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PROCEEDINGS

THE COURT: Good morning. Please be seated.

We are on the record in the State versus
Steven Carroll DeMocker. Mr. DeMocker is present with his
attorneys, Mr. Sears and Mr. Hammond. The State is
represented by Mr. Butner and Mr. Paupore. The jury has
returned.

And Dr. Keen is back on the witness stand.
He has been sworn for all proceedings in this matter.

And it's now time for cross-examination. Is
the defense ready to proceed?

MR. HAMMOND: We are, your Honor.

THE COURT: Mr. Hammond.

CROSS-EXAMINATION

BY MR. HAMMOND:

Q. Good morning, Dr. Keen.
A. Good morning.
Q. Doctor, you have been the medical examiner here in

Yavapali County for 29 years?

A. Almost 29 years, yes, sir.

Q. You are retired now at least from official
government service?

A. Yes, sir.
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Q. You also spent 17 years as the medical examiner in
Maricopa County?

A. Six years as an assistant or -- or associate chief
and 14 years as chief.

Q. And some --

A. So basically 20 years in association with the
office in Phoenix.

Q. So if my arithmetic is any good, some of those

years in Maricopa County overlapped with some of the years up

here?
A. Yes, sir.
Q. How did they overlap?
A, The six years before I was chief in Maricopa, I was

still here. I had a continuous span of 17 years in Prescott
and then I had a gap in Yavapai County and then 10 years in
Yavapai County and Yavapai County was overlapping for a
period of time in Maricopa.

Q. Okay. And then by -- by what did you tell us June
of last year, you -- you -- you ended your -- your
contractual relationship with Yavapai County?

A. Yes, sir.

Q. And since then, you've continued to work, but on a
private consulting basis?

A. Primarily consulting work. I frequently have been

subpoenaed by the Maricopa County Attorney's Office to
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present State's case.

Q. In cases that you were involved in before your
retirement?
A. Some cases that I was involved in. The Phoenix

office has lost nine pathologists since 2005, and as those
cases come before the courts, since I am still geographically

in the area, they usually call me down to take care of those

cases.
Q. You received your medical training in New Mexico?
A, Yes, sir.
Q. You also went to undergraduate school in

New Mexico?
A, Yes, sir.
Q. You probably don't know this, but you and I were in

the same college at the same time.

A. That's good.

Q. Good for who?

A. Probably for everyone.

Q. You were —-- you were in college at New Mexico from

1961 to 1965 as an undergraduate?

A. Yes, sir.

Q. I may have served you food in the cafeteria. You
probably don't remember the part about who I am, but I
remember you.

A. I may have even served you food in the cafeteria

Lott Reporting, Inc./928.776.1169




~ o U b w N

(Lo I o]

10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25

because I served in the cafeteria for a couple years too.
Q. Were you the little -- never mind.
You -- you told us that you have done in your

career 12,000 autopsies more or less?

A. Yes, sir.
Q. Those were done I take it almost entirely over the
40-year career that you've been -- been working and serving

as a pathologist?

A. Yes, sir.

Q. Again, arithmetic is not always my strongest suit,
but that would be an average of about 300 autopsies a year,
would it not?

A. It varied some, yes. And some, there were a few
years in the early '90s that was excessive numbers, but most
of the time, I'm running between three and 400.

Q. And you have -- of course as you told us, you have
testified hundreds of times?

A. Yes, sir.

Q. It is probably a pretty good bet that even though
we started at the same time, you've probably testified more
times than I've been examining witnesses.

A. It's possible.

Q. I'1l tell you it's more than possible.

But, Dr. Keen, along the way, you've made

mistakes?
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A. Yes, sir.
Q. Everybody does. Lawyers do. Forensic pathologists

do. And you do.

A. Yes, sir.
Q. It's not a -—— a ——- a mark really against a forensic
pathologist to say that -- that over his career, he may have

made mistakes? You would expect that?

A. Yes, sir. 1It's not unexpected at all.

Q. And indeed you've made mistakes in this case?

A. Yes, sir.

Q. For instance, you were very quick to point out to

us at the beginning of your direct examination that you had
made two mistakes in your autopsy report.

A. And I discovered another one.

Q. We'll get to the other one in a moment.

You -- you told us that -- that in your
autopsy report, you had listed the two contusions on the
right forearm as appearing on the left forearm?

A. Yes. There was contradiction. In the summary, it
was listed on the left, and in the description, it was listed
on the right.

Q. And you know that -- that -- that this left/right
question was actually brought to your attention during a
hearing in this courtroom last October?

A. Yes, sir.

Lott Reporting, Inc./928.776.1169
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Q. And at that time, my colleague, Mr. Sears, who had
the pleasure of examining you that day was the one who
pointed it out to you?

A. Yes, he pointed out one that I had not seen.

Q. And when he pointed it out to you, you immediately

acknowledged that you had made that mistake?

A. Yes, sir.
Q. And then you said when you came to court last week,
you were -- you were good to volunteer that -- that you had

found another mistake?

A, Yes, sir.

Q. And that -- that mistake had to do with abrasions
that you had noted that in your report you indicate occurred
on the left side when, in fact, you pointed out to us that
upon a review of your autopsy report, you -- you concluded
that those abrasions were actually on the right side?

A, Yes, sir.

Q. And so what we have here are two left/right errors,
both of which were acknowledged by you?

A. Yes, sir. And -- and the error is in the report,
not in the observation.

Q. And then after you made that second error and
recognized that you had made it, you went back and reviewed
your work carefully and concluded that those were the only

two clerical errors in your autopsy report and you SO
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testified?
A. I think I probably did, yes, sir.
Q. You testified to exactly that?
A. Yes, sir.
Q. Did you not, Doctor?
A. Yes, sir.
Q. You said that you went back and you reviewed your

report and you concluded that those were the only two errors

you had made?

A. Yes, sir.
Q. And now you're going to tell us that you -- that
you discovered -- since you were here a week ago and

testified, you've discovered a third?

A. Yes, sir.
Q. Tell us what the third error is.
A, In the final paragraph —-- or the final sentence in

the paragraph in the Skull and Cranial Contents, the way
these templates are put together, they're a template and the
deviations from the normal are changed to the abnormals that
you find and the normal sentence pops in and the normal
sentence reads that there are no fractures of the floor of
the cranial vault and in fact there are multiple fractures of
the floor of the cranial vault. And in the copy that I have
on my report, it's actually a strike-out.

