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On Monday, Dotober 27, 20038, ot approximately 11105 aam., 508 Dobrs K Strauss and 8548 Amy A Lohmang intarviewed
HEESA 5. EVANS, DOR 20771848, EVAKS curranily resides at 200 Adrpert Dirbwe, PO Box 213, fangdshin, Wi
AUR-339-BE7S. EVANS stated she was moving from this tovation in approgimately sne monil and she was not sur
whers she would be rmoving 1o,

This lntervivw was conducted in a conference roum in the Adams Gounty Courthouss, For the past 13 months, EVANS
has hoon working o the Adans Sounty Land Conservation otfice.

tha poonts that eoourred after the

EMAVERY.

The purpose of this interview was to clstain information EVANS may have mgarding
PENNY REERNTSEN assault on July 38, 1985, through the arrest and aonvickion of STEY

EVANS provided the following Information:

EVANS stated she workaed as a public defender in Manitowoe County fram Oocembnr 1382 tounh Septembey 1987, i
udy 1385, EVANS sald she was the only public defendar in Ranitowos County. In July 1985, when AVERY was arvested
for the assault oo BEERNTSEN, EVANS was already representing AVERY for g orime AVERY hast conupitted on January
3, 1985, {According to reenrds previcusly oblained from the Manitowoe Couaty Glark of Court, these charges wers for
endangerig safety by comiunt regardless of Tife ss o ropaatsr and 3 falon n possessinn a Hroarty 4% a rapeater)

wns hunsied, BVANS responded

EVANS was asked if she reatied having any concerns about the way the AVERY vasa
sr's offics would receive 3 Mook

st recalls this case made her mad, EVANS explained that every day, the pubiic de

up et from the shedfls departrnent. The day after AVERY nad besn arrested, EVANS received the lock up fist from the
sheriff's department but AVERY s name was not on the Hst. EVANS sald she knew AVERY's name should have han
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on the list beesuse she bad slready been sontacted by LAUBIE AVERY, &7 EVEN AVERY's wife ard told that AVERY bad
henn arrested for the BEERNTSEN assault, EVANS suld she asked the Jaillar why AVERY s narse was not on the lock up
fist, The isfler responded tHat 1 was the sheriff's srders, EVANSD was iold by the jriter that the sheriff indicated that
AVERY was not to receive any phons calls, have ne visitors and was notie Bave any contact with any allorneys.

EVANS said that she had never seen this happan af the sheriff's depariment priny i ihis moldent. Even though the
sheriff had gheen written orders that AVERY couhl not have any visitors, the jailer allowed EVANSG to see AVERY that

chay.

When EVANS saw AVERY, AVERY was baing heid in 3 jall cell by himssedf, BEYVANS sald that this wis not a eommon
practice within the sheriff's department. - ‘

To the host of EVANSs recolloction, the BEERNTSEN assoult case was the only case that shertf TOM KOUCEREK bt
pver parsonally investigated, EVANS helioved that the sheriff nvestigated this case himsell Deoause BEERNTHEN and
the sherif went to the same church and they only lived a few huuses aprart from eanh othen

LEVANS said she felt AVERYs Constitutions Bights were being vintated by Sheriff KOUCERER and Manilowoc Gounly
phztrict Attorney DENES VOGEL. Beoause of these congems, B ANS filed a muotion to dismiss the shedff and the distict

attorney from the case. EVANS said she lost this motion.

tased AVERY in preventive detention, EVANE said this was the poly time
she had aver seen preventive detention used in Manitowon County, When s person is plaved in proventive detention, i
mzans they are denjed hail, BEVANS said she did not think DA YOOEL would o g proventive detention hold on someons
without o request being made by the sherif's department becauss it creates a lut of papsrwork for the district attomey’s
aifien.

