area of Concern: 
Coercive questioning, investigative methods and interrogation 
techniques used  

Name of Defense Attorney(s): 
N/A 

The Offense Occurred in the State Of: 
California 

Police Agencies Involved:   

Los Angeles PD, Van Nuys Div 
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General Background Information on Interview and Interrogation 
Techniques Used by Law Enforcement Agencies: 

The primary difference between an interview and an interrogation is as 
follows: 

Interview: 

• Non-accusatory  
• Purpose is to gather information 
• Interviews are conducted earlier during an investigation 
• Interviews are free flowing 
• Notes are usually taken during the interview 
• Interview room is generally set up for building relationship  
• Interviews can be conducted in both informal and structured 

settings 
 

Interrogations: 

• Interrogations are accusatory  
• Involves persuasive techniques 
• Conducted in a controlled environment 
• Interrogations are conducted only when the investigator is 

reasonably certain of the suspect’s guilt. 
• Investigators are trained not to take notes until after suspect has 

told the truth. 
• Interview room set up with the interrogator facing the suspect in 

the personal space 
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Coercive Techniques During Interviews & Interrogations: 

False confessions can be directly attributed to coercive techniques that 
may have been used by law enforcement during an interview or 
interrogation. In some cases, untrained interviewers may not recognize 
their line of questioning or style as coercive. Coercive techniques used 
during questioning should not be confused with “misconduct” by the 
interviewer, however, can still be responsible ultimately for false 
confession.  Below are some examples of coercive techniques that 
could be attributed to a false confession that are not necessarily 
misconduct issues: 

• Trauma, lack of sleep, sleep disruption or highly aggressive 
manipulative interrogation techniques used by the interviewer 

• Convincing vulnerable persons (alcoholics, drug users) that they 
committed the offense during a “black out” 

• Confusing the accused with his/her own words (narrative traps) 
• That there is trace evidence, witnesses or physical evidence that 

ties them to a crime. 
• In sexual assault cases the crime maybe minimized and suggest 

that if the accused confesses it will save the victim from testifying 
and they will be forgiven. 

• In sexual offenses where consent was an issue the accused may 
be convinced, he just did not see the signs the partner was 
attempting to convey 

• Convincing an accused, he had culpability of a crime by simple 
proximity to where the crime took place  

• Investigators improperly vetting eyewitnesses / victims  

Below are examples of improper techniques that could be considered 
misconduct issues. These techniques would be if used outside of their 
training. 
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• Suggesting that if the suspects confesses to the crime, they will 
receive a much less sentence (something the investigator has no 
control or authority to authorize)  

• Witnesses who wrongfully identify an accused by manipulated 
photo line-ups by investigators and/or purposely failing to disclose 
exculpatory information during witness interviews. 

• Tipping suspected persons off or implanting specific evidence 
prior to an interrogation that was found at the scene but not 
released to the public. Then during the interrogation, in some 
cases days later, construct specific questions where the suspect 
reveals the information.  
 

Definitions & Terms  

• Vulnerable Persons –  
- Person’s who are alcoholics or drug users 
- Sleep deprived – This may make an individual susceptible to 

the use of coercive techniques by the interviewer 
- Person’s with mental disabilities 
- A person who maybe involved in a relationship and has an 

emotional connection to both the alleged victim or friends in 
common to the alleged victim. These friends may place 
pressure on a suspect to confess so that the alleged victim 
gets closure. This is in some cases used in connection with 
“minimization” of the offense first such as IE: tricking a suspect 
into writing a confession masked as an apology letter, when the 
suspect believes that’s all that is required with no further action. 

- A person who may have deep seeded religious or political 
belief(s) may also be vulnerable to manipulative tactics or 
coercive questioning by the interviewer. 

- A victim in a historical child sexual abuse case who is also 
implicated in offenses as an adult may be vulnerable if 
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interviewers target their child sexual trauma to minimize their 
culpability.  

- A low (IQ) Intelligence Quotient may also affect a person’s 
ability to articulate answers or not fully understand the 
questions asked. This may also be the case for persons that 
speak English as a second language. 

- Someone with an extreme emotional connection to family 
members or persons of authority over that person may also be 
vulnerable to manipulative tactics or coercive questioning by 
the interviewer when used as leverage. 

 
• Minimization –is when an interviewer minimizes a suspect’s 

culpability or involvement in a crime or provide less culpable 
reasons why to make it more likely for a suspect to confess.  
Treating a potential suspect as a witness is one tactic used. 
Another tactic used is when the interviewer suggests that by 
admitting to specific information it will be helpful for the suspects 
case.  
 
 

• Maximization - Overstating Strength of Case Against Suspect 
-Techniques to motivate the suspect into confessing by 
interrupting denials, accusing suspect of lying, false evidence 
ploys. 
-Conveying the interrogator’s absolute certainty of the suspect’s 
guilt. 
 

• Deductive Method of Investigation - Deductive Method of 
Investigation refers to a model used when investigators only 
accept information that fits the initial theory, they have formed of 
how the crime occurred and who the prime suspects are. In this 
investigative method, adverse or exculpatory evidence is 
potentially ignored thus creating the framework for a specific 
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narrative the investigator is attempting to achieve. Public pressure 
to solve a case can also influence how investigators conduct an 
investigation potentially targeting wrong suspects due to lack of 
vetting information and the sources that provide this information. 
 

• Inductive Method of Investigation -   Inductive Method of 
Investigation refers to a model used when investigators accept all 
information during an investigation vetting and the source of the 
information for credibility as well as the information the source 
provides. If the information provided is credible but the source 
may not be due to conflict or may have an interest in the result of 
the investigation, a second source should be sought to 
corroborate the provided information. 
 

• “Predisposition” – This is when an interviewer or investigator, 
due to the nature of a crime (personal distaste), misinformation or 
a personal belief disallows the possibility of an alternative 
narrative purposed by the suspect being interviewed. Conducting 
an interview having predisposition disallows an interviewer to be 
open to potential exculpatory facts that may dispute the original 
narrative provided by witnesses or victims.      
 

• “Narrative Trap” where the question or series of questions that 
are asked are constructed in such a way by the interviewer that 
the context or purpose may not be understood completely by the 
suspect who provides an answer that may later become 
incriminating. 
 

• “Word Integration” is when the interviewer integrates words that 
are more dramatic in nature or fit a specific narrative the 
interviewer is attempting to achieve. An example of this would be 
integrating the victim’s usage of the word “hit” to “wacked” or 
“gun” to “weapon”. 
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• “Narrative Integration” is when an interviewer attempts to feed 

specific words, phrases, or idea’s masked through structured 
suggestive questioning to the subject. 
 

• “Narrative Compliance” is when an interviewer attempts to 
control a specific narrative and line it up with the investigators 
theory of how the crime occurred. To do this the interviewer may 
use coercive techniques such as word integration, maximizations, 
minimizations or target vulnerabilities of the individual 
 
 

• Confession Compliance is when a suspect concedes to the 
interviewers suggested narrative by the overwhelming use of 
coercive methods. 
 

• “Blackout Confession”- Is a coercive line of questioning that 
attempts to solicit a confession targeting the vulnerability of 
person’s who are alcoholics or drug users, suggesting they 
committed the crime during a “blacked out”. 
 

• “Timecode Burns” - Timecode burns on video is method of 
transparency to ensure that the video has not been tampered with 
or altered. Although this is just an indication, as audio / video 
editing software is now affordable and accessible to the average 
individual. A true test would be to have the video output 
forensically examined for an “edit footprint”. 
 

• Examples of Enhanced Interrogation Techniques: (Generally not 
used by military or civilian law enforcement in the United 
States or Canada) 

- beating,  
- binding in contorted stress positions,  
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- hooding,  
- subjection to deafening noise,  
- sleep disruption,  
- sleep deprivation to the point of hallucination,  
- deprivation of food, drink, (Common in non-military 

interrogations) 
- withholding medical care for wounds,  
- waterboarding,  
- wall standing 
- sexual humiliation,  
- subjection to extreme heat or extreme cold,  

 

Enhanced interrogation techniques (above) are for the most part 
never used by law enforcement agencies throughout the United 
States. The exception to this, in specific cases, is “sleep 
deprivation”. This may be an issue for example, if an interrogator 
knowingly wakes a suspect, who may be in lock up, in the middle of 
the night while in deep sleep. This may also apply if an interrogation 
commences after a suspect is detained ending a night shift for 
example or excessive unreasonable periods of interrogation style 
questioning. 

 
NOTE: THE ABOVE DEFINITION SECTION IS GENERAL IN 
NATURE AND SHOULD BE USED AS A POINT OF REFERENCE 
ONLY. NOT ALL INFORMATION STATED ABOVE APPLIES TO 
THIS REPORT. 

How To Read This Report 
 
Each interview is broken into sections called ITEMS. Each interview 
will have a technical breakdown which will include relevant technical 
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information on audio or video. You will notice in the report that there 
are different sizes of underlined text BOLDING. The purpose of this is 
to draw attention to specific area’s of the text. The larger the text the 
more important the relevance to the examiners notes. 

 

 
INTERVIEW ROOM CONFIGERATION  
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Examiners Notes & Opinions: 
 

ITEM # 1 – EXAMINATION POLICE REPORT   
 

PAGE 2 – “When Ashley's mother Monica arrived, she became angry 
accusing her of making up stories” 

 

PAGE 6 -- When the officer spoke to Ashley's mother Monica she 
advised him that that an order was filed against her boyfriend Donald 
to keep him away from Ashley. She knew that Donald was too old for 
Ashley and did not want her getting pregnant. The officer writes: " 
Although her recollection was vague my partner and I along with 
Ashley checked all surrounding areas where she could have possibly 
been running from." 

 

They also reveal they took a S.A.R.T rape kit recovered by Stotts and 
placed in evidence. 

 

Report reveals that they transported Ashley to the S.A.R.T center 
where she was interviewed and examined by R.N. Marilyn Stotts. 

 

Officer states that Ashley originally told him and his partner 
she was going to visit a friend named Caitlin. When 
confronted she then changed her story that she was 
visiting her boyfriend Donald and lied because her 
mother would have been mad knowing she was visiting Donald. 
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Ashley states to police that as soon as she felt safe she called her 
boyfriend Donald and his friend Josh which drove her to the Van Nuys 
police station. 

 

NOTES & EXPERT OPINIONS 
It is my expert opinion that Ashley had a motivation to not tell the truth 
about what had occurred. Documentation in the police report verifies 
this was the case. It is also my expert opinion that investigators based 
on this deception should have taken further precautions and vetted 
future information provided to them by Ashley unless corroborated by 
credible information. 

----------------------------------- 

ITEM # 2 – FORENSIC DOCUMENTARY EVIDENCE 
PROVIDED   
 

STOTTS MEDICAL REPORT - FINDINGS 
 

 

ITEM 1 - Assault Related Findings: - No Findings 

ITEM 5 - Examine Vagina and Cervix - No Findings 

ITEM 11 - Rectal Injury - No Findings 
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------------------------- 

KEIR FORENSICS -- FINGERPRINT - EXHIBIT 1 - FINDINGS 
 

1. The three camera's were examined for any preexisting latent prints. 

 

Result:  There were no preexisting latent prints 

 

2. The latent was compared with the exemplar of Jose Juan 
Passalaqua Cil #09831275 

 

Result:  Jose Juan Passalaqua was not the contributor to the 
latent. 
 

------------------------- 

GORDON PLOTKIN REPORT – EXHIBIT 2 - FINDINGS 
 

In the report Dr. PLOTKIN makes reference to the alleged victim 
Ashley O testimony in the preliminary transcript where she admits to 
lying voluntarily stating that she went in the car. She reported that she 
didn't get pulled in and didn't jump out of a window as she initially 
stated. 

 

In the , SARTS examination, there is a report of some self cutting 
episodes by the victim. 
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The report makes reference that there was a suction injury on her 
neck reportedly from her boyfriend. 
 

The Experts report also makes note that there was no evidence of 
trauma and the defendant and co-defendant were excluded in the 
DNA test. 
 

----------------------------------- 

ITEM # 3 – ASHLEY TESTIMONY - PART 1 
 

PAGE 8 LINE 21 - PAGE 9 LINE 15  -leading 
 

 

Q OKAY. 

DID HE GET OUT? 

A NO. HE TALKED WITH ME THROUGH THE WINDOW, 

AND THEN HE G0T OUT. 

Q WHAT KIND OF CAR WAS IT? 