But that's -- I don't know what page you have
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there, but on the very last paragraph of the gross autopsy.
MR. HAMMOND: Your Honor, may I approach the
witness, please?
THE COURT: Yes, you may.
BY MR. HAMMOND:
Q. Dr. Keen, I'm going to hand you Exhibit 808, which
is the autopsy report which was introduced through the
prosecution through you last week. Would you tell us on what

page you find that error?

A. Yes. The autopsy --
Q. Would you give me the page number, please.
A. The autopsy page is 8, but there's a Bates stamp

that ends in numbers 559.

Q. 5597

A. And it's the last sentence above Toxicology. It's
actually a stricken sentence in the report. That's in error.
That sentence is not correct.

Q. The sentence which you say was stricken from your
report, but not stricken in the document provided to the
Court and to the jury is a sentence that reads: "There are
no hemorrhages or fractures of the osseous structures of the

floor of the cranial vault."

A. That is the sentence, and that is the incorrect
statement.
Q. Because we know there were fractures?
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A. Yes, sir.

Q. That seems like a slightly more consequential error
than making your left/right errors that you told us about
earlier today.

A, I would agree were it not for the fact that they
are otherwise described.

Q. Okay. And tell us how this error happened. You
said that -- that there is -- is this a standard provision
that appears in your -- in your autopsy reports that was left
in?

A. Yes. That was a sentence that should have been
stricken from the template and it dropped in and was not
caught at the time it was originally typed.

Q. When you say template, there may be members of the
jury who don't know what a template is in the way that you
prepare autopsy reports. What is a template?

A. I have -- and I've even encouraged my staff each
time who have worked. We have a standard male and female and
infant autopsy protocol and that's in part to make sure that
you covered all the issues and you have wording -- and in
many instances, the things that are normally going to say the
same over and over and over again so that when you dictate
the same things over and over and over again, you have a
template that has all these normal things in it.

Then when you dictate the case, whether you're
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doing the transcription or you have a transcriptionist, you
dictate the case and they make the adjustments in those
paragraphs to correlate with what you've dictated. In this
particular case, I did my own transcription, and I just
didn't catch it.

Q. And you didn't catch it when you went back and
reviewed that autopsy report now on several different
occasions? You reviewed -- let me be specific, Doctor. You
reviewed the autopsy report back when you were -- were
conferring with Dr. Laura Fulginiti who you mentioned --

A. Yes, sir.

Q. -- last time and we'll talk more about this
morning? You certainly reviewed it then?

A. Yes, sir.

Q. And, interestingly, you were talking to her about
fractures, so it might have been an occasion on which you
might have looked at that sentence, but I take it you didn't?

A. I didn't.

Q. Okay. You also we know looked at your autopsy
report when you conferred with the law enforcement
representatives who -- who came to you to ask you questions
about -- about possible theories and leads that might be used
in the case?

A, I don't know if we actually looked -- we're talking

about the documents at that point in time, but I had the
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documents, yes.

Q. Let me be more precise. You talked to the
investigators about fractures?

A, I did.

Q. Fractures were important, and we're going to spend
time talking about them today. But you talked to the law
enforcement people about skull fractures and what -- what
possible implications might arise from them?

A, I did.

Q. And in doing so, you referred back -- must have
referred back to your report?

A. Actually, much of that I was referring back to my
memory, but I -- I had -- I had a report available.

Q. Okay. And then -- then we know that in October of
last year, you came to this courtroom and you testified in
one of the pretrial hearings in this case.

A, I did.

Q. Judge Lindberg was then the judge, and this hearing
was held before we actually commenced the trial.

A. That's correct.

Q. And in connection with that hearing, you testified
about your report?

A. I did.

Q. And you went back, and in advance of that

testimony, you looked at it? You must have?
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A. I think so.

Q. Probably did. And as you remember, that hearing
actually went on for two days sort of like what we're doing
today? It wound up being an eight-day break? Do you

remember that?

A. Yes, sir.

Q. Just like this?

A. Pretty much.

Q. This is like a patterned contusion. We're doing

the same thing now that we did back in October, only slightly
differently today, we have a jury.

A. Yes, sir.

Q. But during those days, you had ample opportunity to
look at your autopsy report, and along the way, you corrected
things that you found to be wrong?

A. Yes, sir.

Q. Are there any other errors in your report that

you've identified?

A. I don't think so, but I could stand to be
corrected.
Q. Have you -- now that you've recognized that there

were three errors, have you gone back and taken a further
look at —- at all of the work that you did in this case to
make sure that there might not be any other significant

errors?
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A. To the extent that I can. I'm somewhat limited in
that because I don't have access to the case file. All I

have is my copies, and I did in fact review all of my copies.

Q. And that would include things like photographs?
A. Yes, sir.
Q. Photographs taken and actually there are

photographs taken -- and we're going to talk a little bit
about those this morning -- photographs taken at various

times along the way?

A. Yes, sir.

Q. Okay. We'll cut back and talk about those and --
and look at whether there might have been -- been another
mistake.

But before we do that, I'd like to talk to you
a little bit about something you said last week about using

unsterilized clippers to clip the nails of the victim in this

case.
A Yes, sir.
Q. That too was a mistake?
A It's a procedural error, yes.
Q. It's a —— and with the benefit of hindsight, I

think you would -- you would agree with me that that's --
that's -- we could all call that a bad mistake? It's
certainly poor practice?

A. It was not good practice.

Lott Reporting, Inc./928.776.1169
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Q. Not good practice.

Let's talk about when these clippers were used
and what they were used for. You told us last time that on
the 3Td of July, you conducted an autopsy that began at about
3:45 in the afternoon. That was as -- as you know and as the
jurors all know the day after the horrible death that has
brought us here.

A. Yes, sir.
Q. The -- the autopsy itself in many ways was like
autopsies you've performed thousands of times over the years

in many ways?

A. In many ways.
Q. One of the first things you do in your autopsies is
you —-— you look first for what you call and what we might

call trace evidence; correct?

A. Yes, sir.

Q. You do that before any of the other pretty graphic
things that happen in autopsies occur?

A. Yes, sir.

Q. You do a very full and careful visual scan of the
entire body?

A. Yes, sir.

Q. And you do that because you are looking for
anything that might be evidence, might help law enforcement

find the person or persons who could have had something to do
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with the commission of this crime?