Aftar AVERY had been arrested, DA VOGEL p

Duritgg one of the pratiminary hearings, when BEVANS way questioning the sheriff, the s hen i was balng svasive o
EVANS's questions. For example, the sheriff wou Wl pot answer EVANS when she ashoed the sheriff what bis connsolicny
weas o the victim, The sheriff would alsn not sngwer EVANG whan she saked why be mads a vwrilten order lndicating
AVERY was not o have contants with anyons after e had boen arrested. EVANS sald she eventually asked the
presiding judge (AL DEER] to arder e sherifd tn answar EYANS's questions, EVAMNE ronalind that when she made this
respiest 1o the judge, ths judys renponded, “What do you think he's trying to do woman? EVANS said that the judge's
tone was very demesning. After the preliminary hearing, EVANS and DA YOUEL went Info the judge's chambers and
EVANS demanded an apslogy from the jutdye, which she did rasaive.

Ancther iszes EVANS had with this nase was the phote linsup, EVANS stated thatashan the victim was aken 1o the
ihespital-thesictimsazshewn a pholu of AVERY ga\fter ; ietim had given g verbal description of her assaiant, Th
it was shown thepbotool AVERY Reganse allor. it

vvvvvv iutir proveided-asorbal dasgr
VERY, When EVANS was asked how she knew this infan i siated that B was in
fhe sharPS HepaTiment's reports, EVANS did ant think the photo Hneup shown to the victm was 3 fatr photo Hneup
haorause it only showed the fndividuals from their shoulders up. EVANS did not think the complete physical desuription
provided by the vietim accurately desoribed AVERY. For examply, the vickm siated that her e itant came from hehind
and picked her up off of the ground. Since AYERY and the victim are the sxme height, there was no way AVERY vould
Bave come from behind and picked the victim up.

Y,

A pvANT said that siter the victim had klentified AVERY as fuer axsailant, the sheriiPs department wsed AVERY's unoie,
ARLAND AVERY, to go into the house (o get AVERY, ARLAMD AVERY had previcusly ndfoated that when he saw ,
STEVE AVERY the night of the assault, STEVE AVERY e pement dust on his shoulders. EVANS said the defense trigd
got ARLAND AVERY (o sign an A ficaelt indivating AVERY had cement dust en his shouiders gt the fime of bis arest
ARLAND AVERY would ot sign this Affidavit becauss iTwas made very clear to ARLAND AVERY by someons within th

heriffs deparimant that i be signed such an Sfidavit, hix job at the sherif's department wissld be in jeopardy.

@ entification of ey assallant, EVANS
vo Hneun matched the viotin's

Another moting made by EYANS was a motinn to suppress the victhn's poslt
snid that she made this motion because EVANS did net think that the paents i the B
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physical description. EVANS stated she Inst this motion.

EVANS wis asked what she knew aboul 3 canvass being conducted by the shedifs department. EVANS reaponded that
whien investigators for the defense went 1o interview people who Hyed near e siie of the assaull, the lnvestigaters
lsarned these neighbors had been interviewed by members af the Manitowos County Sheriffs Department. EVANS said
st she did not ok the people contacted as part of the Canvass oF thelr responges wars reduced to writing, EVANS
it she did aot think i was put In writhhy beoause i & would have been, the prosec utinn woukd Beve had to give thig
information to EVANS as part of disgovery.

FA NS auid that she Hled a ot of motions above the normal motions filed In a case such as thin, EVANS again spoke
about her motinns to suppress the victings positive ieatification. EVANS sald that another reasen she wanted i
suppress the identification by the victim wax booause during the live linoup, EVANE was notalis to attend. A% a resull, |
EVANS asked somaons from the Green Bay office to atterd this process. At a later date, the victim identiffed EVANS as
the person who was at the ive Hneup from the Public Defender's office. EVANS sald that she ang the woman who want
to the Hnoup on EVANS's behalf did not ook alike in any way.