A  A BLUE TRUCK. 

Q AND CAN YOU DESCRIBE IT IN ANY FURTHER DETAIL? 

A A BEAT UP, UGLY, OLD TRUCK. 

Q AND WHEN YOU ,SAY T'RUCK, WAS IT THE KIND OF TRUCK 
WHERE THERE IS AN OPEN PART IN THE BACK? 



15 
 

A NO. IT WAS COVERED. IT HAD A CAMPER.  

Q LIKE A CAMPER SHELL? 

A YES 

Q AND DID IT HAVE ANYTHING UNUSUAL ON IT THAT YOU 
NOTICED 

A STICKERS 

Q DID YOU READ ANY OF THE STICKERS? 

A NO 

Q WHERE WERE THE STICKERS? 

A ON THE GLASS WINDOW 

Q WHICH WINDOW? 

A IN THE BACK 

Q DID THE PERSON WHO GOT OUT, DID HE APPROACH YOU? 

A YES 

------------------------- 

PAGE 10 LINE 8 - 15   leading 
 

A N0, HE JUST SAID THAT I WOULD MAKE A 

PRETTY MODEL. 

Q  IS THAT WHEN HE ASKED YOU ABOUT LOOKING AT 

HIS PORTFOLIO? 
A YES. 

Q DID HE HAND YOU A PORTFOLIO? 



16 
 

A NO. HE WALKED TO THE BACK OF HIS TRUCK. THE 

BACK OF THE PASSENGER SIDE. 

--------------- 

PAGE 12 LINE 22 - 27   why on the floor 
 

 

A THE ONE THAT I IDENTIFIED IN COURT. 

Q OKAY ..NOW, DID YOU GET INTO THE CAR VOLUNTARILY? 

A YES. 

Q AND WHERE DID YOU SIT? 

A ON THE FLOOR IN THE BACK. 
 

--------------- 

PAGE 13 LINE 10 - 21   leading 
 

Q OKAY. 

WHEN YOU ASKED TO GET OUT OF THE CAR, WHAT 

HAPPENED? 

A HE DIDN'T LET ME OUT OF THE CAR. 

Q ALL RIGHT. 

DID ONE OF THEM HOLD YOU IN THE CAR, OR 
RESTRAIN YOU IN SOME WAY? 
A YES. 
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--------------- 

PAGE 18 LINE 12 - 15   leading 
 

Q DID SOMEBODY TAKE YOUR PANTS OFF? 

A YES 

Q WHO WAS THAT? 

A THE SKINNY ONE DID. 

 

--------------- 

PAGE 20 LINE 1 - 8   leading 
 

Q AND WHAT DID HE USE TO TOUCH YOUR VAGINA 

A HIS HAND 

Q DID HE USE A FINGER? 

A YES 

Q DID HE PUT IT INSIDE YOU? 

A NOT AT FIRST 

--------------- 

PAGE 25 LINE 3 - 7   leading 
 

Q WERE YOU ON THE BED AT THAT TIME? 

A NO I WAS SITTING ON IT. 

Q SITTING ON THE BED. 
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AND HE FORCED HIS PENIS INTO YOUR MOUTH 
THAT CORREC'T? 

A YES. 

 

--------------- 

PAGE 25 LINE 3 - 7   lie 
 

Q DID YOU TALK TO THE POLICE 

A YES  

Q DID YOU TELL THEM WHAT HAPPENED 

A YES  

Q DID YOU TELL THEM ANYTHING DIFFERENT THAN WHAT YOU 
HAVE TOLD ME TODAY? 

A YES 

Q WHAT DID YOU TELL THEM THAT WAS DIFFERENT? 

A I TOLD THEM AT FIRST THAT I WAS PULLED INTO A CAR. 
Q AND THAT WASN'T TRUE YOU WENT VOLUNTARILY 

A YES 

Q OKAY WHAT ELSE DID YOU TELL THEM? 

A THAT I JUMPED OUT A WINDOW 

Q AND YOU NEVER JUMPED OUT A WINDOW 

A RIGHT 
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--------------- 

BY MR. FLEISCHMAN 
 

Q DID YOU TESTIFY AS TO HOW OLD YOUR BOYFRIEND IS? 

MS. WINSTON: OBJECTION. IRRELEVANT. 

THE COURT: SUSTAINED. 

THE WITNESS : HE IS NO LONGER MY BOYFRIEND, AND - -  

THE COURT : YOU DON 'T NEED TO ANSWER . 

BY MR. FLEISCHMAN 

Q. HOW OLD IS DAVID THOMAS? 

------------------------- 

 

NOTES & EXPERT OPINIONS 
It is my expert opinion that during examination the narrative was 
provided to Ashley by the State. Based on her deception in the past 
the questions were structured in my opinion so that the sought after 
narrative was provided. This is also the case when it came to asking 
how old Ashley’s boyfriend was knowing there was evidence that there 
was an order preventing THOMAS her boyfriend from having contact 
with Ashley by Ashley’s mother. This line of questioning was not 
allowed by the court which in my expert opinion suppressed critical 
evidence of a motive for Ashley to lie and provide a different narrative 
to police to avoid her mother knowing. Lack of forensic evidence 
shown in this report supports a false narrative provided by Ashley to 
start an investigation in the first place. 
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----------------------------------- 

ITEM # 4 – ASHLEY TESTIMONY - PART 2 
 

PAGE 692 LINE 21 - 18   Condom 
 

 

QUESTION: AND HOW LONG WOULD YOU 

SAY THAT HIS PENIS WAS IN YOUR VAGINA, IF 

YOU KNOW? 

ANSWER: FOUR MINUTES, MAYBE. 

QUESTION: AT THE SAME TIME, THE 

SECOND GUY WAS HOLDING YOU DOWN? 

ANSWER: YES. 

QUESTION: AND THEN, DID HE FINALLY 

TAKE IT OUT ? 

ANSWER: YES 

QUESTION: WAS HE WEARING A CONDOM? 

ANSWER:NO 

 

WITH RESPECT TO THE OTHER INDIVIDUAL, READING 

FROM PAGE 22, BEGINNING AT LINE 11. 
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QUESTION: AND THE OTHER GUY HAD 

INTERCOURSE WITH YOU. IS THAT CORRECT? 

ANSWER: YES. 

QUESTION: AND AFTER HE -- DO YOU 
KNOW IF HE WAS WEARING A CONDOM? 
ANSWER: NO. 
QUESTION: HE WASN'T? 

ANSWER: HE WASN'T. 
 

NOTES & EXPERT OPINIONS 
It is my expert opinion that the testimony above shows that both 
alleged suspects were not wearing condoms yet DNA tests show there 
was no evidence of trauma and both the defendant and co-
defendant were excluded in the DNA test. 
 

----------------------------------- 

ITEM # 5 – DETECTIVE JOHN EUM - PHOTO LINEUP 
SIX PACK 
 

NOTES & EXPERT OPINIONS 
It is my expert opinion EUM talks about using a six-pack photo line up 
however doesn’t go through the process of how Ashly was shown the 
photo cards and what conversations had taken place during the 
selection process. Due to the fact both suspects were not known to 
ASHLEY and she had a history of being deceptive, it is critical to know 
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what conversations took place when investigators were showing 
Ashley the six-pack photo lineup. The reason why this is important in 
my expert opinion, is that the investigators already relied on evidence 
provided by ASHLEY they knew was false and commented on such 
evidence as being false. It is my expert opinion that based on this 
previous history of ASHLEY and the investigators the conversations 
that took place during the selection of the two suspects is critical and 
should not be considered automatically credible based on the 
deception of ASHLEY already confirmed by the Investigators.  

 

PAGE 1229 LINE 1 - 9 - misinformation 
 

REDIRECT  
Q YOU HAVE NO RECOLLECTION AS YOU SIT HERE NOW? 

A MY RECOLLECTION IS THAT SHE -- YOU HAVE TO 

UNDERSTAND, WE HAVE SEVERAL DIFFERENT STORIES OF – 
OF HOW SHE CAME OUT OF THE HOUSE. 
Q OKAY. 

A AND THE RECOLLECTION WAS THAT SHE CAME OUT OF 

THE HOUSE, AND I GUESS THEY -- WHATEVER I WROTE THERE 
IS WHAT I REMEMBERED, IS THEY RAN OUT -- HE -- SHE RAN 
OUT OF THE HOUSE, AND THEY FOLLOWED HER DOWN. 

Q OKAY. YOU DO REMEMBER THAT? 

A YES 
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----------------------------------- 

ITEM # 6 – DETECTIVE SHAPIRO PRELIMINARY 
TESTIMONY 
 

PAGE 44 LINE 1 - 9 --- cross with fingerprint report 
 

A WELL, DURING THE SEARCH WE FOUND CAMERAS AND 

COMPUTER. THE PICTURES WERE EVENTUALLY DOWNLOADED 
FROM HIS DIGITAL CAMERA WHICH WERE PICTURES OF THE 
VICTIM. 

Q IN THE COMPROMISING POSITIONS? 

A VARIOUS SEXUALLY EXPLICIT POSES. 

 
KEIR FORENSICS -- FINGERPRINT - EXHIBIT 1 - FINDINGS 

 

1. The three camera's were examined for any preexisting latent prints. 

 

Result:  There were no preexisting latent prints 

 

2. The latent was compared with the exemplar of Jose Juan Passalaqua Cil 
#09831275 

 

Result:  Jose Juan Passalaqua was not the contributor to the latent. 
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----------------------------------- 

 

(DEFENSE EXHIBIT ''A'', MARKED FOR 
IDENTIFICATION, DNA RESULTS.) 
 

*** Note Ashley had stated they did not use condom*** 

 

PAGE 44 LINE 1 - 9 
 

 

Q DO YOU KNOW THE RESULTS OF THE DNA TEST? 

A YES I DO 

Q ISN'T IT TRUE THAT THE REPORT EXCLUDES JOSE 
PASSALAQUA AS POTENTIAL CONTRIBUTOR TO THE MIXTURE? 

A I WOULD HAVE TO REVIEW MY REPORT TO SEE EXACTLY 
WORD FOR WORD 

Q WELL IN GENERAL TERMS ISN'T IT TRUE THAT THE DNA 
TESTS EXCLUDED THE DEFENDANT FROM POSITIVE RAPE 
RESULTS 
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STATE OBJECTS 

COURT SUSTAINS 

 

Q DID YOU EVER ESTABLISH THAT THERE WAS ANY MALE DNA 
IN THE VICTIMS VAGINA 

 

STATE OBJECTS 
COURT SUSTAINS 

 

NOTES & EXPERT OPINIONS 
It is my expert opinion ONCE AGAIN that an attempt to bring in critical 
exculpatory evidence of DNA testing showing the defendant Jose Juan 
Passalaqua was not a contributor was suppressed by the court. 

 

ITEM # 7 – DETECTIVE SHAPIRO PRELIMINARY 
TESTIMONY 
 

--------------- 

PAGE 1015 LINE 21 - 28 
 

Q OKAY AND DID YOU SHOW THIS BLANKET TO ASHLEY 

A NO. 
Q AND HOW DID YOU DETERMINE THAT THAT WAS 
ASHLEY'S BLACKET? 
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A  BECAUSE SHE SAID THAT WAS THE ONE SHE THINKS SHE 
LEFT BEHIND SHE DIDN'T HAVE IT WHEN SHE LEFT. 
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FINAL COMMENTS AND OPINION:  Upon examination of documents 
and testimony for this report the following is my final opinions: 

 
1. It is my expert opinion there were a significant amount of failures 

by law enforcement during this investigation. It is my expert 
opinion that even with the knowledge that the alleged victim 
Ashley had misled them, then admitting to lying to law 
enforcement about what occurred, they kept using her version of 
events as factual, while having documentary forensic evidence, 
medical, DNA and latent prints not supporting her narrative she 
provided. It is also my expert opinion that had law enforcement 
followed credible evidence which was in plain sight, charges 
would have never been laid against PASSALACQUA as there 
was no credible evidence to support them.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



This forensic opinion report is created as a result of examining specific 

documents provided by the client (stated above). The expert's 

examination notes, opinions and comments provided in this report are 

only based on the documents that were provided to the examiner and 

are in no way representative of the complete case. This report in no way 

offers or represents a legal opinion and thus should not be relied upon 

for that purpose. Criminal Case Consultants Inc. provides analysis on 

the contents of interrogations, witness statements, interviews, court 

testimony, police notes and investigative methods. The comments, 

expert opinions and findings in this report are solely based on supporting 

documentation provided by the client and expert opinions are that of the 

expert. This report is private and confidential, and its distribution should 

be authorized by the author. 

