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Can a “non-Fiction” book be a
“real page turner’ and remain
“non-Fiction”?

Does the Author have any
responsibilities?

Do the readers have any
responsibilities?

The Book, “ The Innocent
Man”

The

Innocent

Man

l( )H\
GRISHAM




Place: Ada, Oklahoma--  Pontotoc County

Small town of about 16,000 —%i-ﬂ*/; |
) . £ T !iﬁ_,z
Home of East Central University — 4,000 students P

Part of the “Bible Belt” area

Night Clubs are on the outskirts of town

The Scene
The Coach light - - a local night spot — not “high Class”

The Victim - Debbie Carter, 21, Cocktail Waitress at the
Coach light - - Lived by herself in a 3-room apartment above
a garage.



1982- - The Crime - - December 7 and 8

Debbie Carter was working at the Coach light - has an encounter with Glen Gore.
12:30 AM she leaves the Coach light - seen talking to Gore.

Ron West drops Glen Gore off about a mile from Debbie Carter’s place.

2:30 AM Debbie Carter calls Gina Vietta about a visitor that she was uncomfortable with,
but refused to name the person.

11:00 AM Donna Johnson, a friend, discovers the body, then runs and calls Debbie's
mother.

Debbie's father races over and enters the crime scene and finds Debbie dead.
Then, the Police are called.
The Detectives - Denis Smith and Gary Rogers begin the Investigation

Ron Williamson’s named as vaguely involved mentioned by a former cell mate.



Ronald Keith Williamson, Born February 3, 1953 in Ada, Oklahoma
Baseball Player - Bats Left, Throws Right
1971 Picked by the Oakland Athletics, and started in the minors

1972 season was good, 1973 seasons was rotten.

Williamson's life went into drugs, alcohol, and mental illness - -
Williamson spends time in Jall, is charged twice with rape.

1982 Debbie Carter murdered l @ “|

Williamson’s life continues with drugs, alcohol, mental iliness,
and some jail time.




Ron interviewed on several occasions

Fritz named as a know associate of Ron

Fritz tells police about a near rape involving he and Ron
Williamson and Fritz fail polygraph tests

Glen Gore interviewed and said that he had seen Williamson near the Bar. Never again
any reason to be considered a suspect, until........

Hair samples from Williamson and Fritz determined to be “microscopically consistent” with
hair from crime scene.

A woman, Andrea Hardcastle, tells of a harrowing ordeal with Williamson

Jail Inmates agree to testify about hearing of the involvement of Williamson and Fritz in the
murder



1987 Ron Williamson arrested for murder along with Denis Fritz

1988 Ron Williamson tried and found guilty, and sentenced to death in 1988.
1988 Denis Fritz Tried and found guilty, and given life.

William Peterson is the District Attorney and Prosecutor for both trials

1997 William Peterson starts the DNA process

1999 After, Williamson receives a last-minute stay of execution, 5 days before his
scheduled execution.



1999 DNA results conclusively excluded both men as the source of the semen
found in the victim's body, and

After 11 years on death row, Williamson & Fritz cleared by DNA testing, and set
free.

Ron Williamson and Denis Fritz hearing news of case
dismissal
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Williamson and Fritz law suits are settled for undisclosed amounts

Williamson drifts around, spends some time with his sister, and abusing
alcohol file

2004 Ron Williamson died in a nursing home of cirrhosis five years after
being freed.

His obituary published in the New York Times



2004 - - Author John Grisham reads William’s obituary in The New York Times
and made him the subject of his first “non-fiction+ book,
The Innocent Man, published in 2006.

Author John Grisham-




The Book Trailer




Critical Editorial from the Wall Street Journal---

Bookshelfl ¥ By Joshua Marguis

The Page-Turner as Polemic

ohn Grisham, in his first nonfiction

book, writes abowt the 1387 trial

and sentencing to death of Ron Will-
tamson for the murder and rape five
years earlier of 21-year-old Debbie
Carter. Mr. Williamson's appeliate law-
wer succeeded in getting his conviction
overfurned bassd on claims that his first
trial lywier was inadequate. While prepa-
rations for a new trial were being made
i 1997, mewly available DMNA testing es-
tablished that neither Mr Williamson
nor his friend and co-defendant, Dennis
Fritz, was the killer.