A. Yes, sir.

Q. And that's something you have done and learned way
back from your training in medicine and have done over your
entire career?

A. Yes, sir.

Q. Hard to imagine an autopsy in a homicide case that
wouldn't start out with an examination of the body looking
for trace evidence?

A. You would look, but obviously there's settings in
which the yield of the look is going to be much greater than
others, and so the diligence of that look is going to be
predicated upon the circumstances of the death. For example,
a long-distance sniper shooting, you're not going to have

much in the way of trace evidence.

Q. But this wasn't a long-distance --
A. No.
Q. -- homicide? And you -- you knew that from the

very first words you heard and the first observations you had

of this -- of this woman?
A. Agreed.
Q. So you were looking for the possibility that

there -- there might be -- be evidence that -- that could be
of use to law enforcement?

A. Yes, sir.

Lott Reporting, Inc./928.776.1169
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Q. And by the way, there were —-- there were a good

number of law enforcement people present?

A. Yes, sir.
Q. How many?
A. I —— I don't even know. The report lists most all

the people, but I don't know if that's even all of them. I

know that there were -- there were some more who came and
went who are not listed on the -- on the report.
Q. We'd all be safe in saying that there were at least

six and maybe more?

A. Yes, sir.

Q. These are I call them law enforcement people. I
think you and I both in the vernacular often call them cops.

A, That's fine.

Q. You don't mean that -- when you use that term, you
don't mean it derogatorily?

A. No.

Q. You know that law enforcement people quite often
call themselves cops?

A. I've heard them.

Q. Have you heard them call themselves anything other
than cops?

A. Yes, sir.

Q. I don't want to know about it.

The law enforcement people are there for a
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reason, aren't they?

A. Several reasons really.

Q. One of those important reasons is that they —-
particularly those who are connected with the homicide
investigation itself, they want to learn what they can learn
that might assist them in their investigation?

A. Yes, sir.

Q. That's really the most important reason for them
being there, is it not?

A. I think so, but the implicit within that is not
only the learning of this particular case, but learning in
general for future applications in other cases as well.

Q. So they could actually have a little bit of a
learning experience that might assist them in a future case?

A. Yes, sir.

Q. And that's a good point. It's ~- it's good for the
people in law enforcement to have an opportunity to gain some
experience that they may be able to use to properly solve the
next crime as well as to aid in the resolution of the case
before them?

A. Yes, sir.

Q. And they were, of course, interested in anything
you could tell them or that you could find in the course of
your examination beginning with the examination for trace

evidence?
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(6 2 B S U S O

N

10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25

21

A. I think it's a good assumption, yes, sir.
Q. Okay. When we say trace evidence, we —- we're
thinking about a number of things, and you mentioned some of

them. Hair being one?

A. Yes.

Q. Correct?

A, Yes.

Q. Biological fluids?

A. Sometimes.

Q. Sometimes. And sometimes not?

A. Frequently not.

Q. But certainly blood or skin from -- from a
perpetrator would always be something -- at least in a

homicide that appears to have occurred at close range would
be something you would be looking for?

A. Yes, sir. Attempt to look for it.

Q. We're going to talk some in this trial, have a
little bit already and are going to be talking more about
DNA. Some of us still think of DNA as -- as new science, but
in reality, DNA has been around as part of your career for
about 20 years now?

A. I guess we go back to Watson and Crick. It's
actually a little bit more than that, but the forensic
applications are more in that realm.

Q. Right. Forensic applications in terms of gathering
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at autopsies blood and possible biological product, skin,

epithelial cells, things that you may be able to turn over

for -- for careful microscopic examination?
A. Yes, sir.
Q. But even before we had DNA, we —-- we were always

interested in -- in finding blood that might help us identify
a perpetrator?

A. Yes, sir.

Q. Back in the old days of -- of blood typing, we were
still interested? Might produce something that would be of
use for an investigation?

A. Yes, sir.

Q. And so with that in mind, pathologists -- you and
forensic pathologists across the country as a general matter
have been -- have been on the lookout for -- for evidence and

are concerned about the possibility of contaminating

evidence?
A. Yes, sir.
Q. One thing you don't want to do in any autopsy,

whether it's a long-range shooting or whether it's
hand-to-hand combat, is do something in the autopsy that

might complicate the investigation down the road?

A. Correct.
Q. And so when -- when we think about these clippers,
we —-- we have to think about them in the context of the

Lott Reporting, Inc./928.776.1169
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question whether those clippers might have in some way
contaminated the evidence in this case? And you mentioned
that —--

A. Yes, sir.

Q. -- last time as a possibility.

But I think you know and will agree with us
that the risk of there being any significant contamination in
this case is extremely remote, extremely remote with respect
to those clippers?

A. I can't say that for sure. I -- I would like to

believe that.

Q. Let me ask you some questions.
A. Okay.
Q. I'm sure you would like to believe it, and let's

see what you've done or what you have learned that would
assist you in being able to believe that it is extremely
remote, almost to the point of being beyond the realm of

possibility, that those clippers could have contaminated the

evidence.
You had an assistant; correct?
A. I did.
Q. What was her name?
A. Karen Gere.

Q. Karen Gere is the person who —-- who actually helps

you out and provides to you things like some of the
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instruments that you might use during the course of an

autopsy?
A. Yes, sir.
Q. She also performs other functions for you, both

before and after an autopsy?

A. Yes, sir.
Q. Among those functions is cleaning the instruments?
A. Yes, sir.
Q. Part of her job and part of her job in July of 2008

was to make sure that the instruments that might be used in
an autopsy were clean?

A. Yes, sir.

Q. And how did she do that?

A, We used antiseptics soap solutions, and after any
case that we had performed, we -- we washed all the
instruments.

Let's slow down. We use antiseptic soap?

©

Yes, sir.

We wash the instruments, including the clippers?
No.

You think not?

No. We -- 'cause --

Hang on a second, Doctor.

Okay.

©c » o @ o ¥ o ¥

I'll -- even though you've done more autopsies than
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I've done examinations, you know how this process goes.

A. Yes, sir.

Q. I'1l ask the questions and you can —-- you can
answer them and if there's a question that needs to be
followed up on, the State can do that.

A. Yes, sir.

Q. Have you -- have you conferred with Karen Gere,

your assistant, about these clippers used in this case?

A. I have.
Q. And when did you do that, sir?
A. I think probably the first time was -- it was in

anticipation of or around the time of our October appearance
in court. There probably may even been times before that,
but certainly by then, I had talked to her.