I have reviewed the materials provided for this report and provided an 

expert opinion. 

Brian Leslie 
Forensic Expert 
Coercive Interrogation and Interview Techniques 
Criminal Case Consultants Inc. 
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Th d -tail - , al . · • . . · � rim • - . utlin _ d in the p•relirninary hearing • . .. pt ? 

• 

inclu • her v • tmtaril • ta.ting that she went into the car. She alleged there was a knif P � � • 7'. �

She - •• thats' · didn't get pul.led in and didn'tj11mp out of the window as she bad· � � :
· stated.

In the , ARTS exa111ination, there is a report of some self cutting episodes by the vi an a 
one Vv .. eek ps. chiatric hospitali·zation in 3-04 and treatment with Lexapro ( the antidepressan 
medication). She had an abrasion of 3 mvn in her lip which was not related to the assa: . S e 
had a suction injury ·from neck, reportedly from the boyfriend., and an .abrasion o her •. .... .... � o
11ob1ovvn origin. She had a popliteal (behind the knee) bruise ofunknovvn origin and had shave-. 
pubic hair. There was no evidence of trauma� It is noted that the defendant and codefe • 
were excluded in the DNA test, but there was DNA from an rmidentified mal1e. 

In my interview with the defeI1dant., he had good eye contact, related well,, and bad a go s 
-ofhurnor. He fully tinderstood the voluntary .nature of the interview and the purpose ofm
retention on this case.

. He had never been evaluated by a psychiatrist or a psychologist as an adult, but may ha . e bad 

. ·psychiatric or psychological evaluations as a juvenile. -

He was fully able to outline the prosecution case in this matter�. He· had no significant m • •••

history oth�r than a leg and aim fracture. He has never had head injurie:s, seiz11res., or si •� ... can. 
loss of consciousness. 

He drinks to intoxication at times, b·ut has never had the shakes, DT's, or alcohol withdrawal. 
He has used marijuana at times on the weekends in a recreational manner and occasionally 

·- .th 
• 

al .th b - b -· • th expennients WI •. •. coca1ne, · o:ng WI. _ meLa111p etanune m e p·ast�

In _the last five yea•"S he bas not _used cocaine.. �e has not used me . · phetairiine fot 
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l·fo denied any p. . hoti r mood ymptoms.

H ·· has had s tn • commwlity ollcge aftc n t m.ishing high school. 

H report d his rsion flh· allcg rim . H was interested in the girl (victim), but reported 
that she did not �tat h • n a. minor. II" port d he had made assumptions that she was 18 
., ars ld. he did not t "11 him oth rwi • . H told rne there were no scats in the back of the car 
because it was underg in stomti n of th carpeting. His description of this was entirely 
plausible. 

He alleged the victim told him she was a "stripper." He believed because she wanted him to !P.J:

her in the direction of Gotham City, a strip club be was aware of, that this story was accurat-e. 

He reported during the incident, she was having conversations and argwnents with her boyfrier 
via cell phone. He reported she was interested in his hobby of taking photos. They viewed som-e 
pornography on the computer, and photos. She eventually requested that he drive her home. 

He reported he had complied, dropped her off down the street, because she did not want to give 
him the direct address. He reported she was crying and arguing with her boyfriend on the cell 
phone. 

He reported she willingly participated in the photos, at one point asked him for a condom and she 
willingly participated and may have even been the aggressor to some extent. 

Opinion R�rdmg the Victim and Mitipfung JFactt®n: 

Obviously, ifwe review the SARTS assessment, there is data to suggest that the victim was a 
post-pubescent female with grooming suggestive of older than her stated age. The SAR 
assessment suggests a sexually active individual, or at least a sexually knowledgeable individual, 
replete with suction injuries (hickeys) from the week before, and mostly shaved or closely 
cropped pubic hair. The only evidence of her age possibly was her braces. Her phy ·ca1 
examination was inconsistent with the alleged assault. 

At the very least, this defendant is guilty of poor judgment, but surely his recoll ti n f n 
is plausible and without other data, I am left to conclude that there is no reliable data v hi h 
would confirm the victim's allegations. 

CONFIDENTIAL PSYCHIA TIUC EVALUATION 3 PASSALAQ1UA, JOSIE 



Thank you for the opportunity to evaluate this defendant. Should you have questions, please feel 
free to call me at my office (310) 277-6677. 

Respectfully submitted, 

//� ��;,{9 .__
GORDON PLOTKIN, M.D., Ph.D. 

Dip lorn.ate American Board of Psychiatry and Neurology 

.. 
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Raymond . Anderson, Ph.D., Director 
Lie. No. Psy 1352 

Pacific Professional Associates, Inc. a private non-prom corporation

,fonica altz, Esq. 
Deputy Alternate Public Defender 
14553 Delano treet, Suite 211 
Van uys, California 91411 

Re: Jose Juan Passalaqua 

Dear Ms. Saltz, 

April 15, 2008 

At your _request and pursuant to the appropriate Sections of the Evidence Code, Mr. 
Passalaqua was examined on 1/3/08 and 3/26/08 at Men's Central Jail. Prior to drafting 
this report, I reviewed the following documents: 

1. 1 O pages of Photo Line-up Witness Cards and photos and a I-page City Attorney
Disclosure Statement dated 4/11/07

2. A 7-page Northridge Hospital Medical Center Medicolegal Examination Report
by Marilyn Stotts, RNP-SANE-A, and an 8-page State of California Forensic
Medical Report dated 4/11 /07,

3. a 3-page Northridge Hospital Medical Center Medicolegal Examination Report by
Virginia Gladwin RN, SANE, and a 5-page State of California Forensic Medical
Report dated 4/12/07,

4. 3 and I-page Los Angeles Police Department Property Reports dated 4/12/07,

5. A I-page State of California Department of California Highway Patrol Vehicle
Report dated 4/12/07,

6. A I-page Declaration of Probable Cause, and a 1-page Probable Cause
Determination dated 4/12/07,

7. A 14-page State of California - County of Los Angeles Search Warrant and
Affidavit, dated 4/12/077

8. a 3-page Northridge Hospital Medical Center Medicolegal Examination Report

dated 4/13/07 by Ann Allison, RNC-NP, SANE-A,

9 .. a 3-page Los Angeles Police Department Arrest Report dated 4/11/07 with a 

Booking Approval, 

13746 Victory Boulevard, Suite 211 Van Nuys, California 91401 
Tel (818) 785-4 700, Fax (818) 785-0780 
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10. a 7-page Los Angeles Police Department Investigative Report dated 4/11/07,

11. a 5-page Los Angeles Police Department Follow-up Investigation Report dated
4/13/07,

12. 32 pages of criminal history transcripts,

13. a I-page Los Angeles Police Department Analyzed Evidence Report dated
7/23/07,

14. a 3-page Report of Laboratory Examination dated 8/10/07, and a 4-page Report
dated 8/22/07, and

15. A 52-page Reporter's Transcript of Preliminary Hearing in the Superior Court of
the State of California for the County of Los Angeles on 9/25/07,

16. And a 10-page Superior Court of the State of California for the County of Los
Angeles Arraignment Hearing Information Summary dated 10/29/07.

PURPOSE: Mr. Passalaqua is accused of forcibly raping a 16 year old female in concert 
with his brother. Accordingly, the purpose of the present diagnostic study was to 
generally identify important aspects of the defendant's personality functioning and 
examine them in the light of the offense described in the above documents. The issue of 
Mr. Passalaqua's similarity, or dissimilarity to known habitual rape offenders was a 
special focus of the diagnostic study. Developing disposition options was a related and 
important focus as well. 

DESCRIPTION OF EXAMINATION: The examination included an extensive clinical 
interview and the administration and interpretation of 4 standardized, inventory-style 
psychological tests. Three of these instruments are designed to assess general personality 
functioning that are indirectly related to sexual offense; one is designed to probe aspects 
of personality and sexual functioning issues specific to sexual offending. 

The Thome Sex Inventory is powerful enough by itself to classify, categorize or type 
examinees as to whether they are sexually disordered or not at reasonably high levels of 
confidence. The more agreement between various instruments, however, the more likely 
the resulting diagnostic view is correct. Basically, the final diagnostic determination is a 
synthesis of the test results and the clinical findings. 

DIAGNOSTIC INSTRUMENTS EMPLOYED 

Below, I have listed the names of the various tests or measures administered during this

diagnostic study along with the typical shorthand expressions by which each is also

sometimes known. 
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numb - o r - ear h s I di - •· - to va iou diagnostic gvoups sexual ,,,, .... enders. ocusing 
spe • caJI _ on - , u.at attitude and behavi rs a they do, th1ese tests may be t e most 
po erful m. entory ··tyle d1agno, tic instrument w have in the · ex offense area. 

• y qualifications. specific to rendering ,an opinion on Mr� Passalaqua may be deriv,ed
from the curriculum vita that you already h.av . Briefly·, however, I began my· specialized 
work in the asse,ssm.en� and treatment of sex offender patients] in 1966 when I was 
app·ointed the Chief Psycholo_gist of the Wisconsin - ex Crimes i ·ac1lity. From 1966 to 
1972 it was my responsibil.ity to coord1nate a I the inpatient treatment for identified sex 
offenders in. th.e 1State of Wisconsin. 

• 

At that ·time, I began my experience in the measurement of physiological variables related 
to sexual. arousal or interest. - ince then, I have directed two community treatment 
progra1ns for the outp.atient treatment o these 01ffenders and have .acted as a staff 
psychologist m a third program that served both vi,olent offenders and s - xual off enders. 
Dunng my continuous spec1ali.zation in this field since 1966, I have conducted several 
research projects designed to advance the understanding and improve the asses ·m-nt of 

se.x offender p.at1ents_ 

Basically, the most important task in this type • f examination i - t classify ·_h - offender in 
one of the 2 broad catego,r1es of sexua] offend 1er The cat gori - s ar·e: 

1) The offender that suffers from a specific int mal s · . ual di- order

predispo·sing him to rape offen _ . This se • ual di order is som tim s

referred to as preferentia1 rape disorder.

, 
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_.._ th - • . ' . ,ender s sexual attitudes or ''offense-tolerant' attitudes may 
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Bo. ••. ........ __ · lirucal indications are that Mr. Passalaqua is actually not siroilar to 
ce =.ediated or to situationally mediated rape offenders, in bis personality 

e • . ftm1ctloning. He does not ap,pear to suffer from the narrowly focused 
xual attitud.es and ·interests we see in the typical preference m.ediated rape 

e or does he show evidence of the general p 1ersonality traits we expect to see in 
--�" e s-e. , ,........ • disordered o:ffend.ers,. Unlike most p:reference mediated rape off enders, 

P ...... al.aqua is adequately s,ocially active, has few, if any, intimacy deficits is not 
_ ·c • arl.. self absorbed. and is ass,ertive rather than aggressive o·r 11nass,ertive in his 
oc.&44.& . o· • e • solvmg styl.e. 

o o. this rr,ao show testing or clinical evidenc.e of the personality tr,aits we see in the
. . s-. � .·onal rape offend.er., Especially, he sh.ows no clinical or testing signs of· .e 
e� ressed anger or hostility we almost always see in the situational rape offend,e:r. He also 
.. p to be more self-disciplined and more sensitive to the nghts of others than the 

• cal situati.onal rape offender

"Jbe abo e :· by no means the sam.e as asserting that Mr. Passalaqua is in fa� ..... 
· ongfully accused 1n this case. He may of course be sexually abnonnal and thi

diagr1,ostic study has failed to detect it. In . e more likely e ent that hi • - - ........... and 
, . ersonal fimct1oning falls wi bin broad nonnal limits, he ma ill h · - __
behavior hat 1s unus al and atypical ·for him., e mo t e . • i _ .. _ r • • �..... g 
psychological examination can d no m r than r al _ . a ...... • ne • • •. • � i al
behavior wo . Jd most likely be, not what it co Id b - .nd r an • r _ . .., ............. "'"'"'IJ• 

Despite the inabtli . to shed light n p s · ·bt p - - h · i • thi 

and sexual functioning infonnatio however, can b s ,' . 1 in� dj

way as part of ...... e motivational evide ce .. I gal cases. - • . oul b 
cases where the facts of' the case permit several int1 ·rpretations.
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What follows, is a mo e detail.ed desc !ptio • of t' e defend . t.'s p -t onal'i · fun ti • ning

and a summary o the trai • or attitu.des tha • may hamp .-.r or nhanc hi, J d .. - ... -n o
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interper nal fun ti ning. he conclusions that may reasonably be drawn from these 
finding are al di u ed in th report. The rest of the report is, in other words, the 
d tail d iden on hi h the above summary was based. 