In Mr. Grisham's novels, the charac-
ters usually divide into two groaps: the
good puys caught up in evil conspira-
cies amd the villains who concoct them.
“The Imnocent Man™ is no different.
Thanks o his abundant storyoelling
skills. the author delivers an account
that iz as vivid as the Grisham fictiomnal
fare sold at airport kKiosks—but It is
al=o, alas, just as eversimplified as his
movels, and it distorts the justice sys-
tem in the Same way. Make o mistake,
“The Innocent Man™ —with its blunt sub-
mitke [(“Munder and Injustice in a Small
Town™) and i1 author’s long-professed
zeal to attack capital punishment—is
not simply a legal thriller drawn from
real life. It is a polemic.

: Ron Williamson was a promising
high-school baseball player who in 1971
was A second-round draft chobce of the

By FLobhn Grizhom
{Doubdeday, 350 pages, $38.95)

Cakland A°s. His family and his home-
town, Ada. Okla., shared Mr. William-
s0n's high bopes that he would become
a basaball superstar. But Mr. Willkam-
som =puttered in the minors for a few
seasons befores abandoning his dream
and beginning a slide infto a dissolute
1ife of drinking, drugs and crime. There
were two formal charges of rape in 1978,
neither charge resulting in conviclion.
In a letter (oot mentiomed by Mr. Gri-
shium ) that Mr. Williamson wrote while
om death row to the prosecutor who pat
him thers=, he claimed —apparently tri-
img o illestrate how the justice system
can indeed fail—ihat he bhad gotien
away with one of the rapes.

The crime that semt him fo prison
unjustly was discovered when two of
Debbie Carter's (riends found her in her
apartment in a grisly scene all oo ooim-
moen in sex murders. Police went down
many dead ends while investigating the
cAaze, and after four years it remained
an unsolved killing in & small town — -
til someone pointed a finger at Mr. Will-
iam=on, whoe had frequented a bar

|[ THE INNOCENT MAN

where Ms. Carter
worked. His incriminat-
ing statements and a
strand of hair that
spemed o match his
own  convineed police
that B®r. Willlamson,
along with his friend.
Mr. Friiz, were Debbie
Carter's killers,

One of Mr. Grisham™s
heroes in “The InesceEnt
Man" is high-profile at-
torney and Innocence
Pruoject co-foundear
Barry Scheck (~...and
Barry Scheck was com-
ing te ftown! Scheck™s
fame was growing enor-
meoashy as the Innoecence

The king of the airport kioshks
tachias & real cBse and vividhy
tells only part of the Stor

that Mr. Williamson and
Mr. Fritz had murdered
Debbie.

These altempts o
bring Mr. Gore o jus-
thce, and even the mur-
der of Debbie Carter it-
self, are very much side-
shows in Mr. Grisham's
story. He is muach more
interested in depicting
how  the once-hright
dreams of Ron William-
son wWere destroyed by
plce amd prosecutors
who wene inepl at best
bt reore likely corrupt.
Yoking together the Will-
lamson alfair and the
2001 drug comviction of

Project pulled off one DNA exoneration

after another™). But despite the author™s E

cheerleading for Mr. Scheck’s nvolve-
meent in the Willinmson case, the DNA
testing that set Mr. Williamson free was

an Ada police officer—who was not in-
volved in the murder investigation — Mr.

I Grisham cries: “When will the good

in fact prompted by defense attormey

Mark Barrett and District Attorney Wil-
liam Peterson. Far from bhaving rail-
roaded Mr. Williamson, as Mr. Grisham

implies, Mr. Peterson—the chief prosecua- .

tor in the case —was convimnoed tTeat
testing would. further wvalldate Mr. Will-
inmson’s oomnviction.

