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In response to this Court’s lette; of June 27, 2007, counsel for Petitioner/Defendant
Damien Echols provides the following report on the status of DNA testing being conducted in
support of his motion for relief under § 16-112-201, Which motion is now pending in the
Craighead County Circuit Court.

(1) The extensive DNA testing which was the subject of an. initial agreement by the
parties and which was embodied in the Circuit Court’s First Amended DNA Order for DNA
Testing filed on February 23, 2005 has essentially been completed. Such testing has been
conducted at Bode Laboratories in Virginia.

(2) The DNA testing results returned to date disclose that none of the genetic material
recovered at the scene of the crimes was attributable to Mr. Echols, Mr. Echols’s co-defendant,
Jason Baldwin, or defendant Jesse Misskelley (Arkansas v. Misskelley [CR 94-848]).

(3) Although most of the genetic material recovered from the scene was attributable to the
victims of the offenses, some of it cannot be attributed to either the victims or the defendants.

Counsel for Petitioners/Defendants Echols, Baldwin, and Misskelley and Craighead
County Prosecuting Attorney Brent Davis have entered into discussions concerning how best to
determine the evidentiary significance of the laboratory’s results returned in the initial round of
testing. These discussions have resulted in a recent agreement to subject certain critical
evidentiary items to more extensive testing in light of their potential significance to establishing
the identity of the perpetrator(s) of the offenses. In additiomn, the parties are presently discussing
whether, in light of the current test results, a limited number of other items impounded during the
investigation should be subjected to testing by Bode. We will inform the Court within sixty days

of the outcome of those discussions.



Counsel for Echols is, of course, prepared to provide the Court with any further

information it should request concerning this matter.

DATED: July 17, 2007
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

1, Donald M. Horgan, hereby certify that I have mailed a copy of the foregoing
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by first class mail this 17th day of July, 2007 to:

Dustin McDaniel, Arkansas Attorney General The Honorable David Burnett
David R. Raupp, Deputy Attorney General Judge of Craighead County
Office of the Attorney General P.O. Box 1902

323 Center Street Jonesboro, AR 74203

Little Rock, AR 77201

Brent Davis, Esq. Michael Burt, Esq.
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San Francisco, CA 94102

J)

” (Dbnald ¥l Horgan