PERSONALITY ONFIGURA TION AND ADJUSTMENT STYLE 

DIAGNOSI : Mr. Passalaqua does not appear to suffer from a clearly diagnosable 
psychiatric disorder of either psychotic or major neurotic proportion. No serious 
psychological abnormalities have been noted in this case. In fact, it would be difficult to 
categorize him according to any of the authoritative diagnostic manuals such as the 
Diagnostic and Statistical Manual of Mental Disorders, Fourth Edition (DSM-IV) or the 
Tenth Revision of the International Classification of Diseases (ICD-10). 

Ordinaril , it is possible to classify the examinee who has committed offenses such as 
those described in this case in one of the less precise, more controversial categories. This 
would be truer, perhaps, for the situational offender than for the preference mediated 
offender. These would be diagnostic categories such as attention deficit disorder, 
adjustment disorder, personality disorder or anxiety disorder. No such lesser category of 
psychiatric disturbance could be defended in this case. This absence of at least an 
attention deficit disorder would, of course, be consistent with the defendant's denial of 
guilt but is should not be viewed as a proof of this denial. 

Assuming a plea or a finding of guilty, however, this absence of sexual or personality 
functioning psychopathology would be a strong indication that any offense behavior this 
man may have committed would most likely be "out of character" and that we may 
reasonably anticipate offense-free behavior during any treatment and supervision period 
making this assumption. 

PERSONAL IDSTORY: Born in Inglewood, California to a united family, Mr. 
Passalaqua was the 3rd of 8 children. There were 5 boys and 3 girls. The children older 
than him are an older brother and an older sister. The children are evenly spaced as to 
age. That is, each child is a year or 2 younger than the preceding child. The mother is 
described as loving and very child oriented. She took the children to school and worked 
with them very closely throughout their childhood. She was also very close to her mother 
and looked out for her mother. The father was described as warm hearted and 
charismatic. Both parents were hard workers and often worked until late, Mr. Passalaqua 
says. The father worked in maintenance and as an aircraft mechanic. The mother worked 
as a clerk or cashier/manager. 

Mr. Passalaqua began elementary school in Inglewood and did well in both reading and 
math, according to his report. Math was not his favorite subject he concedes but asserts 
that his grades in math were reasonably good. When he was about 8 years of age, the 
family moved to Van Nuys and Mr. Passalaqua attended Valerio Elementary School. He 
describes it as a "fun school" where he had a number of friends. He was a ball monitor 
and often stayed after school to participate in playing caroms or sports of various kinds. 
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H d s ribe him If as b in, 11 I od · r in lementary school. J e did well scholastically 
and , n h Id ba 1 a ar. 

H ott nd d R b 11 Fulton Jr. High S ho I. He describes that as also being a fun school 
and n te that h wa 1 f th best runn rs in school. I e believes he ran the mile in 6 
minute when h wa att nding that school. He especially enjoyed the woodcraft class 
and would ta aft r school to in ord r to participate in various projects in the woodshop. 
He had a group of fri nds that participat d with him in various school activities. Again, 
h often stay d aft r school also to pla caroms or to engage in various sports. 

He attended Van uys High chool. By that time, he was very involved in soccer and he 
often played at th school after school hours. During this period, he also belonged to a 
soccer team through a park league. He finally dropped out of school after the 11th grade 
except for attending 2 early periods in the 12th grade. He was having some trouble with 
some of the students that were members of a tagging crew and he felt it was unsafe to 
attend the later classes. He did make up his work at Will Rogers Continuation School and 
in adult school. He finally attended Pierce College for a time. 

After high school, he worked in the film industry as a production assistant for various 
assistant directors or other officials. He did that for about 4 years. He worked for Warner 
Brothers, Kyle Films and Paramount during this period. Primarily, his job was to prepare 
the work for his boss and help in a variety of ways. 

During most of his work history, he has worked in electronic repairs. He repaired or 
serviced cell phones, FAX machines and other electronic equipment for a number of 
employers. He has worked for his present firm for the past 2 ½ years. During most of his 
work career, he worked 2 jobs. He has worked as a tow truck driver and at other 
specialties as a 2nd job. 

RESULTING PERSONALITY STRUCTURE: In searching for a sexual disorder like 
preferential rape disorder, diagnosticians pay particular attention to the early 
developmental period of the offender (the period from birth to roughly 10 years of age). 
There is research evidence to strongly suggest that a dramatic failure in emotional 
bonding to the parents during this period can be associated with various types of sexual 
disorder. Mr. Passalaqua's early developmental period, by contrast, appears to have been 
entirely positive. 

In response to these basically positive early formative and guiding influences, Mr. 
Passalaqua has developed a fairly adaptive set of enduring action dispositions and social 
perception assumptions about his social world. He does value recreation and socializing 
and has an adequate number of friends. Unlike preference mediated rape offenders, he 
accepts himself and has a high degree of self-esteem. His view of himself is not only 
positive; it is also reasonably accurate in its detail. 

His perception of personal boundaries is adequate, or nearly so. This is clinically obvious 
and it is reflected by his rather high scoring in the "improvement desirable" range of the 



Passalaqua 
Page 7 of9 

Ta 1 r J Im on. That is, his s re on this scale was nearly in the "acceptable" range of 
th s al. 

ME T L T T om tim the exist nee of a major mental illness increases 
offi ns potential en in offenders who are not otherwise predisposed to rape offense. 
Mr. Pas alaqua l arl suffi r from no major psychological illness. He denies 
hallu ination and d lusional thinking i n t in evidence. He is oriented to time, place, 
and person and hi verbal pr ducti ns are both logical and sequential. His emotions vary 
within a range lik ly to be appropriate to his sun-oundings and there are no other signs of 
possibl under! ing psychotic disorder. He has a good base of emotional comfort and 
general tability. 

TRAITS, CONFLICTS AND ADJUSTMENT STYLE: Unlike most preference 
mediated rape offenders and even unlike most aggravated situational rape offenders, Mr. 
Passalaqua appears to be an adequately socially active man. This is clear clinically and it 
is also reflected by his adequate scoring on the Active/Social Scale of the Taylor 
Johnson. His scoring on the Social Introversion/Extroversion Scale of the MMPI would 
also place him in the population average group with respect the level of social interaction. 

Unlike most preference mediated rape offenders, Mr. Passalaqua appears to have few, if 
any, intimacy deficits. This is clinically apparent and also corroborated by his reasonably 
high scoring on the Expressive/Responsive Scale of the Taylor Johnson. That is, Mr. 
Passalaqua is able to openly express feelings of warmth and affection toward others and 
is also able to respond appropriately to feelings of warmth and affection directed toward 
him by others. Basically, he is friendly and cordial. He can be talkative and may express 
himself with animation and enthusiasm. 

Unlike preference mediated rape offenders and unlike many situational rape offenders, 
Mr. Passalaqua is not particularly self involved. In fact, his social perception is fairly 
accurate and objective. This is quite apparent clinically and the clinical impression is 
strengthened by his excellent scoring on the Objective/Subjective Scale of the Taylor 
Johnson. 

Both testing and clinical indications are that Mr. Passalaqua defends hi legitimate right 
in emotionally honest ways and without violating the rights of others. Far from adopting 
the insensitive or callously self-serving approach of at least som situational rape 
offenders, indications are that he holds others in respect and is careful to look at problems 
from their point of view in conflict situations. 

We expect to see rather high levels of anger or repressed range in th situational rap 
offender (but paradoxically not necessarily in the preference mediated rape offender). 
Mr. Passalaqua's scoring on the Hostile Scale of the Taylor Johnson and on several scales 
of the MMPI would appear to separate him from this situational rape offender group. 

Mr. Passalaqua's scores on the Thorne Sex
_ I

nventory are well within normal limits and
are very different from those of known, habitual sexual offenders whether the offender is
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f u ntl pr_ ... _,IL. ntial r ituational rap,e offenders will sex.ualize encounters 1n their
Ii '"'� Ll,.,1.1,1.1, ....... o t • utral observ,ers. woul,d agree are sexual only in the minds of the 

, nd t ,. ·her-. was no evidence of this ''oversexualization''' of non-sexual encounters. 
In •. : t - ,. P..-..sala.qua's scoring on the Sex Drive and interes,t Scale of the Thome Sex 

ntory i rather low for a man of 32. 

AL ms,TORY: The mo, t powerful indices of serious and socially dangerous 
• e _ ual psycho pathology are the moist direct ones ( or the ones that are most sexual in
• ature). These would include:

I), the offender's sexual history, 

2.) th.e, details of the ,offense behavior, if confirme,d, 
• 

3) the sexu.al attitude and belief data and

4,) other more direct indicati1ons of sexual arousal pattern. 

Mr Passalaqua',s sexual histo.ry is well within no1rmal limits both as to milestones and as 
to the type of behavior reported .... He began dating at 17. He had a girlfriend for the 1 st

time during that period. He has had. 10 or 15 different girlfriends that he wa serious 
enough about so that he eventually had sexual relations with them. He has alway 
engaged in protected sex, he says, and has been cautious in his sexual conta t .. H ha a 
fiancee though he was having so.me tens,ion with her at the time of hi._ arr t. 

DISCUSSION 

Indicati,ons are clear that Mr Passalaqua s , ual ttitud_.... and hi personality 
functioning are well within bro d n ·rmal limits. h re i littl, if ny imilarity betw en
his sexual and personality functioning and that • ith r p,1• . r - n , m diated or
situational rape of enders. Obviou ly, 'th n rmal fl ct 1nding pr I du.re ar . th ,on -
most likely to lead to a determinatio,n o wl1at ac. ually ccurr d in thi ca . . 
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In this as ther i a """'-n • ·rn , . thi m • . · · r th • all· ged victim's claims 
agai • st Mr Pas·· alaqua ar .. �- te . r ·1 t,. ur . th r is a concern :in the
profession of p_.J ch Io • • and I : her r gardino 1naccurat _ claims especially in the 
area of child or ad I seen · . u,al abuse. These . oncems are , erious · nough t·o have led 
to methods unde,r the g n· ral rubri . of 'tatem ·nt Validity· Analysis that att1empt to 
discern . hich c ai1ns ar- ac,cura ,e an.d. · hich. are n t (Ced rborg & Lamb, 2006·· Vrij 
Akehurst • oukara, & Bull. 2002 •. While there are mixed revie s regarding the accuracy 
of thes.e methods that ha e been de eloped it i cl1nicall · obvious that the metho,d,s. if 
they are effecti - e at all, are mainl. effe,ctiv · . th • oun.g r hildren than the allege,d 
victim in this case., 

With the ounge.r victims false reports are more oft n aused b · dir t _dult i.nfluence or 
by a child s wish to be like another c.hild that i known to ha e been mol • st d. The false 
rep1orts of older children b . contrast tend to ha e o do m r. • · •• th· • r - al £'. ar or 
motivations of the alleg,ed victirns thems I • ·•. om ti-, a ol· .I nt alleg ·d i ·-tim 
will invent in1cidents to escape rejection or pwri hm-nt b adult • ·rt g· ·n fr. dom ·, th,at 
the p.arents are: not inclined t,o pennit., 

On occasion, the ado scent fals r po . r • I i n
them.selves. While there are ps: hologi al m th d 
problems or· e·ven tendencies to bl • •• e oth r . m ado] 
methods ar 1e r fined enough or suffi ien l r ear h d 
reporters from the objecti eon.· s. 

an in 1"-1.-n . t · dra att ·n i n t
tha m 1d nti . 1 If n • pt 
n · , n n f th'-"\'.>""' p • 11 gi'"'-\,,1..1. 
o r liabl di er n i . tl1 als

To preserve the clarit and · qu n o 01mn11ni ..IL&_tion in this r p . ....,., I h • e fj used and 
s111mmarized throu· h ut. Thi r · o ...... n ..... I has 1 • i d th,e discu .. i • i e i ue but

. 

it pennits me t· o"°'· • .. r a mor logi a11 -ohe n description of he comp,lex fa.ctors 
involved in Mr.. Pas· alaqua s as. .. Pl,. as on ac me for any need d speci -1cation, 
clarifi,cation or · la· orati n . 