The DNA sample turned out o match
that of anocther man, Glen Gore, who
had hung out in the same bars as Mr.
Williamson and Mr. Fritz and who was
in prison on other charges. Mr. William-
son and his co-defendant were fresed in
a highly chorecgraphed media event m

DA -

The one-sidedness of “The Innocent
Man” is a shame, for W0 DERsSOns.
First, because it feeds the popular per-
ception—murtured by Hollywood and the
news media—ihat death rows are teem-
ing with wrongfully convicted men who
Just awalit DNA testing to set them free.

sham missed an opporiunity to el a
well-rounded and perhaps more interest-
ing siory than the one he delivers. The
author is not a journalist, and it shows:
He doesn’'t maintain even a pretense of
detached reporting. He didn't attempt to
get Mr. Peterson™s side of the story,

hearing from the supposedly irme-

April 1999; they sued the gover
agencies involved and settbed in 2002 for
an amount that was rumored to be in
the millions of dollars. Two years later,
Mr. Williamson died of cirrhosis at age
51. Though Mr. Grisham,. publicizing
the ook, has said that Mr. Williamson
“drank himselfl to death.” he suggests
in print that Mr. Williamson™s death
was cansed by medications that the au-
thor wariously claims were overpre-
scribed or denbed to Mr Williamson
while in custody.

Touw would hardily know it from “The
Immcemmt Ban,” but the same district at-
tormey™s office that Mr. Grisham vilifies
for its eagermess to prosecute Mr. Will-
iam=on with shabby ewvidemnce (“it was
remarkable that Bill Peterson. an officer
of the court and charged with the duty to
seek the trsth, could elicit such gar-
bage™) wenl just as earnestly after Glen
Gaore [or Debbie Carter's munder. Prose-
cuiors had fo try Mr. Gore twice; the first
convictbon was overturmed when a judge
ruled that Mr Gore’s defense should
have been allowed to raize the possibliity

P Ible prosecutor might have been
Numinating. Indeed, Grisham
SSEms o have given a wide berth not
only to prosecutors but also to the police
and even to the judge in Mr. Wilkliam-

Opponents of capital punishment
will point to “The Innocent Man™ as
vindication of their views, but it"s o
clear that their cause, in the end, is
well served by Mr. Grisham's heavy-
handed proselytizing. The frecing of
Mr. Williamson and Mr. Fritz was the
result of the legal system’™s checks and
balances; it is characterized by M. Gri-
sham as a lucky ke in the never-end-
Ll'lE battlhe be n pucky defense attor-

and bBloodthirsty prosecuotors.
'-'-'hll:-l?. that outlook might make for fic-
thon that readers just can't put doown, it
misses the fact that in the real workd of
complicated heroes and villains, life
does not imitate art,

Astorix, Ore., fs vioe president of the Na-
Fiomal INStricd Afforneys Associaliom.
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An Editoﬂﬂ‘mﬂ%mﬁmn
highlights probi&hid Wt 2% ook.
One side fits all for Grisham

B 163 namwes make for big book sales, which (8 why a famous
author’s nnme s In lnrger tvpe than the ttle on a bool's cover.
Gr?i?'- hi f‘lr TR {{:lmncriﬂ: ﬁcrjur]:]rxinmti_ll!-gn IIPIT of John
sham. The nove whs op-se author of the 1590504,
ahead of even Stenhen lﬂnzwﬂhmthﬂﬂﬂmﬂﬂm crnies wold .
S0 W nen Lariahnm s anti-capital puanishoment seal necded a new out-
let, hia name was all that was needed when he tumed from Sction
and became a journalist.

Except that Grisham doesn't know the first thing about journal-

ism, s inlly the part about getting the other side of a ;
Grisham's loray into nonfiction centers on Ada, His 2006 gmk
“The Innocent Man: Murder and Injus-

Ry tloe In a Small Town®™ iz less a piece of re-
| Erhnu them an anti-leath pen polem-
+ﬁ| lmif“l*:‘mvirlumndﬂ-nflhehm . it weill

That was true of “Dead Ban Wallcing,™
which was designed to make us hate the
denth pen but in fact showed how a
Icllber's denial of guilt was renounced sy
because he was made 1o pay for his crime,

The “hero”™ of Grisham's story was in-
nocent, although he was convicted of the
1982 rape and murder of Deboranh Suoe

Carter. The book is mainly Ron William-
John Grisham son's story, but he's not the only charae-
:ﬁr' ﬁnutl:ﬂ:-_ruia Pontotoc l‘_"huun:;.r Dlﬂlﬁ
Lormn ill Peterson, who ]
Williamaan and remains in l:|l'.°|!'i|:f-.=l_II sl

“Thee siche of thee story thnt Grishaom refused (o taell was Peterson s,

In an October 20066 op-ad in The Wall Street Journal, Joshua Mar-

ula, viee president of the Mational Disirict Attorneys Association,

nmed Grisham's one-sided “reporting.” Peterson himsell has
started o Web slie to tell the story Grisham ignored.