Q. And have you -- have you —— have you talked to her
since then?

A. I talk to her quite frequently, but not

specifically about the clippers.

Q. You're aware that she was interviewed in this case?

A. Yes.

Q. And would you say that she was in error if -- if it
were to turn out to be the case that -- that she said she

regularly routinely washed all of the instruments, including
the clippers, with warm soapy antiseptic water?

A. I think that needs to be amplified.
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Q. Okay. Well, let me ask you another question.
Isn't it also true that -- that Karen Gere was trained and

did actually scrub the instruments?

A. Yes, sir.

Q. That is usually brushed to scrub them?

A. Yes, sir. A little nylon brush.

Q. And so in this case, when you talked about pulling

a pair of clippers out of the instrument drawer, you weren't
thinking about pulling out a pair of dirty clippers?

A. No, sir.

Q. You had no reason to think that those clippers were

anything other than clean?

A. Correct.

Q. They hadn't been sanitized, but they were clean?

A. Yes, sir.

Q. And you also know that -- that after a question was

raised about whether those clippers might not have been
sanitized, an inquiry occurred with respect to whether there
might have been some contamination? You're aware of that,
aren't you?

A. Yes, sir.

Q. You're aware that -- that Karen Gere went back and
looked at other autopsies? Did you know that?

A. I —- I had that conversation with her. She told me

that she did. That's the way that I know that she did.
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Q. She went back and looked at -- at autopsies that --
that could be identified where it was at least possible that
those clippers might have been used?

A. Yes, sir.

Q. And what she found was that there was no occasion
upon which those clippers were used in which there was any
reasonable possibility that DNA from someone in a prior

autopsy could have been transferred to the body of this

woman?

A. I think that's also correct.

Q. Okay. But, nonetheless, I think you recognized
that -- that having clippers that were not sanitized was bad
practice?

A. Yes.

Q. You've already said that.

A. Yes, sir.

Q. And so -- so now those -- those kinds of things

can't happen?

A. I can't say anything that happens today. I have no
knowledge about things today.

Q. Well, even though you have no knowledge of things
that happen today, you told us last week that you were aware
that there is now a protocol in the Yavapai County Medical
Examiner's Office? At least that's what I thought I heard

you say.
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A. No. The -- the only thing relative to clippers,
the -- before I left, we requested that there be packaged,
unopened, fresh clippers to be put into use which would be
the protocol, but I don't know whether that's followed or
not.

Q. And don't -- didn't you also tell us that it was
your understanding that the clippers were used once and then

never used again?

A, That's the practice.

Q. That's what you said.

A. Yes, sir.

Q. And as far as you know, that is now the practice in

Yavapal County?

A. Yes, sir.

Q. So in the course of —-- of giving some thought to --
to whether the use of these clippers might have created a
possibility of contamination, have you investigated the
question with respect to what was found on those fingernails?

A. I've never been supplied the information of what
was found.

Q. Well, you certainly know some of the things about
what was found.

A. Yes, sir.

Q. Let's break it down. You certainly knew that when

you looked at the -- at the right hand of the wvictim, you
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found and you described for us last week a broken fingernail?

A. Yes, sir.

Q. Fractured is the word you used.

A. Yes, sir.

Q. A pretty deep fracture all the way down to -- to
the base?

A. Well, it's the interface of the base of the nail,

in the quick in lay terms.

Q. Right. But it's not the kind of thing that you as
a trained forensic pathologist would look at and say, oh,
that's irrelevant?

A. No.

Q. It looked to you like it was indeed the one thing
and the only thing that you could see that caused you to
think that there could have been a struggle here, a struggle
that went two ways?

A. Other than the defensive injuries, yes.

Q. And we'll come back and talk about the things that
you're talking about as defensive injuries, again, the two

parallel lines on the forearm, the right forearm of the

victim.
A. Yes, sir.
Q. But when you saw the broken fingernail, that caused

you to think that there may have been a struggle, a close

hand-to-hand struggle?
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A. That's a possibility, yes.
Q. In which a -- and it seemed like a reasonable

enough possibility for you to want to pursue it?

A. Yes, sir.

Q. And that caused you to look with care at both
hands?

A, Yes, sir.

Q. And in particular to look with care at -- at the

underside of the fingernails and the top of the fingernails
for that matter?

A. Yes, but I didn't -- I look at them with visual.
I don't examine -- I don't look at them in the microscope.
I just look at them grossly and -- and guide my sampling
based upon what I see.

Q. Well, and you -- you described in your autopsy
report what you saw --

A. Yes, sir.

Q. —-— correct?

And Exhibit 808 when you're talking about

your -- your preliminary evaluation for trace evidence,
you -- you say —-- and this is at the bottom of page 2 of
Exhibit 808 under Trace Findings, you say: "The right hand
ié covered with dried blood, however the left hand has much
less dried blood and swabs are taken of the surfaces of the

left hand, air dried and sealed."
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A. Yes, sir.
Q. "There is dried brown material beneath some of the

fingernails and one fingernail appears to be fractured."

A. That's all correct.

Q. Do you remember seeing brown material?

A. Yes, sir.

Q. A pretty substantial amount of brown material?
A. Yes, sir.

Q. And brown material that as your report suggests

might be more than just blood?

A. I call it brown material. The thing you're worried
about and concerned about is that it's blood, but it could be
more than blood.

Q. It could be more than blood. And one of the
reasons you want to have those fingernails clipped and
preserved is so that a laboratory somewhere, not your
laboratory, but a laboratory somewhere else can -- can look

at those fingernails and do appropriate DNA testing?

A. Yes, sir.

Q. And you know in this case that was in fact done?
A. I understand it was done, yes, sir.

Q. You know that the fingernails on the left hand and

the right hand were clipped and bagged and sent to the
Arizona Department of Public Safety Northern Arizona Crime

Lab?
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A, That's my understanding, yes, sir.

Q. Have you had occasion to look at those fingernails
at all since the day of the autopsy?

A. No, sir.

Q. In your review of materials in preparation for this
case, you haven't look at any of the photographs?

A. No, sir.

Q. Bear with me just a moment.

(Brief pause.)

MR. HAMMOND: Your Honor, might I approach the
witness?

THE COURT: Yes.
BY MR. HAMMOND:

Q. Doctor, I'm going to hand you what we've marked as
Exhibit 2955. And I'm going to tell you that that's a
photograph taken by -- by -- by our team from the evidence in
this case and identified to us as the fingernails of the left
hand.