• 

Sincere!. 

I 

Raymon , E. Ander· o.n Ph.D. 
License. • 11mber P,s I • 2 
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      1-888-400-1309 
 
                    United States 
 
                              1967 Wehrle Drive 
                               Suite #1 - Unit 126. 
                               Buffalo, NY 14221 
                                (347) 298-6135 

 
 

Expert Forensic Services 
Coercive Interrogation & Interview Techniques 

Investigative Methods 
 

EXPERT CV 
 

Brian Leslie is a coercive interrogation & interview techniques expert, with over 14 
years of previous law enforcement experience which includes major case investigation 
and specialized training, as well as a term serving as Chief of Police. Throughout Mr. 
Leslie’s law enforcement career, he has conducted over 2000 interviews with 
witnesses / victims including interrogations. He is regularly retained to examine, 
investigative methods used by law enforcement as well as examine the contents of 
written, video and audio witness / victim interviews, suspect interviews and 
interrogations (audio, video and written transcripts) that were conducted by law 
enforcement and  forensic interviews conducted by child protection service agencies 
in both the United States and Canada. Mr. Leslie has testified and been qualified as 
an expert in Federal, State and Military Courts throughout the United States.  
 
 

 

Canada 
 

10 Milner Business Court  
3d Floor 

Toronto, Ontario M1B 3C6 
(416) 297-7676 
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Brian Leslie 
 

Forensic Expert 
Coercive Police Interrogation & Interview Techniques  

Most Recent Summary of Major Criminal Cases 
Post Conviction & Trial – United States, Canada & U.S. Military 

Providing Expert Testimony & Opinion, Consultation & Forensic Reports 
2014 – 2020 

 
NOTE: This CV may only be distributed with permission of  

Criminal Case Consultants Inc. 
 
Corporate Information 
 
Criminal Case Consultants Inc. 
 
E-mail brian@criminalcaseconsultants.com 
 
www.criminalcaseconsultants.com  
 
 
Our United States Verified Government Contractor Information Military & 
Federal Agencies On:  
 
SAM.gov 
 
DUNS # 243201917 
NCAGE # L0GT8 
IRS # 473501-421 
 
 

 
 
 
 

mailto:brian@criminalcaseconsultants.com
http://www.criminalcaseconsultants.com/
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Policing History 
 
1978 – 1981  Hinton Police Service - Alberta 
1981 – 1982  Luseland Police Service – Saskatchewan 
1982 – 1983  Weyburn Police Service – Saskatchewan 
1984 – 1987  Macklin Police Service – Saskatchewan   
(1985 -1987) Promoted To Chief Of Police 
1987 – 1993  Sarnia Police Service - Ontario 
 
Formal Education  
 
1977 – 1978  Mount Royal College  ( Presently Mount Royal University) – Police 
Sciences 
1978 – 1979  Basic Police Training  - Edmonton Alberta 
   

 
Books Published (Distributed Globally) 
 

• 2012 – Reaction Analysis Profiling 
• 2014 – Deception of a Witness 
• 2016 – Visual Liar 

 
Criminal Case Consultants - 2011 - Present 
 
Expert Consulting & Providing Proprietary Training in “Reaction Analysis Profiling” 
Expert Examination Of Interrogation & Interviews 
Expert Examination Of Investigative Methods 
  
 
Article Contributor  
 

1. LEGAL 360 
 
- Do People Give False Confessions?  All Too Often 

 
2. HUMAN RIGHTS DEFENSE CENTER -- CRIMINAL LEGAL NEWS 

 
 -    The Dominant Witness Theory: How Eyewitness Identification Becomes 
  Flawed -  
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 -        How Coercive Interrogations Can Lead to a False Confession 
 

3. NATIONAL TRIAL LAWYERS 
 
- 3 Ways Coercive Questioning Brings False Confessions, Wrongful 

Convictions 
 
 

4. FORENSIC MAGAZINE 
 

- Expert: Wrongful Convictions Can be Reduced by 30 Percent 
 

 
5. THE FORENSIC GAZETTE 

 
- Police Criminal Investigations Are Commonly Carried Out Using A 

Deductive Method 
 
 
 

KEYNOTE SPEAKER / PRESENTER 
 
 

East Coast Forensic Conference  
 
Topic – “Coercive Interrogation Techniques” – Baton Rouge, Louisiana  
August 9 – 10 , 2018 

 
Minnesota State Public Defenders  
 
(State Conference) Topic – “Coercive Interrogation Techniques” – BRAINERD, 
MN - OCTOBER 10 -12, 2019 
 
Rhode Island Association of Criminal Defense Lawyers  
 
Custodial Interrogations & Electronic Recording – Past, Present & Future 
Issues - THE JOHN J. HARDIMAN MEMORIAL CONTINUING LEGAL 
EDUCATION SERIES Thursday, February 27, 2020 from 1:00 to 4:00 pm  - 
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Contact:  Michael A. DiLauro  -- Assistant Public Defender / Director of Training 
& Legislative Liaison 
 

 North Dakota 
 
 Indigent Defense 2020 Summer CLE Webinar  
 - Thursday June 25, 2020  - Coercive Interrogation & Interview Techniques 2 
 Hour Presentation 

 
Federal Public Defenders – State Public Defenders -  
 
August 2020  - Coercive Interrogation & Interview Techniques 2 Hour 
Presentation 
 
 

 
Local Media Interviews: Case Coverage as an Expert in 
Coercive Interrogation & Interviews  
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Major U.S. News Papers 

 
 
 

 
 

           

                                                      
 
 

                
 
 
 
National Media Interviews: Case Coverage as an Expert in 
Coercive Interrogation & Interviews  
 
 

                                 
 





life as a sexual predator, a characterization that would have virtually ended any chances 
of him having a normal life. 

2. Mr. Leslie's expert assistance aided in restoring justice and fairness in this case, 
making a tremendous positive impact on the life of the 19-year-old CDT Turner and his 
family.
 

mr,!tf�JgNcltl)'(OltlNUMifA!4$U'/ftO 

COLLI NS.OLESEA.145 S 5 29243 :���/;,:;¾Mi::;:,7,7,::••'•0·"""m••·111"-

//originally-signed// 
0,i1t,lflot nu u,u: .,wo1' 

OLESEA ROAN (Collins) 
CPT, JA 
Defense Counsel, Officer in Charge 
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MAJA-TDS 

MEMORANDUM FOR Record 

DEPARTMENT OF TME ARMY 
UNITED STATES MILITARY ACAOCMY 

'!RIAL IJEl'ENSG SERVICES 
THAYER HALL, ROOM 200 

Wl!ST PO!Nl, NY 10990 

7 December 2017 

SUB-JECT: Results of Trial, United Sates v, SPC Audrequoz Evans - Expert­
Consultant/ Expert Witness, Mr. Brian Leslie, Coercive Interrogations Techniques 
Expeti 

1. SPC Evans was accusc➔d and charged with allegedly committing sexual assault of 
one of his friends. SPC Evans was interrogated by a special agent, Special 
Investigation Division (CID), U.S. Anny, and "confessed" to the sexual assault although 
he was a pass-out drunk at that time of the claimed offense. The charges were prefermd 
and referred to a General Court-Martial at Fort Meade, Maryland. The trial took place on 
4 December 2016 through 6 December 2017. SPC Evans was acquitted of all charges 
against him.

2. During the trial, the Military Judge, COL Daniel Brookhart, accepted Mr. Brain Leslie 
as an expert in coercive interrogations techniques.

3. Prior to trials, Mr. Leslie testified at the motions' hearing, when the Defense filed a 
Motion to Compel a production of an expert. After the Judge heard Mr. Leslie's 
testimony at the hearing, discussing the area of his expertise, the Military Judge 
compelled the Prosecution to produce Mr. Leslie as Defense's experlh consultant and a 
possible testifying expert in coercive interrogations techniques.

4. Mr. Lesli01s assistance was invaluable as he was able to break down the techniques 
used by the CID ag(·: mt. As the result of such understanding, the jury did not give any 
weigh to the coerced false confession.
 

OLESEA COLLINS 
CPT, JA 
Defense Counsel 



DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY 
UNITED STATES ARMY TRIAL DEFENSE SERVICE - WEST 

FORT LEWIS FIELD OFFICE 
JOINT BASE LEWIS-MCCHORD, WASHINGTON 98433-5000 

AFZH-TDS-JA  12 January 2019 

MEMORANDUM FOR RECORD 

SUBJECT:  Mr. Brian Leslie Expert-Consultant Assistance in United States v. Williams 

1. I am CPT Marissa K. Dominguez, and currently serve as Defense Counsel at Joint 
Base Lewis McChord, Washington.  I write this letter in support of Mr. Brian Leslie’s 
Expert-Consultant Services in United States v. Williams.  As an Expert in the field of 
Interrogation, Mr. Brian Leslie provided services that were instrumental to the Defense. 
Assisting in all aspects of the case,  Mr. Leslie’s services were greatly appreciated, and 
cannot be duplicated or substituted by any other source.

2. Williams involved allegations in violation of Article 120, of the Uniform Code of 
Military Justice.  The case was referred to a General-Courts Martial and heard in front of 
a mixed panel on Joint Base Lewis McChord, Washington.  During the investigation of 
this case, the Accused was interrogated by CID for several hours and made inculpatory 
statements.  The Defense filed a Motion to Suppress, claiming that CID’s interrogative 
tactics were improper and unlawful.  For this reason, the Defense specifically sought Mr. 
Leslie’s expert services in Coercive Interrogations Techniques, to assist with this 
voluminous complex case.  Mr. Leslie was a consummate professional and a dedicated 
member of the Defense team.

3. Mr. Leslie, assisted the Defense with the preparation of Defense motions, testified in 
Court, and providing alternate theories of defense and case strategy.  Mr. Leslie 
provided detailed reports, and assisted with the drafting of cross-examination questions, 
and provided key points regarding interrogation tactics used by CID, Military Police, 
Investigators, and Police Officers.  Mr. Leslie was very thorough, following through with 
short suspense deadlines, being very responsive, and easily accessible.  His services 
were invaluable.

4. For these reasons, I endorse Mr. Leslie as an Expert-Consultant in Interrogations 
Techniques.

.

MARISSA K. DOMINGUEZ 
CPT, JA  
Defense Counsel  
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United States Military Cases - Army 
 
 
 
2017 – United States v. Audrequez Evans – U.S. Army - General Court Martial 
 
- Sexual Assault, Rape  
– JAG Lawyer: Provided On Request  
- Fort Drum Field Office – Atlantic Region 
- Expert Testimony Provided - Fort Meade, Maryland 
- General Court Martial – December 04, 2017 
- Our File Reference # 1247-c 
– State:  Maryland 
 
 
2017 – United States v. Alejandro Gentry – U.S. Army - Article 15 Proceeding 
 
- Sexual Conduct 
– JAG Lawyer: Provided On Request 
- Fort Drum Field Office – Atlantic Region 
- Expert Testimony Provided - Fort Bragg, North Carolina 
- December 15, 2017 
- Our File Reference # 1261-c 
– State:  North Carolina 
 
 
2018 – United States v. Ean Nacke – U.S. Army -  Summary Proceeding 
 
- Sexual Assault  
– Lawyer: Provided On Request 
- Expert Testimony Provided - Fort Bragg, North Carolina 
- February 2, 2018 
- Our File Reference # 1233-c 
– State:  North Carolina 
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2018 – United States v. Guillermo Batista-Mendez – U.S. Army - General Court 
Martial 
 
- Sexual Assault (3 counts) 
– JAG Lawyer: Provided On Request 
- Provided Forensic Report For Trial 
- Expert Testimony Was Pending March 27 / 2018 & April 9, 2018 
- Examination Conducted – Forensic Report Provided 
- Case Ultimately Settled 
- Fort Bragg 
- Our File Reference # 1268-c 
– State:  North Carolina 
 
 
2018 – United States v. Trevaun Turner – U.S. Army - Summary Proceeding 
 
- Sexual Assault  
– JAG Lawyer: Provided On Request 
- Expert Testimony Provided - Fort Benning, Georgia 
- February 21, 2018 
- Our File Reference # 1271-c 
– State: Georgia  
 
 
2018 – United States v. Ty Moore – U.S. Army -  General Court Martial 
 
- Sexual Assault  
– JAG Lawyer: Provided On Request 
- Expert Testimony Provided – Motion Hearing - West Point, New York 
- June 12-15, 2018 
- Our File Reference # 1291-c 
– State:  New York 
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2018 – United States v. Nathan Smith – U.S. Army - General Court Martial 
 