Poterson nol only prosecuted Williamson but was the
vilees calling for the DNA testing that would exonerate him it
wasn't available at the time of the trial). Marguis noted that the
onc-sldedness of Grisham's book “feeds the popular perception —
nurtured by Hollywood and the news media — that deasth rovws are
Temrernrinnee weal b wernrserf e comuicteed masn whos ot aeoald FARI A ool
i-n%‘tn sct them free,”

srisham also played loose with the fncts. In mail exchanges, Pe-
teraon confronted the author over mistnkes the prosecutor found
in the first foew pages of the book, Grisham®s flippant reply was that
mistakes are “in the nature of nonfiction.”

Yot the ook is essentinlly about mistnkes — the mistaleen con-
wiction, for starters, Glven Grisham’s attitude, how long would he
hatiau a reporter at u-n.t:_.;-nlf the major newspapers whose reviewers

Here"s a fact: No ovidence oxista that an execution in modern
times has taken the life of an innocent man. Willamson and o co-
defendant were sel free not despite the s, but because of It
Crrisham should stick to fiction, no matter atale and formulaic
his work has become.
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The Author’s Interview - - Comments

What inspired you to

write a non-fiction book!




William Peterson

1988 He was the District Attorney who prosecuted
Dennis Fritz and Ron Williamson.

1990 Named Outstanding District Attorney,

Started the first rural Victim Witness Center,

Helped start the first rural Drug Court in Oklahoma
Helped development of a new Domestic Violence Court.
Supported internship programs.

2006 Became the subject of much controversy after the
release of Grisham’s book

2008, retired after 27 years as DA for the 22nd district of
Oklahoma.



1997 DNA Notice Document filed by William
Peterson - - Showing he started the DNA
Process. The'Book:claimed:he did not.
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Scheck Motion 1999. The case was dismissed
on April 15, 1999, The Book claimed Scheck
started the DNA process - -he did not




Peterson’s first letter to John Grisham

WILLIAM N. PETERSON

E% DISTRICT ATTORNEY o
- s [
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Willam ™, Poicr=on
Iharrict Alhormey

Bill's first letter to John Grisham (includes 1997 DNA notice & motion and
Wall Street Journal Article).
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FROM : DAERID0D BODKS FRC MU Tasa@aseIrT

Grisham’s first letter.to. Peterson S Ietter

105 Wesl Witcs Stacct = mmwm

addressing factual issueés in the Book

Ocrober 19, 2006

William N, Peterson

District Attomey

Pontotoc County Courthouse
F. O Box 146

Ada, QK 74820

via o [
Drear Mr. Peterson:

If you've only read 28 pages, how do you know what I've written about Barry
Scheck?

I'm sure you will find more than two errors. Such is the namre of non-Fetion.
Every effort was made to be as accurate as possible, but mistakes are inevitable.

o, I have not stated publicly that Iupﬁnwhesu.eﬂ S0 YOUr SOUTCE i8 WIONE.
However, a lawsuit (or threat of one) per book is about the average,

John

JG:nde



Peterson's Second Letter to Grisham

Oetober 20, 2006

John Grisham
105 West Water Street
Charlottesville, Virginia 22902

Via fax: 434-245-0111

Dear Mr. Grisham,

I appreciate your prompl response. In response to your question gbout how [ know what
you wrote about Mr, Scheck, did you not read the Wall Street Journal s review of your
book that 1 sent you? 1 have now linished your book and find it o be inaccurate in many
areas, accurate in areas, misleading, slanted, and biases. A thought that crossed my mind
upon reading the book that seems to apply to you and your ilk is a quote by Anais Nin:
“We don't see things as they are, we see them as we are.”