A. Okay.

Q. Okay. Have you —-- have you any reason to doubt
that what I'm telling you is —-- that it is true, that those

are the fingernails of the left hand?

A. No.
Q. They came off in six pieces. Do you remember that?
A. I'm not surprised, because that's —-- when you make
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the cut across, sometimes you have to make a second cut.

Q. And you can see under these —-- even in this
picture, you can see that there is a fair amount of brown
material?

A. Yes, sir.

MR. BUTNER: Judge, I'm going to object to
that last question and move to strike. He asked the witness
to testify from the exhibit which is not in evidence.

MR. HAMMOND: Your Honor, I move the admission
of Exhibit 2955.

MR. BUTNER: Objection. Foundation.

THE COURT: Sustained.

MR. BUTNER: And my previous objection, your
Honor, on motion to strike?

THE COURT: Overruled.

MR. HAMMOND: Your Honor, because of the
ordering of witnesses in this trial, the testimony of a
witness who would verify that this is in fact a photograph
taken from property in evidence of the fingernails provided
by the State to us will happen at a later time. I can
certainly avow to the Court that -- that in fact that is what
this photograph is.

THE COURT: Mr. Butner?

MR. BUTNER: That's still the same objection,

Judge. This is the first time I've seen this photograph.
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THE COURT: Counsel, I need to have a side
bar.

Ladies and gentlemen, feel free to stand and
stretch while we do this.

And I'll see counsel at side bar. Thank you.

(Discussion off the record.)

THE COURT: Thank you, ladies and gentlemen.

Mr. Butner.

MR. BUTNER: Judge, are we back on the record?

THE COURT: We are back on the record.

MR. BUTNER: Okay. I confirmed the
disclosure, and subject to the avowals of counsel, the State
will withdraw its objection at this time.

THE COURT: It's 2955?

MR. HAMMOND: Yes, your Honor.

THE COURT: 2955 then is admitted.

BY MR. HAMMOND:

Q. See if we can get a little closer look at that.
It's not perfectly in focus, but I think it gives you a
pretty good idea. There —-- there is a good deal of brown
material under there?

A. Yes, sir.

Q. Doctor, I will represent to you that by the time
that this photograph is taken, those fingernails have already

been -- been swabbed one time by the Department of Public
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Safety. And we'll be hearing more about that as the case

goes on. And they eventually are swabbed again by another

laboratory.
A. Okay.
Q. And I know that you've been told that -- that the

results of this swabbing confirmed that there was male DNA
under those fingernails.

A. Again, I understand there's DNA —-- male DNA under
the fingernails. I don't know left or right. I don't know
if these are left or right, but that's sort of a separate
issue.

Q. You know that -- that -- that the DNA found under

those fingernails, and I'll tell you it's the left hand,

turned out to -- to be what is known as evidence item 603.
A. I'1ll accept that. I just don't know that.
Q. Okay. And that -- that -- that that -- that

evidence item turns out to be what's called a full DNA
profile.

MR. BUTNER: Objection, your Honor. He's not
even asking him questions. Counsel's testifying. To form.

MR. HAMMOND: I'm asking him to -- to confirm
that -— I'm sure he knows this. It's inconceivable that --
that he wouldn't know by now.

THE COURT: Sustained as to form of question.

MR. BUTNER: Thank you.
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BY MR. HAMMOND:

Q.
this case?
A.

Q.

for a very long time that that male DNA was found under the

fingernails?

A. Yes, sir.

Q. Fingernails that you clipped?

A. Yes, sir.

Q. You certainly know that?

A. Yes, sir.

Q. You've talked to law enforcement about that?

A. Yes, sir.

Q. On several occasions?

A. I wouldn't say several, but...

Q. Well, you've talked about it with law enforcement
enough to know that there was male DNA found from a -- from

You are aware that -- that male DNA was found in

I have been told that, yes, sir.

And you -- you —-- you certainly know and have known

an unidentified perpetrator?

MR. BUTNER: Objection.

BY MR. HAMMOND:

Q.

And asked and answered and vague and ambiguous.

That you certainly have known for a long time?

MR. BUTNER: Objection. Argumentative, Judge.

He doesn't

even specify which fingernails, whether it's the left or the
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right hand.
THE COURT: Objection is sustained.
MR. BUTNER: Thank you.
BY MR. HAMMOND:
Q. You also know, Dr. Keen, that no DNA from Steve

DeMocker has been found under any fingernail?

A. I'm not aware of any that has been.
Q. And, in fact, you've been told that none was found?
A. I don't know that I've been told that. I have not

seen the DNA results, and so I don't really have an opinion
as to those results.

Q. So something else then that you may not have an
opinion about is whether it is even remotely possible that
the use of an unsanitized clipper could have contributed to
the DNA under the fingernails?

A. No. I could have an opinion about it. If there is
some, that is a possible source of it, yes. But I don't --
without knowing what it is, I don't know what I'm opining on.

Q. When you say it's a possible source, would you
agree with me that it is a very remote possible source?

A. I don't know. I just don't know.

Q. Okay. But you're not going to sit here and tell us
that -- that it's in any way your opinion that this
particular mistake is one that could have compromised the

integrity of this case? You're not going to say that?
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A. The mistake of?

Q. The mistake of using clippers that by your own
statement when you were here before is not the best practice?

A. No, I'm not saying that that caused it.

Q. Okay. And indeed you're not even saying that it
was in any way likely to have been a significant contributor
in this case? You don't think that at all, do you?

A. No. I have some reservations both pro and con.

Q. And -- and part of the reason that you have
reservations is that you know that the practice here was not
the best practice?

A, I agree to that. It was not the best practice.

Q. But we're not talking about clippers that could
have contained some significant amount of biological product
enough so that for instance you could see it? You're not
talking about there being skin or blood or something else
under those clippers when they were pulled out of the drawer?

A. No, I'm not saying that at all.

Q. So if there -- if there was any possible

contamination, we're talking about microscopic contamination?

A. I think that's a fair characterization, yes, sir.
Q. Not visible to the human eye?

A, Correct.

Q. And -- and probably not in an amount large enough

to have been a significant contributor to the very fabulous
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amount of DNA found in this case?
A. Don't know --

MR. BUTNER: Objection to the form of the
question, Judge. Argumentative.

THE COURT: Overruled.