- Sexual Misconduct 
– JAG Lawyer: Provided On Request 
- West Point, New York 
- April 20, 2018 - Examination Conducted – Forensic Report Provided 
- Case Settled  
- Our File Reference # 1310-c 
– State:  New York 
 
 
2018 – United States v. Monroe – U.S. Army -  General Court Martial 
 
- Sexual Assault  
– JAG Lawyer: Provided On Request 
- Expert Testimony Provided – Motion Hearing – Seattle, WA 
- June 29, 2018 
- Our File Reference # 1349-c 
– State:  Washington 
 
 
2018 – United States v. Mathew Counter – U.S. Army - General Court Martial 
 
- Sexual Assault  
– JAG Lawyer: Provided On Request 
- Expert Testimony Provided – Motion Hearing – Fort Bragg 
- July 12, 2018 
- Our File Reference # 1342-c 
– State:  North Carolina 
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2018 – United States v. SPC Damon Williams Jr.– U.S. Army - General Court 
Martial 
 
- Sexual Assault  
– JAG Lawyer: Provided On Request 
- Expert Testimony - Motion Hearing Oct 22 
– Fort Lewis, Washington 
- Our File Reference # 1360-c 
– State: Washington  
 
 
2019 – United States v. Goodwin – U.S. Army - General Court Martial 
 
- Rape 
– JAG Lawyer: Provided On Request 
- Expert Testimony Provided – Motion Hearing To Compel – Fort Bragg 
- Jan 25, 2019 
- Our File Reference # 1410-c 
– State:  North Carolina 
 
 
2019 – United States v. Anthony Chasse – U.S. Army - General Court Martial 
 
- Rape 
– JAG Lawyer: Provided On Request 
- Examination& Report  For Motion To Compel 
- Our File Reference # 1425-c 
– State:  Fort Belvoir, VA 
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NATIONAL PROFILE CASES 
 
2018 – State Of Iowa v. Cristhian Bahena Rivera 
 
- Case Currently In Progress 
- 1st Degree Murder  
- Trial Date – January 2020 
- Expert Testimony Provided  
- Attorney: Provided On Request 
- Our File Reference # 1408-c 
– State:  Iowa 
- Testified 
 
 
Death Penalty Cases - United States 
 
 
 
2016 - People Of The State Of California v. Hooman Ashkan Panah 
 
- 1nd Degree Murder – Capital Case – Death Penalty 
- Post Conviction– Client: Family 
- Our File Reference # 1071-c 
– State:  California 
 
2019 - People Of The State Of California v. Darnell Hammond 
 
- 1nd Degree Murder – Capital Case – Death Penalty 
- Case In Progress – Testimony Pending 
- Attorney: Provided On Request 
- Our File Reference # 1431-c 
– State:  California 
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Federal Public Defender Cases - United States 
 
 
 
2018 – United States Of America v. Samy Hamzeh 
 
- Federal Gun Charges – Terrorist Related (request details) 
- Case In Progress – Trial Date Not Set 
- Federal Defender Services of Wisconsin Inc. 
- Attorney: Provided On Request 
- Our File Reference # 1320-c 
– State:  Wisconsin 
 
2019 – United States Of America v. Jeremy Campo 
 
- Federal Drug Charges –  
- Federal Defender Services – Tampa Division - Middle District of Florida 
- Attorney: Provided On Request 
- Our File Reference # 1423-c 
– State:  Florida 
 
 
2019 – United States Of America v. Jonathan Bohn 
 
- Federal Drug Charges – Causing death 
- Case In Progress – Trial Date Not Set 
- Expert Testimony Provided November 2019 
- Federal Defender Services – Orlando Division - Middle District of Florida 
- Attorney: Provided On Request 
- Our File Reference # 1430-c 
– State:  Florida 
- Testified 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



14 
 

2020 - United States vs Daniel PEGGS 
 
- Sex Trafficking 
- Attorney: Provided On Request 
- Our File Reference#: # 1462-c 
- State: Wisconsin 
- Federal Public Defenders Office 
 
 
 
State Public Defender Cases - United States 
 
 
 
2018 - The State Of Minnesota v. Timothy Miller 
 
- 1 st Degree Assault  - Greater Bodily Harm 
- Expert Testimony July 30, 2018 
- Public Defenders Office Minneapolis  
- Attorney: Provided On Request 
- Our File Reference # 1293-c 
– State:  Minnesota 
- Testified 
 
 
2019 - The State Of Minnesota v. Juvenile (unnamed)  
 
- Sex offense 
- Public Defenders Office Minneapolis  
- Attorney: Provided On Request 
- Our File Reference # 1390-c 
– State:  Minnesota 
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2019 - The State Of Iowa v. Alicia Ritenour  
 
- Murder  
- Court Appointed 
- Office Of The State Public Defender 
- Attorney: Provided On Request 
- Our File Reference # 1421-c 
– State:  Iowa 
 
 
2019 – The State Of Minnesota v. Richard Diamond Myers Sr. 
 
-  1st Degree Criminal Sexual Conduct 
- Office Of The State Public Defender 
 – Attorney    Provided On Request  
 - Our File Reference # 1427-c  
– State: Minnesota 
 - Testimony Pending   
 
 
2019 – The State Of Minnesota v. Zachariah James Baker 
 
-  Murder in the Third Degree 
-  Murder in the Second Degree; Unintentional Murder 
-  Office Of The State Public Defender 
 - Attorney: Provided On Request 
 - Our File Reference # 1414-c  
– State: Minnesota 
 - Testimony Pending   
 
 
2019 – The State Of Rhode Island v. Francisco Melo 
 
 -  Sexual Assault of a Child 
 – Attorney – Provided On Request 
 - Our File Reference # 1426-c  
– State: Rhode Island 
 - Testimony Pending   
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2020 – The State Of Minnesota v. Adam Travis 
 
-  First Degree Manslaughter of a child 
-  Second Degree Manslaughter 
-  Office Of The State Public Defender 
 - Attorney: Provided On Request 
 - Our File Reference # 1432-c  
– State: Minnesota 
  
 
2020 – The State Of Minnesota v. Nathan McDonald Jr. 
 
-  Murder 
-  Office Of The State Public Defender 
 - Attorney: Provided On Request 
 - Our File Reference # 1434-c  
– State: Minnesota 
 
 
2020 – The State Of Iowa v. Jarett Scharper 
- Sexual Assault 
- Our File Reference #: 1467-c 
- Attorney: Provided On Request 
- State: Iowa 
 
 
2020 – State of Minnesota vs. Robert Louis Canfield 
- Death Related - Case Resolved 
- Our File Reference  File #: 1473-c 
- Attorney: Provided On Request 
- Minnesota Public Defenders Office 
- State: Minnesota 
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2021 – The State Of Colorado vs Jorge Vazquez 
 
- 2nd Degree Sexual Assault 
- Our File Reference #: 1476-c 
- State: Colorado 
- Attorney: Provided On Request 
 
 
United States Cases 
 
 
 
2015 - State Of Texas v. Robert Espinoza 
 
- Capital Murder 
- Post Conviction – Client: Family 
- Our File Reference # 1171-c 
– State:  Texas 
 
 
2016 - State of Florida v. Tamara Taylor 
 
 - Conspire to Commit Organized Fraud, Grand Theft of the 2nd Degree 
- Post Conviction – Client: Family 
- Our File Reference # 1022-c 
– State:  Florida 
 
 
2016 - State of Maryland v. Reginald Love 
 
-1st Degree Murder, Conspiracy to Commit Murder, Attempted 1st degree murder, 
handgun charges ( 2 counts)   
- Post Conviction – Client: Family 
- Our File Reference # 1074-c 
– State:  Maryland 
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2016 - State of Louisiana v. William Felix Vail 
 
- 2nd Degree Murder  
- Post Conviction – Client: Family 
- Our File Reference # 1219-c 
– State:  Louisiana 
 
 
 
 
 
2016 - State of Michigan v. Christopher Winowiecki 
 
- 1st Degree Attempt Sexual Assault, Sexual Criminal Conduct in the 1st Degree (2 
counts), Criminal Sexual Conduct 2nd Degree 
- Post Conviction – Client: Family 
- Our File Reference # 1062-c 
– State:  Michigan 
 
 
2016 - State of Texas v. Arthur Kirven 
 
- Injury To A Child ( 2 counts causing death) 
- Post Conviction – Client: Family  
- Our File Reference # 1099-A-c 
– State:  Texas 
 
 
2016 - State Of Delaware v. James Hamilton 
 
 
- Unlawful sexual contact 1st degree & unlawful sexual contact 3rd degree 
- Post Conviction – Client: Family 
- Our File Reference # 1076-c 
– State:  Delaware 
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2016 - State Of Texas v. Tarik J McIntyre 
 
- Assault Causing Bodily Injury 
- Post Conviction – Client: Family 
- Our File Reference # 1070-c 
– State:  Texas 
 
 
2016 - The State Of California v. Michael Lopez 
 
- Murder 
- Post Conviction – Client: Family 
- Our File Reference # 1066-c 
– State:  California 
 
 
2016 - The State of Florida v. Christopher Douglas  
 
- Robbery with a Firearm 
- Post Conviction – Client: Family 
- Our File Reference # 1080-c 
– State:  Florida 
 
 
2016 - The State of Florida v. Roderick Mathis  
 
- 1st Degree Murder and Armed robbery 
- Post Conviction – Client: Family 
- Our File Reference # 1086-c 
– State:  Florida 
 
 
2016 - The State of Michigan v. Gregory V. Young  
 
- 1st Degree Premediated Murder, Murder 
- Post Conviction – Client: Family 
- Our File Reference # 1072-c 
– State:  Michigan 
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2016 - The State of Texas v. Rudolfo Jr. Munoz  
 
-Wrongful death in custody 
– Client: Family 
- Our File Reference # 1092-c 
– State:  Texas 
 
 
2016 - United States v. Anthoine Plunkett  
 
– (Conspiracy To Murder For Hire) Federal Charge 
- Post Conviction– Client: Family 
- Our File Reference # 1123-c 
– State:  Virginia 
 
 
2016 - The State of Pennsylvania v. Leon Garland 
 
- 1st Degree Murder 
- Post Conviction– Client: Family 
- Our File Reference # 1146-c 
– State:  Pennsylvania  
 
 
2016 - The State Of Louisiana v. Marcus Artis 
 
-  Murder 
- Post Conviction– Client: Family 
- Our File Reference # 1153-c 
– State:  Louisiana 
 
 
2016 - The State Of Texas v. Benny Linenschmidt 
 
- Aggravated Sexual Assault On A Child Under 14 
- Post Conviction– Client: Family 
- Our File Reference # 1077-c 
– State:  Texas 
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2017 - State of Virginia v. Timothy Wright  
 
- 1st Degree Murder  
- Post Conviction – Client: Family 
- Our File Reference # 1024-c 
– State:  Virginia 
 
 
2017 - State of Louisiana v. Lekeithen Harris 
 
 – Attempted 2nd Degree Murder 
- Post Conviction – Client: Family 
- Our File Reference # 1031-c 
– State:  Louisiana 
 
 
2017 - State of Wisconsin v. Kim Gentz 
 
- Stalking 
- Post Conviction 
- Attorney - Provided On Request 
- Our File Reference # 1027-c 
– State:  Wisconsin 
 
 
2017 - State of West Virginia v. Juan Moore 
 
 
- Sexual Abuse by Parent or Guardian (20 Counts) 
- Post Conviction – Client: Family 
- Our File Reference # 1051-c 
– State:  West Virginia 
 
 
2017 - State of Mississippi v. Leo Laurent 
 
- 2nd Degree Murder 
- Post Conviction – Client: Family 
- Our File Reference # 1046-c 
– State:  Mississippi 
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2017 - State of Ohio v. Timothy Hubal Jr. 
 