You state in your comespondence that my source regarding your expecting 1o be sued was
wrong. My source is you. During your speech atl the Virginia Law School in September
of thiz vear which ic availahle an the internet wvan firet eneal nf havine fo weeso ket
being sued when you write about “real things”. You then state that vou “really went after
the dead”, because the dead cannot sue vou. Later in the speech. you said that “the
prosecutor, who is the real bad guy in the book™ will probably be the first person to sue
you in Movember, because the book comes out in October. Therefore, you are either
forgetful or lose with the truth. There is very little doubt in my mind which one applies.

Having now finished the book, | do not believe your “mistakes are inevitable™ ¢laim can
explain the tolal misrepresentation of some parts of this case. [ will shortly follow up this

letter 10 point out some of your “mistakes™. A
« s
A;‘%aé-; pa% A

William M. Peterson
District Attomey
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Grisham's last response to Peterson

JoHN CGiRISHAM

————

BT L MuIl:Hl!uInHk 'i:-r|-.|;||l bry i
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October 25, 200G

Wil ™. Peteron

Disimct Adomey

Pantetes Connty Courthouse
P. O Box 1448

Ada, OK T4EI0

via to |
Dear Mr. Metérusn

What a parprise! You find the boak misleading and inaccurale. | expected
nodbiag less

I have no desine 16 1o- Bk the facts and bickeor s who's right and who's
wrong. | do not read reviews, fan letions, hate letvers, and [ will read sothing
elise from you

Fave yourzell some tirme.  Lose my poidlress and D namber ll||'

F

T



William N. Peterson District Attorney - Comments

Grisham leaves out other very important facts which give a completely different
meaning to what happened and when.

Grisham misrepresented how the DNA testing came about in 1997 before Mr.
Scheck’s involvement in this case.

Grisham sets out certain facts and events, without saying when they occurred,
and uses these facts to criticize Peterson’s actions.

Grisham did not interview any law enforcement officers involved in the case, and
only interviewed Peterson for thirty minutes



William N. Peterson District Attorney - Comments

Grisham implies that Glen Gore should have been a suspect in Carter’s
murderer, since he was a thug and a known criminal.

In 1982, Gore’s record included an arrest for DUl and resisting arrest, one assault
and battery charge, and one misdemeanor charge.

In 1982, Williamson’s record was much worse, and included two rape charges.
Gore’s charges for violence towards women occurred in 1986 and 1987.

Glen Gore was the murder - - it was confirmed after Williamson and Fritz
were released.



William N. Peterson District Attorney - Comments

Barney Ward - Williams Defense Attorney

Grisham portrayed him as “past his prime.”

During the Williamson trial, he would have been in his mid to late fifties.

Barney Ward died in 2005 in his mid to late seventies.



William N. Peterson District Attorney - Comments
Williamson’s incompetence
Being criminally insane and being incompetent to stand trial are completely different.

Competency to stand trial is whether you can understand the nature of the charges against
you, and are you capable of assisting your counsel in your defense.

Criminal insanity is where you admit that you committed the crime, but were insane at the
time. Being “crazy” is not being “criminally insane.”



William N. Peterson District Attorney - Comments
Hair analysis

Grisham contended that microscopic hair analysis had been known to be unreliable
long before the prosecution of Fritz and Williamson.

In the early eighties, hair identification was considered state of the art.

The defense hired a hair analysis expert, Mr. Bisbing, to redo hair analysis, not to
refute the science as unreliable.

When Grisham wrote his book, hair analysis was passé.



William N. Peterson District Attorney - Comments
Williamson within 5 days of execution

The setting of an execution date is used by the Attorney General’s office not to have an
execution, but to force the appeal.

This is exactly what happened in this case.
In Grisham’s book - - - William’s attorney said, “Look, they’re not going to execute you,

okay? But I'm not going to file an appeal until the last minute. That’s the way we do
things, so the federal judge has no choice but to give you a stay.”



Comments from Denis Fritz - - Regarding his book




The Suit filed: Tuesday, October 2, 2007

Plaintiffs: Pontotoc County District Attorney Bill Peterson and Gary Rogers, a
former OBI agent.

Defendants:

John Grisham, author of “The Innocent Man",

Robert Mayer, author of "The Dreams of Ada”,

Dennis Fritz, author of "Journey Toward Justice®, (one of the innocent men)
their publishers, and

Barry Scheck, co-director of The Innocence Project.