You may answer.

THE WITNESS: I don't know. You've
characterized it -- without knowing the results, I don't know
how to characterize it nor how to interpret it.

BY MR. HAMMOND:

Q. Dr. Keen, when we talk about possibilities and the
possibility of a —- of a mistake or -- or either the -- the
contamination of -- of a -- of a piece of evidence in a case,

you know because you're an experienced professional that --
that mistakes like that can happen?

A. Yes, sir.

Q. But it's -- it's a very rare occurrence in your
experience or in the experience of most forensic pathologists
that -- that an error of contamination results in -- in some
significant error occurring in the course of the case?

A, Yes, sir.

Q. And in your experience, there have been
relatively -- thankfully relatively few of those?

A. I think that's a fair characterization, yes, sir.

- Q. Just before we go on from the -- from the trace
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evidence review, you also were looking at that time for --
for any other evidence that could be collected and passed on

to the scientific laboratory?

A. Other trace evidence? Yes, sir.

Q. Well, in addition to the other categories of trace
evidence.

A, I think we were pretty comprehensive in the typical

things we were doing. We were looking for blood smears. We
look for fingernails. We look for the clippings. We look
for further traces of things that we saw. We collect the
hairs which we saw on the surfaces. And we -- we gathered up
the clothing intact. I'm not sure what else we would be
looking for.

Q. But the -- and so -- so in particular with respect
to -- to items of hair, you did make a special effort to make
sure that insofar as you could see in your close visual
inspection that there might be any hairs on the body, you
collected those?

A. Yes, sir.

Q. And among the hairs you collected, I think you --
you may have said that some of those hairs turned out to be
animal hair?

A, I said to my -- they appeared that they might well
be, but, again, I didn't look under the microscope to make

that final determination.
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Q. And you were never advised later that any of those

hairs either were or were not human?

A. I've not seen any of the trace evidence reports,
no, sir.
Q. And you haven't been told about them in your

conversations with other members of law enforcement?

A. I -—— if I have, I don't recall them.
Q. Before you -- you began doing the things that are
necessarily done in an autopsy, you looked at the -- what you

call lacerations, particularly lacerations of the scalp?

A. Yes, sir.

Q. When you use the word laceration, just so that we
have a common frame of reference, how do you define the term?
A. Well, a laceration is a blunt force injury that
tears and separates surfaces, particularly the skin. It's a
soft tissue injury that is torn. It has several features,

but it's a blunt force impact that has torn it apart.

Q. So you distinguish a laceration, for instance, from
an abrasion?

A. Yes. Lacerations frequently may have abraded
areas. There may be an abrasion on the area. What
characterizes the difference is the breach in the -- in the
substance. If you're talking about skin, the fact that it
tears apart, that makes it a laceration. If it's just

scuffed, it just would be an abrasion.
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Q. Okay. And -- and you have talked about here both

about lacerations and abrasions?

A. Yes, sir.

Q. You referred to the marks on the forearm as
abrasions?

A, Contusions.

Q. And contusions. Thank you.

A. The third category of blunt force injury.

Q. And then you referred to the -- to the head

injuries as lacerations?
A. Yes, sir.
Q. You were -- you were also interested in the course

of your autopsy in fractures to the skull of the victim?

A. Yes, sir.

Q. And indeed in the course of the autopsy, you --
you —-- as you told us last -- last time you were here, you go
through a procedure where -- where after you look at the

lacerations in place, you take at least a preliminary look at

the -- at the bones of the skull itself?

A. Yes, sir.

Q. And that's what you did here first on the 3Td of
July?

A. Yes, I examined both the -- the scalp, the

fractures of the skull, and of the damage to the underlying

brain.
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Q. And -- and we're going to talk a little bit more
about that, but as you -- as you looked at the skull itself
and, of course, in order to look at the skull, you have to
reflect I think the word you used the skin covering?

A. Eventually you do. In this particular case, the
lacerations were sufficiently numerous that I got pretty good
looks before I ever made any alterations in the integrity of
the scalp. It's already -—- I was able to examine and know
that I was dealing with a lot of fractures before I ever did
any manipulation of the scalp.

Q. There were places where you could in fact see the
skull below the lacerations in the scalp?

A. Through the holes in the lacerations.

Q. And you, in fact, noted that on an occasion or two
in your autopsy report?

A. I think so.

Q. And then you -- after making your observations of

those lacerations, you did go forward and to use your word

reflect --
A. Yes, sir.
Q. —-- the scalp?
A. Which means for clarification I had to make an

incision to free it up so I could peel it essentially off the
bone surfaces.

Q. And once you had done that, you found that there
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were significant fractures and you could see them before you
started, but you found there were significant fractures

underneath the layer of skin?

A. Yes, sir.
Q. And one thing that -- that occurred to you at that
time was that —-- that you ought to bring in another

specialist to take a look at these fractures?
A. When we -- when we were doing the exam, yes, we

decided that we could do that as well.

Q. Okay. Who is we?

A. We? I discussed it with —-

Q. Let me get the time again. You're --

A. Okay. We're talking --

Q. —- back on the 34 of July?

A. We're talking July 3T<,

Q. Okay.

A. And in conversations with the Sheriff's Office

investigators and myself, that's when we made the decision to
seek additional input.

Q. And the person from whom you were planning to seek
additional help was Dr. Laura Fulginiti?

A. Yes, sir.

Q. Dr. Laura Fulginiti is someone who specializes in
what is called forensic anthropology?

A. Yes, sir.
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Q. She does other things, but that's her labeled
specialty?
A. She's -- she's recognized as a board-credentialed

forensic anthropologist, yes.

Q. And you've known her and worked with her from time
to time since sometime in the early 1990s?

A. As soon as she got out of graduate school.
Actually, I started working with her very early in her
career.

Q. And you came to have a high regard for the skills
that she possesses and the work she does as a —— as a
forensic anthropologist?

A. Yes, sir.

Q. So you and the officers together made a decision

that you would send the body for further examination to her?

A. Yes, sir.

Q. Now, she's in Phoenix?

A. Yes.

Q. And so you had to make arrangements for the

transportation of the body from Prescott down to Phoenix?
A. Actually, I did the transportation.
Q. You said that last time, and I wondered you
actually did it yourself?
A. I did.

Q. People tell you you shouldn't be so curious as to
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ask a question like this, but how did you do that?

