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Charles Raby
Notitie
It too says I am 100% excluded. Yet, after all times the expert have repeatedly said I am excluded as a donor of my DNA or that any DNA is not on any of the many items tested. The court just flat out refuse to even hear these people. But here is something about the carpet that was tested by DPS. Recall how one the theories the District Attorney made, that the home was filthy and she may had collected this blood DNA form the carpet?

Things about this statement and the DPS lab report.
If the home was filthy as she thinks it was…why was no DNA…no male DNA detected on the carpet?
Same thing no male DNA detected but somehow Mrs. Hardaway has convinced the Trial Court and the TCCA that Mrs. Franklyn’s hands felt on the only 2 spots, different and extracted every DNA, male DNA parted on the carpet.  That is to say at least pretty amazing!
Why wasn’t Eric’s and Lee’s DNA detected? They lived in that home for years. One could think at the very least, that their DNA would had shown up. It didn’t because they weren’t as filthy as she is making it sound. Eric testified he   recently cleaned that very room….he hadn’t (?) Eric’s personal bedroom…. filthy. Lee wasn’t like that, Lee was a very neat and tidy guy.  But it just amazes me that the DA made the argument that Mrs. Franklyn’s hand which both had blood under the nails, just magically felt on the two different (?...ions) and picked up this unknown male DNA.
?
\
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SERI Case No. M'6923'06 
Trial Court Case No. 9407130 
Laboratory No. L92-10848 
Re: Charles Douglas Raby

THIRD ANALYTICAL REPORT

On July 23rd 2007, one item of evidence (item 5) and on November 9th 2007, two items of 
evidence (items 6 and 7) were received at the Serological Research Institute (SERI) from Kevin 
Mohr of King and Spalding Law firm via Federal Express (858735419857 and 858735419879). 
A forensic DNA analysis utilizing the Polymerase Chain Reaction (PCR) as per instructions in a 
court order dated July 5lh 2007 was performed.

ITEM 5 HAIRS FROM COMPLAINANT’S RIGHT HAND 1ST TDF, t i \  \

This item consists of a sealed manila envelope that contains a three by two inch glass slide 
mounted with a cover slip. Under the cover slip are five hairs. Three of the hairs are marked 
with dots on the cover slips. The two unmarked hairs are non-human. The hair designated by 
one dot (item 5-1) is a human hair with a telogcn bulb. The hair designated by two dots (item 5- 
2) is a human hair with a telogen bulb. The hair designated by three dots (item 5-3) is a light 
brown human hair with a telogen bulb. The cover slip was removed and a one centimeter piece 
of the proximal end of each of the hairs was cut off. The remaining hair was replaced in the 
packaging. The pieces were bisected into a root and shaft control for each hair. Tire individual 
pieces were extracted for DNA content, a portion of the extract was quantified for human and 
male specific DNA concentration. No male DNA was detected. The DNA extracts were 
amplified for autosomal short tandem repeats (STRs). The amplified products were subjected to 
genetic marker analysis and the results are tabulated below.

ITEM 6 HAIRS FROM COMPLAINANT’S LEFT HAND fSI.HlF. l &  7 )

This item consists of a sealed manila envelope that contains two glass slides #1 and #2 
(designated items 6A and 6B at SERI). The slides are three by two inches and are mounted with 
a cover slip. Slide #1 (item 6A) has three hairs that axe marked by one, two and three black dots. 
The hairs marked with two and three dots are not human. The hair marked with one black dot is 
a human hair with a telogen root. The cover slip was removed and a one centimeter length of the 
root end was excised (item 6A -1). The hair was bisected and each half was placed in separate 
tubes.
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ITEM 6 HAIRS FROM COMPLAINANT’S LEFT HAND (SLIDE 1 & 2) {continued)

Slide (item 6B) has five hairs that are marked by one, two, three, four and five black dots. 
The hairs marked with three, four and five black dots are not human. The hair marked by one 
black dot is a human hair with a telogen root with some tissue on the root bulb. The cover slip 
was removed and a one centimeter piece of the root was cut off and bisected. The two pieces 
were placed into separate tubes (item 6B-1). The hair marked by two black dots is a human hair 
fragment and was not sampled. The removed pieces were extracted for DNA content and 
quantified for DMA by human and male specific methods. No male DNA was detected in the 
DNA extracts.

ITEM 7 HAIRS TAKEN FROM COMPLAINANT'S RIGHT HAND tSUTlF. 1 &  3)

This item consists of a sealed manila envelope that contains two glass slides #1 and #3 
(designated 7 A and 7B at SERI). The slides are three by two inches and are mounted with a 
cover slip. Slide #1 (item 7 A )  has four hairs that are marked by one, two, three and four black 
dots. The hair marked by one dot is an animal hair fragment. The hair marked by two black dots 
is human and has a root, but is immature and elongated. The hairs marked by three and four dots 
are human hair fragments. These hairs are not suitable for autosomal DNA testing. Slide #3 
(item 7B) has five strands each marked with black dots. The strand marked with three and five 
dots are synthetic fibers. The hairs marked with two and four dots are not human hairs. The hair 
marked with one dot is a human hair fragment and not suitable for autosomal DNA testing.
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EXPLANATIONS

A segment of the Amelogenin gene for gender identification can be co-atnplified with some 
groups of Short Tandem Repeats.

Deoxyribonucleic acid or DNA is found in nucleated cells, e.g., white blood cells, spermatozoa, 
salivary, vaginal and tissue epithelial cells. Although nuclear DNA is not found in the shafts of 
hairs, it can be found in epithelial tissue surrounding the hair root. The DNA can be extracted and 
the amount obtained is proportional to the number of cells present.

In some hair samples extraneous material can adhere to the hair shaft and roof This material may 
be another body fluid (e.g. blood, semen, saliva, etc.), epithelial cells from the body or dirt and 
grime. Although the hair is washed before extraction, the extraneous material may remain. Thus the 
use of a control in the form of a section from the shaft is employed.

The hair was examined microscopically, then washed to remove any extraneous material. The 
entire root was removed to one tube, and approximately one-half centimeter of the shaft was 
removed to a separate tube. Both samples were extracted for DNA content, quantified, amplified by 
PCR and subjected to genetic marker analysis. The results are tabulated below.

CONCLUSIONS

1. No male DNA was detected in the DNA extracts from the hairs that were selected for 
autosomal DNA testing (items 5 and 6). Therefore, as per the court order dated July 5th 
2007, autosomal DNA testing was conducted.

2. The DNA typing results were either negative or too weak to interpret for the right hand hairs 
(items 5-1R and 5-2R) and the left hand hair (item 6B-1).

3. A female source was detected in the DNA fraction from the hair root from the right hand 
(item 5-3R). The shaft DNA fraction of the hair (item 5-3S) is negative for genetic markers. 4

4. The genetic marker results from the root DNA fraction from the hair from the left hand 
(item 6A-1R) are weak and incomplete. These results are consistent with the female source. 
The genetic marker results for the shaft DNA fraction (item 6A-IS) are insufficient for 
interpretation.
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EVIDENCE DISPOSITION

The remaining unconsumed submitted evidence will be returned to Kevin Mohr. Portions of any 
unconsumed evidentiary extracts will be retained at SERI.

SEROLOGICAL RESEARCH INSTITUTE

Gary C. {Jarmor 
Senior Forensic Serologist

SERI l/CaseF!lc!/M'6923WRpt3