Damages: at least $75,000 compensation and demands a jury trial.



The Claims: Part of the lawsuit claims:

The defendants conspired to commit libel against the plaintiffs and intentionally inflicted
emotional distress upon them.

The defendants used speeches, interviews and simultaneously published three books
in October of 2006.

The Innocent Man contains false and malicious statements, knowingly and recklessly
made to cause harm to the plaintiffs.

Grisham, in a September 2006 speech, referred to Peterson as "the number one bad
guy in this book."



Petersons Attorney stated:

The lawsuit was filed because what was supposed to be a nonfiction book was turned
into more of a fiction book.

Parts of the evidence that would put a totally different light on Bill Peterson was
omitted.

The Grisham book contains many, errors, inconsistencies, misrepresentations,
invented dialogues, speculations, event sequences taken out of order, and assertions
as to who or what should have or could have been know.

It's probably somewnhat difficult for someone to write fiction for years and then write
nonfiction.

Particularly if they have a motive in mind, which we believe the evidence will show, to
impact the issue of the death sentence.



Request for Dismissal: November 29, 2007

Author John Grisham asked an Oklahoma federal court to dismiss a libel lawsuit
Claims for dismissal:

Grisham’s book is core political speech protected by the First Amendment and
representing the highest order of public service by raising awareness about important
social and political issues and bringing to light issues of public concern about the
performance by government officials of their public duties.

Long-established Oklahoma law forecloses any civil liability for criticism of the acts of
public officials, except for any statement that “falsely imputes crime to the officer so

criticized.”

Grisham’s book amounts to constitutionally protected opinion



How do you think the case
was decided?



The Dismissal: September 18th, 2008
Federal Judge Dismisses Libel Lawsuit Against John Grisham

What the Judgment said about free speech and criticism of public officials

Where life and liberty are at stake, the chilling effect of litigation decisively outweigh any
potential harm caused by caustic statements critical of government officials.

For the public officials involved, public criticism is a small price to pay in order to protect
and preserve the first amendment freedoms of expression.

While the plaintiffs may feel the sting of criticism, because of the constitutionality of
political speech, they do not plausibly assert any statement entitling them to relief.

The tone of The Innocent Man, by John Grisham, is one of righteous indignation toward
the unfairness in the criminal justice system and the death penalty.

The plaintiffs allege that the defamatory attacks are motivated by the defendants’ desire
to “further efforts to abolish the Death Penalty.”



The Dismissal: September 18th, 2008
Federal Judge Dismisses Libel Lawsuit Against John Grisham

What the Judgment said about the Responsibility of the readers -

Where the genre of a book is criminal justice non-fiction and the author’s tone is one of
moral outrage and takes a position critical of the public officials involved, ---

the reader is put on notice to expect imaginative expression, rhetorical hyperbole,
exaggeration, speculation and personal judgment by the author.

In other words, the reasonable reader is notified by the subject, format and tone of the
book to expect a substantially true, yet biased account.

In this regard, this court’s reasoning is that these books concerning our criminal justice
system garner the highest federal and state constitutional protection because they are
rationally connected to the authors’ quest for political change. They are political speech



The Dismissal: September 18th, 2008
Federal Judge Dismisses Libel Lawsuit Against John Grisham

Books have been published and speeches/interviews have been
given about this case and about death penalty litigation and its aftermath.

Those books and those speeches/interviews have in turn given rise to the present
lawsuit.

The present lawsuit has prompted motions to dismiss for failure to state a claim.
What two words best describe a claim for money damages by government
officials against authors and publishers of books describing purported

prosecutorial misconduct?

Answer: Not plausible.



Request for Reinstatement: November 8, 2008
Plaintiffs ask court to reinstate Grisham suit

Plaintiffs in a libel lawsuit filed against best-selling author John
Grisham are asking a federal appeals court to reinstate their case.
U.S. District Judge Ronald White dismissed the case in September,
but the plaintiffs have appealed to the 10th U.S. Circuit Court of
Appeals in Denver.

As Of February 23, 2009, there has been no ruling

In 2006, the New York Times published an article written which
discussed the release of the wrongly convicted which concluded that
99.9 % of the felony convictions were proper.