A. Among the vehicles that I own, I have pickup
trucks. And the body was in a body bag, and it was late in
the day, not a matter of environmental situation, so I
transported the body and I took it directly to the Forensic

Science Center and delivered it.

Q. In the back of your pickup truck?
A. Yes, sir.
Q. And then you delivered it personally to

Dr. Fulginiti or no?

A. No. The mechanism is I delivered through the
sallyport of the Forensic Science Center and contacted
whoever was the receiving person, the technicians that were
on duty to receive, and released it to them into the cold
storage area to be reviewed by Dr. Fulginiti. Fulginiti was
not there in the evening at the time I released it so it
was -- it was cataloged in as a routine admission to her area
of the morgue.

Q. And -- and what you were hoping was that she would

then be able to look at the fractures of the —-- of the skull

and be able to -- to do a reconstruction?
A. Yes, sir.
Q. So that she could -- could assist you in -- in

determining anything you could find out, but particularly

information about -- about what might have caused those
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fractures?
A. Yes, sir.
Q. But it didn't work out at this time that -- that

she would do the examination?

A. That's correct.

Q. Instead, the -- the body of the victim was brought
back to Yavapai County?

A. Yes, the body was returned to Yavapai County
arranged with APT, our transport service, to make the
transport back to Prescott.

Q. Can you tell us what the reason was why the
examination was not done at that time?

A. No.

Q. Did it have something to do with what you might
call the delays that sometimes occur in bureaucracies?

A, I won't opine, but I was never told why. I was
just told what. And since I was not told why, I won't make
an opinion as to why.

Q. Because we know later, you had -- had a very good
number of conversations with Dr. Fulginiti?

A, We've always been friendly.

Q. And later, we know that —-- that she did some
significant work in this case?

A. Yes, sir.

Q. And you've reviewed the product of that work?
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A. I have.

Q. But when the -- when the body of the victim was
taken down by you and then brought back, by that time,
nothing by way of a reconstruction had been done?

A, That is correct.

Q. And you thought that doing some kind of
reconstruction at some point would be an important thing
because of your views about -- about the things you can learn
from fractures?

A. Yes, sir.

Q. And indeed it's your opinion as you stated here
last week or the last time that you were here that you think
sometimes the -- the skull itself can be more important at

least in terms of communicating evidence than the lacerations

on the -- on the scalp themselves?
A. Yes, sir.
Q. And so you -- you were of a mind and the law

enforcement people that you conferred with were of a mind

that it would be a good thing to do a reconstruction?

A Yes, sir.
0. But it hadn't been done?
A It had not been done.

Q. Okay. And then on the 15th of July, several of

those law enforcement people up here contacted you?

A. Actually, it turned out to be the 14th,
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Q. Is it the 14th?
A. Yes, sir.
Q. This is the debate we had last time about the

precise date.

A. I didn't know the date. 1In the interim, I pulled
my own photos and the photos actually bear a number and they
bear the date and it's dated July 14th,

Q. And indeed I think there may be one photograph
where you can actually see the whole date. It may not have
been one of those introduced, but I think --

A. I have several.

Q. So on the 14th, you're contacted by members of
the Sheriff's Office?

A. They meet with me at the Medical Examiner's Office,
yes.

Q. Did they contact you in advance and tell you why
they want to meet with you?

A. Yes, there is a contact, but I can't tell you who

the contact, but we agreed to meet them and to do our

comparisons.
Q. Did they ask you where the body of the victim was?
A, They may have. I don't -- I don't recall.
Q. Did the contact with the Sheriff's Office occur

after the body of the victim had already been returned to

you?
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A. Yes, sir.

Q. When it was returned to you, did you advise someone
in the Sheriff's Office that the body was back in your
facility?

A. I'm sure I did. I don't know whether I did
personally or whether the office staff did, but that
information was conveyed.

Q. But you knew that -- that the -- that the Sheriff's
Office investigation was still underway?

A. Yes, sir.

Q. And -- and the information was communicated to you
that in one way or another that the Sheriff's Office wanted
to —- to look at the -- the skull, head of the victim to —-

to do a little comparison?

A. Yes, sir.

Q. A comparison between a -—- a golf club that you
displayed here last week and -- and the injuries of the
victim?

A. Yes, sir.

Q. They actually wanted to do something like what you

were hoping Dr. Laura Fulginiti could help with?

A. That would have been the original hope, yes.

Q. But she wasn't available at that time, and the law
enforcement people wanted to -- to bring in their golf club?

A. They wanted to bring in the golf club, and I also

Lott Reporting, Inc./928.776.1169




~ o g w N

Q0

10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25

51

wanted to try a technique of my own.

Q. You wanted to see if maybe you could assist in the
reconstruction?

A. Yes, sir.

Q. And so that's in fact what you did we now know on

the 14th of July, 11 days after -- after your autopsy?

A. Yes, sir.

Q. Okay. And in preparation for -- for this event,
did you go back and review any -- any of your materials in
the file?

A. I -- I don't think so. I'm not aware of it.

Q. Did you go back and look at -- at any of the

photographs taken during the autopsy?

A, I'm sure I did that.

Q. You're sure you looked at those?

A. I'm sure I had seen those.

Q. Okay.

A. But I don't know specifically that I looked at

other file contents.
Q. Okay. You might not have looked back at the

report, but at least you're sure that you looked at the

photographs?
A. Yes.
Q. And there were photographs taken -- actually I

think were some taken by you at the autopsy?
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A. Some taken by me or Karen. It sometimes depends on
who was gloved at the time or not. But on my camera, we took

some. Some were also taken by law enforcement.

Q. And so you at least had those photographs to look
at?

A. I had mine, vyes.

Q. Okay. And so with some number of members of law

enforcement present, you removed the body of the victim from

the locker?

A. Yes, sir.

Q. And you again reflected the scalp?

A. Yes, sir.

Q. It had been placed back in -- in what might be its

typical location before you sent it down?

A. Yes. I had returned it to basically its anatomic
position although altered by injuries.

Q. Okay. But -- but now with law enforcement members
looking on and with the golf club available to you, you -- we
might say you re-reflected the scalp so that you could -- you
could look at the underlying structure of the bones of the
skull?

A. And I'm going to go by memory for a moment, but I
don't know -- I don't recall exactly whether I began before
they arrived or after they arrived. I know there were some

things I was doing to get ready before they arrived and
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particularly in reference to how I was going to reconstruct
the arch of the skull and I don't know -- I may have actually
begun before they arrived. But at any rate, it was close
proximity, and while that was ongoing, they did arrive and we
did reconstruct.