- Gross Sexual Imposition – Rape 
- Post Conviction – Client: Family 
- Our File Reference # 1053-c 
– State:  Ohio 
 
 
2017 - State of Tennessee v. Kenneth Deangelo Thomas 
 
- 1st Degree Felony Murder  
- Post Conviction – Client: Family 
- Our File Reference # 1068-c 
– State:  Tennessee 
 
 
2017 - The State of California People v. Matthew Worthen 
 
- Murder 
- Assault On A Child Causing Death 
- Post Conviction – Client: Family 
- Our File Reference # 1143-c 
– State:  California 
 
 
2018 - The State Of North Carolina v. Roderick Wyche 
 
- Murder, Statutory Rape, Felony Conspiracy, 1st Degree Sex Offense With A Minor  
– Attorney: Provided On Request 
- Our File Reference # 1220-c 
– State:  North Carolina 
 
 
2018 - The State Of Wisconsin v. Bujanowski 
 
- Child Abuse Case  
– Attorney: Provided On Request 
- Our File Reference # 1322-c 
– State:  Wisconsin 
- Testimony Pending 
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2018 - The People Of The State Of Michigan v. Kevin Waller 
 
- Criminal Sexual Conduct 1st Degree / Extortion 
– Attorney: Provided On Request 
- Our File Reference # 1348-c 
– State:  Michigan 
 
 
2018 - The State Of Texas v. William (Tariq) Lacking 
 
- Capital Murder  (2 Counts)  
– Attorney: Provided On Request 
- Our File Reference # 1361-c 
– State:  Texas 
 
 
2018 - The State Of California v. Lonnie Johnson 
 
- Murder  (1 Count)  
– Attorney: Provided On Request 
- Our File Reference # 1368-c 
– State:  California 
 
 
2018 - Commonwealth of Massachusetts v. Mark Barry 
 
-  Post Conviction 
-  Child Pornography  
– Attorney - Provided On Request 
- Our File Reference # 1396-c 
– State:  Massachusetts 
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2018 – The State Of Texas v. Jason Sorrells 
 
-  Unlawful possession of a firearm, evading arrest, deadly conduct, and nine counts 
of aggravated assault of peace officers, 
- - Post Conviction 
 – Client Family 
-- Forensic Examination Conducted 
- Our File Reference # 1399-c 
– State:  Texas 
 
 
2018 - The State Of California v. Edward Contreras  
 
- 1st Degree Murder 
– Client Family 
-  Post Conviction 
- Our File Reference # 1401-c 
– State:  California 
 
 
2019 - The State Of Ohio v. David Simpson  
 
- 1st Degree Murder 
– Attorney: Provided On Request 
- Our File Reference # 1404-c 
– State:  Ohio 
- Testimony Pending  
 
 
2019 - The State Of Ohio v. Norman Smock  
 
- Sexual Assault / Minor 
– Attorney: Provided On Request 
- Our File Reference # 1405-c 
– State:  Ohio 
 
 
 
 
 



25 
 

2019 - The State Of Arizona v. Robert Navarro  
 
- Aggravated  Assault  
– Attorney’s Provided On Request 
- Our File Reference # 1412-c 
– State:  Arizona 
- Post Conviction  
 
 
2018 – State Of Iowa v. Cristhian Bahena Rivera 
 
- Case Currently In Progress 
- 1st Degree Murder  
- Trial Date – January 2020 
- Expert Testimony Provided  
- Attorney: Provided On Request  
- Our File Reference # 1408-c 
– State:  Iowa 
- Testified 
 
 
2019 - The State Of Texas v. Mauricio Navarrete-Torres 
 
- Capital Murder   
– Attorney – Provided On Request 
- Our File Reference # 1415-c 
– State:  Texas 
 
 
2019 - The People v. Nicholas Lancaster    
 
-  Murder   
– Attorney – Provided On Request 
- Our File Reference # 1413-c 
 – State:   California 
- Testimony Pending  -  
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2019 – The State Of Texas v. Tyler White    
 
-  Sex Assault    
– Attorney – Provided On Request 
- Our File Reference # 1411-c 
– State:  Texas 
- Testimony Pending   
 
 
2019 – The State Of West Virginia v. Andrew Wells    
 
-  Sex Assault with a Minor ( 6 counts )    
– Attorney – Provided On Request 
- Our File Reference # 1419-c 
– State:  West Virginia 
Testimony Pending – 
 
 
2019 – The State Of California v. Francisco Banos 
 
 -  Murder   
 – Attorney – Provided On Request 
 - Our File Reference # 1418-c  
– State:  California 
 - Testimony Pending   
 
 
2019 – The State Of Michigan v. Derek Schummer 
 
 -  Criminal Sexual  Conduct ( 6 count) 
 – Attorney – Provided On Request 
 - Our File Reference # 1420-c  
– State:  Michigan 
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2019 – The State Of Iowa v. Alicia Ritenour 
 
 -  Murder –  
 – Attorney – Provided On Request 
 - Our File Reference # 1421-c  
– State: Iowa 
 - Testimony Pending   
 
 
2019 – The State Of California v. Joseph Duran 
 
 -  Murder –  
 – Attorney – Provided On Request 
 - Our File Reference # 1422-c  
– State: California 
 
 
2019 – The State Of California v. William Bradley 
 
 -  Aggravated Assault –  
 – Attorney – Provided On Request 
 - Our File Reference # 1428-c  
– State: California 
 - Testimony Pending  
 
 
2020 – The State Of Connecticut v. Michael Ranieri 
 
-  Sexual Assault 
 - Attorney: Provided On Request 
 - Our File Reference # 1436-c  
– State: Connecticut 
-Testimony Pending 
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2020 – The State Of Virginia v. Jason KEGLEY 
 
-  Sexual Assault (Child)t 
 - Attorney: Provided On Request 
 - Our File Reference # 1435-c 
– State: Virginia 
- Testimony Pending 
 
 
2020 – The State Of Washington v. Jeevan SINGH 
 
-  Forensic Examination of Investigation into Rape Allegations 
 - Attorney: Provided On Request 
 - Our File Reference # 1438-c 
– State: Washington 
-  Case Did Not Proceed 
 
 
2020 – The State Of Kansas v. Wallace DIXON 
 
-  1st Degree Murder by Arson 
– Client Family 
-  Post Conviction 
- Our File Reference # 1440-c 
– State : Kansas 
 
 
2020 - State Of Colorado v. Sarah Bryne 
 
-Kidnapping 
- Attorney - Provided On Request 
- Our File Reference # 1443-c 
- State: Colorado 
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2020 – The State Of Texas v. Jose Ismael Salvador 
 
- Attempt Capital Murder 
- Our File Reference # File #: 1444-c 
- Post Conviction 
- Client Family 
- State: Texas 
 
 
2020 – The State Of Wisconsin v. Reginald Clytus 
 
- First Degree Intentional Homicide 
- Our File Reference File #: 1447-c 
- Post Conviction 
- Client Family 
- State: Wisconsin 
 
 
2020 – The State Of Michigan v. Lawrence Abela 
 
- CSC 3RD DEGREE 
- Our File Reference #: 1448-c 
- Post Conviction 
- Client Family 
- State: Michigan 
 
 
2020 – The State Of Illinois v. Henry Hopkins 
 
- Murder 
- Our File Reference #: 1449-c 
- Post Conviction 
- Client Family 
- State: Illinois 
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2020 – The State Of New Jersey v. Leonard  Johnson 
 
- Robbery 
- Our File Reference #: 1452-c 
- Post Conviction 
- Client Family 
- State: New Jersey 
 
 
2020 – The State Of Ohio v. Wendell Callahan 
 
- Capital Murder X 3 
- Our File Reference #: 1453-c 
- Post Conviction 
- Client Family 
- State: Ohio 
 
 
2020 – The State Of Wisconsin v. Ronald Morgan 
 
- 2nd Degree Sexual Assault 
- Our File Reference #: 1455-c 
- Post Conviction 
- Client Family 
- State: Wisconsin 
 
 
2020 – The State Of Georgia v. Greg Graham 
 
- Sexual Related Offense 
- Our File Reference #: 1456-c 
- Post Conviction 
- Client Family 
- State: Georgia 
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2020 – The State Of North Carolina v. Dwayne Degraffenried 
 
- Drug Related 
- Our File Reference#: 1460-c 
- Post Conviction 
- Client Family 
- State: North Carolina 
 
 
2021 – The State Of South Dakota vs Marlon Iron Crow 
 
- 2ND Degree Murder 
- Our File Reference #: 1461-c 
- Post Conviction 
- Client Family 
- State: South Dakota 
 
 
2021 – The State Of IOWA  vs SOE TUN 
 
- SEXUAL ABUSE - 3RD DEGREE— 
- Our File Reference #: 1464-c 
- Client Family 
- State: IOWA 
- Attorney :  Provided On Request 
 
 
2021 – The State Of IOWA  vs JARETT SCHARPER 
 
- Sexual Assault 
- Our File Reference #: 1467-c 
- State: IOWA  
- Attorney :  Provided On Request 
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2021 – The State Of Texas vs Jason Hart 
 
- Sexual Assault 
- Our File Reference #: 1468-c 
- Post Conviction 
- Client Family 
- State: Texas 
 
 
2021 – The State Of Texas vs Kira Dodson 
 
- Murder 
- Our File Reference #: 1471-c 
- Post Conviction 
- Client Family 
- State: Texas 
 
 
2021 – The State Of Delaware vs Ronnell JACOBS 
 
- Sexual Assault 
- Our File Reference #: 1472-c 
- Post Conviction 
- Client Family 
- State: Delaware 
 
 
2021 – The State Of New York vs Johnny Hincapie  
 
- Civil Case – Wrongful Conviction 
- Murder 
- Our File Reference #: 1474-c 
- Post Conviction 
- State: New York 
- Attorney : Provided On Request 
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2021 – The State Of Louisiana vs Andrew MOSBROKER 
 
- Pornography (4 counts) 
- Our File Reference #: 1477-c 
- State: Louisiana 
- Attorney : Provided On Request 
 
 
 
Canadian Cases 
 
 
 
2015 - R. v. Shane Lund – Ontario  
 
- Sexual Assault, (multi-count) Possession, Distribution, Manufacturing of Child 
Pornography (multi-count) Bestiality 
– Attorney: Eginhart Ehlers 
- Forensic Consulting Expert – For Trial 
 
 
2015 - R. v. Adam Collins – Ontario  
 
 - Criminal Breach Of Trust, Theft 
– Attorney: Eginhart Ehlers 
- Forensic Consulting Expert – For Trial 
 
 
2015 - R. v. Jordon Lampert – Ontario  
 
- Sexual Assault 
- Attorney: Walter Fox 
- Forensic Consulting Expert – For Trial 
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2015 - R. v.  Nick Fortonato – Ontario  
 
– Fraud Over 1 M 
– Attorney: Provided On Request 
- Forensic Consulting Expert – For Trial 
 
 
2015 - R. v. Troy Ellison – Ontario  
 
– Possession for the Purpose Trafficking  
– Attorney: Provided On Request 
- Forensic Consulting Expert – For Trial 
 
 
2016 - R. v. Andrew Fallows– Ontario  
 
 - Criminal Negligence Causing Death, Impaired Operation Causing Death,  
-Dangerous Driving Causing Death 
– Attorney: Provided On Request 
- Forensic Consulting Expert – For Trial 
 
 
2016 - R. v.  James McNabb– Ontario  
 
 - Possession for the Purpose Of Trafficking , Possession of a Restricted Weapon 
– Attorney: Provided On Request 
- Forensic Consulting Expert – For Trial 
 
 
2017 - R. v. Neil Malick – Ontario  
 
 – Fabrication of Evidence, Attempt to Obstruct Justice 

- Attorney: Provided On Request 
 - Forensic Consulting Expert – For Trial 
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2017- R. v. Ryan Patterson – N.W.T. 
 
 – Assault on a Child 
-Attorney: Provided On Request 
- Forensic Consulting Expert – For Trial 
 
 
2017 - R. v. Kwesi Ellis – Ontario 
 
 – Dangerous Driving Causing Death 
- Dangerous Driving Causing Bodily Harm X 2 
-Attorney: Provided On Request 
- Forensic Consulting Expert – For Trial 
 
 
2018 - R. v. Andrew Lawrence-Bisram – Ontario 
 
 – Human Trafficking 
-  Attorney: Provided On Request 
-  Case Resolved 
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Other Consulting & Forensic Reporting  
 
Some Consulting and Forensic Reviews On Felony Cases, Child Abuse Allegations, 
Death Related Investigations, Police Misconduct Allegations Related To Investigation 
Are Not Listed. 
 