3 for any sxculpatory peidenss, EVANS said that she didd not receive

t Attorney's alfice, EVANS sald she coutd not romamber ¥ she flsd 2
Epecifit request to obtaly informitinn aboy Sivual mesanits iy the Manitowos area. EVANS sald that she may
{have disnussed this possible issue with DA VOGEL butl she was naver givan auoess 1o this inforamation,

At one point, EVANS would b
anything ag far as olher suspsd

¥ EVANS would have obiained information about other potential suspects, EVANS would have crderad yeports from
agencins such as NCIC anid the local potice departments, EVANS said that this was 2 roultins procedure for e

fn g 1o late October 1985, EVANS developed preumunia and bad to find anpther Public Defender for AVERY, EVANS
aaid that kecause AVERY had been plaved op praventive defention, the trial was schaduled i take place and thers was
nothing EVANS veuhd do abiput postponing the bial.

The parsos eveniually hired to represant AVERY in this trial was JM BOLGERY, After the trial was over, EVANE sald
she read the franscript of the Wial and EVANS did not think BOLG ERT did a vary good job. EVANS believed that
ROLGERT had never bean involved in a trial where the use of eye witness testimony had been used. Az aresull,
BOLGERT did not pmphasize the weaknesses of a vase based largely oo eye witness Werdifivation. EVANS sabi that
approxbnately ong week hafore the rial, EVANS sow BDLOERT in the courthouss. After 3 brinf conversation, EYANS
yot the imprassion that BOLGERT was everwhelmed with this case. Prioeto rusning nto BOLGERT, EVANS said she
Gt not have any sonversations with BOLGERT about the case,

After AVERY was convicted, EVANS worked with JACK SCHEIER op AVERY's appeal, BEVANS stayed involved in the
AVERY appeal case untll she want back to school in 1803, That is when EVANS quit working on the AVERY appeal anad
submittes the case to Project Innosence in New York, EVANS said she fid not sand e fils o Projest Innocenus in
Wisconsin because she did not know that Project Innovense of Wiscansin existed, EVANS said that by the e she
st back to schoo! i 1999, Project Innocence of New York had sceepted AVERY's case. EVANS belivved that ihis was
AVERYs hast chanes 1o win an appaal,

During the thime EVANS worked as a public defender in Kanitowoo County, EVARE did not have any one-on-one
itpraction with the sherff, The only time EVANS had contact with the sheriff was during the preliminary hearings,
EVANS stated shie had a good working relationship with DA VOGEL. Because EYANS was the only public defender in
sanHowas County for many years, BEVANS had slmost dally contact with DA VOUEL. EVANS was surp that ax the
AVERY vase progressed, she wayg sure that she would have talked to D8 YOGSEL about the possibility thal she felt D&
YOGEL was higing evidence, EVANS was unable to recalt any spucifics sbout such a conversation but slated that sha
svould have notes of these convarsatiuns in her nase file, In 1997, EVANS sent her entire case fie to AVERY s parents.
Srnis would nolude EVANS's notes regarding conversations that she had with D8 VOGEL,
L3

EVANS could not remeinber ever hearing about an individual named, GRED ALLEMN. BVANS said that she had s lotof

¥ionliants while working in the Publis Defender's offics and she was not abls to remember the name of every client she has
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fyad, EVANS stated that B was possihi
Paktic Defunder's office but she was not sure,
nevar thought AVERY committed the BEEBNTIEN assault, When EVANE was
asked why, EVAN responded that AVERY s "intelligence was bordedine " EVANS described AVERY a5 stmeone wha
was impulsive and would not be able to think sut and plan a crime sunh as the BEERNTSEN assauit. EVANS alan
dosoribad AVERY as 3 parson who tould not e amd, even fwigh his acBons may have hean wrong, AVERY would
sdmit to the orime. Bocause AVERY never admitied to thy BEERNTSEN asuani, EVARY was sure that he did not

EVANS tobd the spocial sgents that she

ot the orime.
FEYANS suggested that the special agents cortast JUDY VAN, VAN was a secretary at the Public Defender’s office at the
Manitowos Dounty Public

time EVANS was working thers. EVANS said that YAN was still working as a senretary for the

Detfender's office.

%
{EVANS had no additional information and the interview concluded at approximately 1300 nown,
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