Q. And part of that was to use your words, you

repositioned the skull bone fragments over the surface of

a —— of a styrofoam ball and papier-maché that you had
created?

A. Yes, sir.

Q. So what you did was you took this styrofoam ball,
you put papier-maché on it to -- to change the form a little
bit?

A, You want me to explain real briefly what I did?

Q. Absolutely.

A. I had already removed the brain at the time of the

autopsy. I wanted now to replace the substance of the brain
to give some substance to the skull itself. So I took the
styrofoam ball and selected one that was as close as I could
find to the size that I needed, made a couple appropriate
cuts in the shape so it would fit into the base of the skull
and then I put a layer of the papier-maché over it to make up
the difference between the dimensions of the styrofoam ball
and what might have been the contour of the skull and then

moved the bone pieces over the surfaces to —-- to give a sense
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Q. And this is -- is now to be sure not what
Dr. Fulginiti would have done?

A, What she would have done and did do then is
actually to deflush the wound completely and then glue them
back together, fit them back together like a puzzle and glue
them back.

Q. And she -- she ultimately cleans very carefully all

of the pieces and puts them back together much as you would a

puzzle?
A, Yes, sir.
Q. And you were -- you were not following what —- what

might be called the usual forensic anthropology method, but
you were employing a method of your own?

A. Yes, sir.

Q. And this is something you're doing at that point
without knowing whether Dr. Fulginiti is going to at some
future time be employed to assist?

A, I do not know at that instant whether she will or
will not be doing.

Q. You are -- you are still holding the body so that
it is -- it is certainly still -- still quite -- quite
possible and ultimately it turns out that Dr. Fulginiti is --
is able to help?

A. Yes.
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Q. But at this time, you're -- you're doing it
essentially on your own?

A, I'm doing it on my own, but I'm also taking --
taking a couple of measures here to be sure that in case
there is the future forensic examination, I'm not physically
altering the bones.

Q. You're doing this as a service to the
investigators, are you not?

A. Well, partially in service to them and partially in
answer to my own curiosity in my investigation of the case.
I had already formed an opinion, and I just -- I was
validating or refuting the consistency of my opinion by what
I was able to see.

Q. Let me guess. Is the opinion you were validating
that -- that the injuries to the head of this victim were
likely caused by a golf club?

A. Yes, sir.

Q. And so when the Sheriff's people came in with a
Callaway Big Bertha Number 7, your goal was to see whether
you could validate an opinion you'd already formed that --
that a golf club could have caused the fractures that you
saw?

A. I think that's a fair characterization, yes, sir.

Q. Now, you told us last time that you had no

particular golf club in mind?
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A. That is correct.
Q. You said at one point I think that -- that the idea
of a —- of a wood as opposed to an iron somehow seemed more

correct to you?

A. Yes. The driver kind of shape of the contusion was
what was leading me in that direction.

Q. And the contusion we'll talk about later, but when
you say contusion now, you're talking about the injury down
above the right elbow?

A. Yes.

Q. But —-- but the idea that a golf club caused the
injuries to the scalp and to the underlying structure of
the —-- of the skull was a question that you were
investigating here?

A. Yes, sir. And also trying to make that very
distinction as to what kind, what shape, what size, if it was
in fact a club, what kind of club could have done it.

Q. So you were interested in kind of a close
inspection if you will of the -- of the ftagments of the
skull against the head of a golf club?

A. Yes, sir.

Q. Not having formed any particular opinion about what
kind of golf club it was other than the head shape which was
a lead you -- you obtained you say from looking at the elbow?

A. Well, initially obtained from the contusion of the
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iron, but also subsequently confirmed from the major --

primarily the right-sided laceration and fracture of the

skull.
Q. You have produced no report about this work.
A. About that attempt -- the -- what I've just

described today?

Q. Yes.
A. No, I have not.
Q. You typically when you do autopsies or do

supplemental work on an autopsy, you do reports?

A, I do.

Q. You've been doing reports for decades now?

A. Yes, sir.

Q. No report was done here. You often dictate notes

as you go along?

A. Actually, I don't have a detailed report, but let
me -—-

Q. You have a single paragraph at the end of your
autopsy that -- that -- that is the last thing we see in
Exhibit 808.

A, The -- I don't have a report of what I did. I do
have a supplemental report that summarizes what I did and
what Dr. Fulginiti did, and that was produced on
August 19th,

Q. And that report occurs long after Dr. Fulginiti
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has -- has —-- has acquired the head and skull of the victim
and has done her work?

A. And returned it back to me.

Q. And returned it back to you. But at no point did
you do —- you certainly didn't do what you typically do a

contemporaneous note of what you are doing as you do it?

A, And I didn't, and there's a reason why.
Q. What is the reason why?
A, Because we were going to try one more time to have

Dr. Fulginiti have a look at it and since there was going to
be what is a more standard and shall we say traditional,
acceptable evaluation of bone pathology, I was going to defer
to that report.

Q. So because -- I thought you had said earlier that
at the time you did this work, you didn't know whether

Dr. Fulginiti was going to be able to help you or not?

A. And I --
Q. Did I misunderstand you?
A. No, you didn't misunderstand me. Because I still

didn't know at that point, but there was still -- an inquiry
was going to be made and in conversations I had with the
Sheriff's Office, they still wanted Fulginiti to do the
examination and I said, well, see if you can be more
successful than I can.

Q. So let me see if I understand this. Because you
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knew that the Sheriff's Office still wanted to have

Dr. Fulginiti do it, you thought it was unnecessary for you

to -- to write your own contemporaneous note --

o » o ¥

A.

alter,

Yes, sir.
-— about the work you were doing?
Yes, sir.
You usually dictate things as you do them?

And if I were to actually manipulate and change and

I would have done that, but since I wasn't, all I was

doing was fitting the pieces over the surfaces, I didn't

think that that needed any further report.

Q.

Because you were at least certain that there was no

way doing what you could do that you might be getting it

wrong?

A.

©» o O PO

Repeat that.

Did you think about that?

Repeat your question.

Did you think about getting it wrong?
I always think about getting it wrong.
Did you think about it that day?

Yes, sir.

Did you think about having a record of what you

were doing might assist someone later in determining whether

you were getting it wrong?

A.

Actually, the very best record that we could have
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