 
Previous Specialized Law Enforcement Training During Police 
Career 1978 - 1994 

 
 

• Analytical Investigative Methods – Anacapa Sciences Inc.  
• Sudden & Suspicious Death & Homicide Investigation 
• Complex Drug Investigations 
• Crime Scene & Evidence Control 
• Police Management – Identifying Misconduct 
• Sexual Assault Investigations 
• Organized Crime – Tracking Proceeds Of Crime 

 
 
 
Research & Education – Law Enforcement 
Training Materials 
 

 
• Essentials Of The REID Technique – Criminal Interrogation and Confessions – Second 

Edition – By John E Reid 
 

• Anatomy of Interrogation Themes – The Reid Technique of Interviewing and Interrogation – 
Second Edition – By Louis C. Sense 

• FM 34-52 Intelligence Interrogation  - US Army Manual 
 

• How To Identify, Interview & Motivate Child Abuse Offenders To Tell The Truth – Second 
Edition – David Buckley 
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Continual Updated Education  
Seminars & Training  

 
National Association Of Criminal Defense Lawyers  (Membership # 95130) 

Classification: Forensic Expert 
1 Hour Seminars 

 
Continuing Legal Education Seminar Training 

Credits   2015 - 2017 
 
 

- Cross The Narcotics Officer – Presenter: Dirk Manoukian 
- GPS, Cellphones – Presenter: Robert Aguero 
- Money Laundering & Rico – Presenter: Dominic Gentile  
- Crossing Informants, Cooperating Witnesses, Snitches & rats 
- Presenter: J.W. Carney Jr. 
- Sexual Assault Cases Involving Children – Investigation & Preparation – Presenter: EG 
Gary Morris 
- Felony Gun Possession – Presenter: Doris Holt 
- Gang Defenses – Presenter: Katherine Corrigan 
- Conspiracy To Commit Murder – Presenter: Robert Jones 
- Self Defense In Homicide Cases – Presenter:  Deja Vishny 
- False Confessions – Presenter: Dr. Antoinette Kavanaugh (Chicago) 
- Child Abuse & Molestation Of A Child – Presenter:  Dr. Rich Kaplan, M.D. 
- Theories, Themes and Storytelling in Sexual Assault Cases – Presenter: Cynthia 
Roseberry 
- The Role Of The Forensic Psychologist in Defending Sex Offender Cases – Presenter: 
Joanne Daley 
- Cross Of The Alleged Rape Victim – Presenter: Professor Herschella Conyers 
- Shaken Baby Syndrome – Presenter:  Keith Findley  
- Voir Dire in Sex Cases – Presenter: Marvin Schechter  
- Interrogation, Coercion and False Confessions- Presenter: Professor Richard Leo 
- False Confessions- Obtaining Clinical Psychological Evidence – Presenter:  Paul 
Casteleiro 
- Working With Experts In False Confession Cases – Presenter: Paul Cateleiro  
- Cross-Examining Law Enforcement In False Confession Cases – Presenter: Deja Vishny 
- Defending Child Pornography Cases – Presenter: Jay Clark & Michael Iacopino 
- Cross-Examination of Child Witnesses – Presenter: Shaun McCrea 
- Conspiracy Allegations In A Drug Case: Evidentiary Implications – Presenter:  Don 
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Samuel 
- Defending Drug Cases : Mail Order Pharmacists, Compounders, Street Crimes 
- Battling 21st Century Surveillance – Presenter:  Hanni Fakhoury 
- Successful Litigation In Cases Dealing With Selective Enforcement& Racial ---Profiling – 
Presenter: Colette Tvedt 
- Sexual Predator Defenses –  Presenter: Robert LeBell 
- Debunking the Prosecutors Claim Of A Drug Conspiracy – Presenter: Thomas Decker  
- Capital Murder, Death Penalty Training – Making The Case For Life 
- Defending Modern Drug Case – 4th Amendment, Suppression, Search Seizure – 
Presenter:  Vincent Savarese 
- Conspiracy Allegations in a Drug Case  
- Street Crimes, Stress and Suggestion: Helping the Jury see what the Witness did not- 
Presenter: Jonathan Rapping 
- Forensic Science, the NAS report and a Case Analysis- Presenter:  Brent Turvey 
- Beating the Assault & Battery Charge – Presenter: Drew Finding 
- Cross a Snitch in a Drug Case – Presenter: Robert Fichinan 
- Self Defense in Homicide Cases – Presenter: Deja Vishney 
- Rodriguez & the Roadside Detention – Presenter: Vincent Savarese 
- From PhaRxm to Table: False Prescriptions, Pill Mills, Doctor Shopping & Pharmacies – 
Presenter: Marcia Shein 
- Cannabis DUI’s – Presenter: Abe Hutt 
- Interpreters & Translators During Auto Stops & Interviews – Presenter: Christopher 
Dupont 
- Forfeiture – Presenter: Steven Kessler 
- Child Pornography Sentencing – Presenter: Larry Matthews & Tracy Sabenow  
- Ethical Online Investigation In The Age of Social Networking & Technology – Presenter: 
Bill Gallagher 
- Effective Use Of Experts In Sentencing  
- Sex Offense Allegations With Jurors – Presenter: Rick Kanmen 
- Making the Case For Life: Mitigation in Capital Cases – Presenter:  N.A.C.D.L 
- Making the Case For Life: Investigation – Capital Cases – Presenter: N.A.C.D.L 
 
 
 
Toronto, Canada - 2017 
 
1 Day Seminar – September 27, 2017 - Rock and a Hard Place: False Guilty Pleas and Wrongful 
Convictions – Presenter:  Innocence Canada 
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Continuing Legal Education Seminar Training 
Credits 
  ( Con’t… ) 

 
 

2017 - 2018 
 
- Self Defense in Homicide Cases – Presenter: Deja Vishny 
- Evaluating Strangulation Evidence – Presenter: Tara Godoy 
- Working With and Crossing the Pathologist in a Gunshot Cases – Presenter: Deja Vishny 
- Voir Dire in Self Defense Cases – Presenter: Eric Davis 
- Eyewitness Identification – Presenter: Ellen Eggers & Scott Fraser 
- Science in Sexual Assault Cases– Presenter: Nellie King 
- Not So Total Recall Memory and Witness Identification– Presenter: Dr. Elizabeth Loftus 
-Suppressing Eyewitness Identifications – Presenter: Paul Rudof 
- The Science of the Mind Sanism, Pretextuality and Mental Disabilities – Presenter: 
Professor Michael Perlin 
- Challenging the Confession of a Mentally Ill Client – Presenter: Dr. Clarence Watson 
- False Confessions in Sex Cases – Presenter: Deja Vishny 
- Forensic Mental Health & the Law – Presenter: Professor Steven Drizin , JD 
- Exposing & Fighting Misconduct in Criminal Cases – Police Misconduct on the Streets– 
Presenter: Colette Tvedt 
- Misconduct in Police Investigations – Presenter: Deja Vishny 
- Mental Aspects Of False Confessions – Presenter: Dr. Antoinette Kavanaugh  
- The Science Behind False Confessions – Presenter: Christine Funk 
- Understanding and Challenging False Confessions – Presenter: Deja Vishny 
- Ethical Use Of Experts – Presenter: Christopher Leibig  
- Defending Cops Accused of Misconduct – Presenter: Richard Jaffe 
- Systematic Police Agency Misconduct – Presenter: Scott Sanders 
- Forensic Lab Fraud – Presenter: Nancy Caplan 
- Investigating Police Misconduct – Presenter: Kevin McClain 
- Brady and Giglio – Presenter: Denis Devlaming 
- Applying the Scientific Method In Fire Investigations– Presenter: Paul Bieber & Len 
Walker 
- Presenting Forensic Evidence At Trial – Presenter: Iris Eytan 
- Understanding Mobile Forensics– Presenter: John Elis 
- Introduction to DNA Mixtures – Presenter: Bicka Barlow 
- Abusive Head Trauma – Presenter: Tara Godoy 
- Drug Recognition Evaluations (DRE) – Presenter: Steve Oberman 
- Firearms & Toolmarks – Presenter: William Tobin 
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- Digital Evidence – Presenter: Doug Carner 
- Fire Investigations – Presenter: Paul Bieber 
- Computer Search Warrants – Presenter: Professor Orin S Kerr 
- Strangulation Evidence – Presenter: Tara Godoy 
- Bitemark Evidence – Presenter: Hon. Christopher Plourd 
- Bloodspatter Evidence– Presenter: Tim Palmback 
- Building a Mental Health Defense – Presenter: John Niland 
- Confronting & Utilizing the Pathologist in Murder Cases – Presenter: Robert Sanger 
- Fighting the Fantasy of Forensics– Presenter: Jose Baez 
- Forensic Pathology & Toxicology– Presenter: Michael Cristalli 
- DNA Database Issues– Presenter: Bicka Barlow 
- Locating, Vetting, Retaining and Using Experts – Presenter: Christine Funk 
- Under the Shadow PTSD – Presenter: Michael Harris 
- Developments in Fingerprint Evidence – Presenter: Simon Cole 
- Time  of Death Calculations – Presenter: Jim Cooney 
- Qualifying Forensic Science Opinions – Presenter: David Kaye 
- Shaken Baby Syndrome – Presenter: Professor Keith Findley 
- Using Forensic Science in Sex Assault Cases– Presenter: Michael Waddington  
- Cross-Examination of Alleged Rape Victim– Presenter: Callie Steele 
- Shining Light on Suggestiveness in Children’s Interviews– Presenter: Dr. Michael 
Brannon 
- Computer Forensics in Child Porn Cases – Presenter: Don Vifer 
- Racial Profiling & the 4th Amendment – Presenter: Juval Scott 
- Conspiracy Law Fundamentals – Presenter: John Cline & Prof. Steve Morrison 
- Criminal Conspiracy: Challenging The Prosecutor’s Darling – Presenter: Prof. Steve 
Morrison and John D. Cline 
- The Future of Conspiracy Law – Presenter: Marjorie Peerce & HON. Jed S. Rakoff & 
Alexandra Shapiro 
- Conspiracy to Defraud the U.S. – Presenter: David Angeli , Scott Frewing & Enu Mainigi 
- The Syllogism of Expert Testimony – Presenter: Prof. Edward Imwinkelried 
- Dealing with Experts and Standards of Admission – Presenter: Charles Sevilla 
- Defending Female Defendants in Sex Cases – Presenter: David House 
Defending Juveniles Facing Sex Offenses – Presenter: Brad A. Meryhew 
- Detecting and Fighting DNA Errors in Sex Cases – Presenter: Prof. Greg Hampikian 
-Deconstructing the Child Exploitation Case – Presenter: John Arrascada 
- Living With the Collateral Consequences of Sexual Assault Convictions – Presenter: 
Michael Iacopino 
- Handling High Profile Cases – Presenter: Marie Henein  
-Improving Sexual Assault Interview Techniques – Presenter: June T. Rodgers 
- Ethical Dilemmas in Sex Cases – Presenter: Juval Scott 
Audrey Moorehead 
-Sexting, Searches and Sentencing in Child Porn Cases – Presenter: J.W. Carney 
-The Rape Shield Statute & Developing Cross – Presenter: Cynthia Roseberry 
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- Voir Dire in Child Sex Cases – Presenter: Kathleen Stilling 
- Home Searches – Presenter: Jennifer Sellitti 
- Drones & Spyware – Presenter: Blasé Kearney 
- 4th Amendment Update – Presenter: Gerald H. Goldstein 
 




	FINAL REPORT--updated--use
	---------signature page--NO DATE
	Gordon plotkin PHSYC--EDIT
	phsyc EVALUATION--EDIT
	CV expert -MASTER -PRIVATE-June 2021
	CV expert -MASTER -PRIVATE-June 2021
	FINAL REDACTED 3 Letters -USE
	ROAN LETTERS --NO PHONE-Turner-Evans
	CV expert -PRIVATE updated--July2 send
	CV-use-Updated May 23 - Private
	CV-use-Updated May 23 - Private
	CV-use-Updated May 23 - Private


	Letter United States v Williams- REDACTED

	CV expert -MASTER -PRIVATE-June 2021
	CV expert -MASTER -PRIVATE-June 2021
	2018 - Commonwealth of Massachusetts v. Mark Barry
	-  Post Conviction
	-  Child Pornography
	– Attorney - Provided On Request
	- Our File Reference # 1396-c
	2018 – The State Of Texas v. Jason Sorrells
	-  Unlawful possession of a firearm, evading arrest, deadly conduct, and nine counts of aggravated assault of peace officers,
	- - Post Conviction
	– Client Family
	- Our File Reference # 1399-c

	CV expert -MASTER -PRIVATE-June 2021
	analytical investigation


