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Disclaimer
• Any opinions or points of view expressed are those 

of the presenter and do not necessarily reflect the 
official position or policies of the U.S. Department of 
Justice.



Postconviction Testing of DNA Evidence (“PC 
Program”)

Posted: March 23, 2017

Deadline: May 9, 2017

Funding to assist in defraying the costs 
associated with postconviction case review, 
evidence location, and DNA testing in violent 
felony cases (as defined by State law) where 
the results of such testing might show actual 
innocence



Allowable Purposes of the PC Program
1. Identify potential postconviction DNA testing cases. 
2. Review appropriate postconviction cases to identify 

those in which DNA testing could prove the actual 
innocence of a person convicted of a violent felony 
offense as defined by State law.

3. Locate biological evidence associated with such 
postconviction cases.

4. Perform DNA analysis of appropriate biological 
evidence.



Number of  Awards

2008 5

2009 9

2010 4

2011 6

2012 5

2013 6

2014 5

2015 8

2016 7

TOTAL 55

PC Awards and Funding Amounts for FY2008-FY2016

Amount Awarded

2008 $7,821,741

2009 $9,854,562

2010 $1,565,911

2011 $7,429,009

2012 $3,546,504

2013 $3,315,873

2014 $3,593,453

2015 $3,555,053

2016 $3,596,910

TOTAL $40,682,106



Cases 
Reviewed

Evidence 
Search 
Cases

Bio Evidence 
Cases

DNA Analysis 
Cases

Pieces of Evidence 
Analyzed

CODIS Profiles 
Uploaded

CODIS 
Hits

FY08 3,092 236 761 1,104 813 165 24

FY09 23,087 10,693 9,690 152 947 17 4

FY10 3,679 138 73 34 11 0 0

FY11 14,925 6,261 5,813 138 177 17 3

FY12 1,989 1,632 6,480 58 243 2 1

FY13 14,244 8,014 1,458 189 553 18 12

FY14* 11,638 2,020 756 22 85 8 4

FY15* 868 130 66 31 85 6 4

TOTAL 73,522 29,124 25,097 1,728 2,914 233 52

Postconviction DNA Testing Assistance 2008-2015

* As of March 31, 2017, not all of the FY14 and FY 15 awards are complete; FY16 awards 
began in January 2017

39 
EXONERATIONS



Hours Reviewing Cases Hours Locating Evidence

FY08 48,100 9,483

FY09 81,211 34,220

FY10 22,675 4,136

FY11 43,112 23,214

FY12 44,163 17,261

FY13 55,559 4,504

FY14 23,006 7,496

FY15 7,264 1,007

TOTAL 325,090 (~37 years!) 101,322 (~11.5 years!)

Total Time Reported to Review Cases and 
Locate Evidence



State Exonerations

IL Christopher Abernathy

IL *Angel Gonzalez

IL Mark Maxson

3

KY Kerry Porter 

KY *Michael VonAllmen

2

LA Darrin Hill

1

MD *Malcolm Bryant

1

NC Knolly Brown

NC Leon Brown

NC *Willie J. Grimes 

NC Kenneth Kagonyera

NC *Henry McCollum

NC Edward McInnis

NC Joseph Sledge

NC Robert Wilcoxson

8

Exonerations State Exonerations

TX Johnny Pinchback

1

VA Bennett Barbour

VA Victor Burnette

VA Calvin Cunningham

VA Willie Davidson

VA Gary Diamond

VA Thomas Haynesworth

VA Phillip Thurman

7

WA Donovan Allen

WA Jeramie Davis 

WA Larry Davis

WA Alan Northrop

4

WI Joseph Frey

WI Senaca Malone

WI Terry Vollbrecht

WI
Daryl Dwayne 
Holloway

4

 12 STATES
 39 EXONERATIONS

State Exonerations

AZ John Kenneth Watkins

1

CA Uriah Courtney

CA Michael Hanline

CA Kimberly Long

CA William Richards

CA Luis Vargas

CA Johnny Williams

6

CO Robert Dewey

1



Exonerations by State

New
2016

WA= 4

AZ=1

CO = 1

WI = 4

IL = 
3

KY=2

TX = 1

CA= 6

LA= 1

NC= 8
VA=7

Alaska Hawaii
Puerto Rico

Numbers = the number of exonerations in that state 
where NIJ funding was used

MD = 1

NEW 2016



Application Demographics

Pacific
25%

Mountain
12%

Midwest
12%

Southwest
12%

Northeast
13%

Mid-Atlantic
13%

Southeast
13%

Applicant Region

New Applicant
50%

Past 
Awardee

12%

Current 
Awardee

38%

Applicant History

• FY2016 is the second year 
that units of local 
government and public 
universities are eligible. 

State Agency
62%

Public 
University

38%

Applicant Type


FY16 PC recs

		State		Region		App #		Applicant		Applicant Type		Project Title		Abstract		Request		factor		REC		Stmt Prob Avg		Proj Des Avg		Cap Comp Avg		Data Coll Avg		Budg Avg		Impact Avg		Initial Scores		Criterion Score Range		Adjectival Equivalent		Descriptor		Prior Grantee?		Prior Awards to Applicant		Prior Awards to Jurisdicition		Prior Total 		Prior Total per VCPP				Prior Deobs		Cases Reviewed 		Cases Reviewed as pct VCPP		Cases Tested 		Cases Tested per VCPP 		Profiles Uploaded into CODIS		# CODIS Hits		Exonerations		Open Award?		Current End Date		Prior NCE?		Avail Funds		Projected Funds End		Areas Served		AreaServed by Prior Award?		Area Served by other Open Award?		POP		Violent Crime Prison POP		Violent Crime Prison POP per POP

		MD		Mid-Atlantic		2016-90512-MD-IJ		University of Baltimore		Public University		Postconviction Testing of DNA Evidence to Exonerate the Innocent		The University of Baltimore, a non-profit public educational institution, is applying to the U.S. Department of Justice’s National Institute of Justice on behalf of the University of
Baltimore School of Law for funding to perform a postconviction Testing of DNA Evidence to Exonerate the Innocent Program grant. A total amount of $309,768 is
being sought to conduct case reviews, locate evidence and perform DNA analysis of biological evidence in cases in which DNA testing has the potential to exonerate defendants who were wrongly convicted of violent crimes in a Maryland state court. It is anticipated that over the course of the two year grant period twenty cases that have already been identified as appropriate for DNA testing and another ten cases that will be referred to the program during the course of the grant period will be handled by a staff attorney. The staff attorney will conduct case reviews, locate or assist law
enforcement officials in locating physical evidence, coordinate and monitor DNA testing and in appropriate cases seek relief for defendants based on the results of the DNA testing. The staff attorney will also conduct a review of fourteen additional cases that have been identified by the FBI as involving false or misleading hair comparison
testimony. That review will include assessing the materiality of the hair comparison testimony in light of an examination of the entire trial record. In cases in which the testimony was material to the conviction, the staff attorney will attempt to locate the hair evidence and perform DNA testing on that evidence. 
The University of Baltimore will implement this program by using the current Director of the Innocence Project Clinic as the Program Manager and will collaborate with the
Maryland Office of the Public Defender in assessing cases that are referred by that entity for purposes of assessing the appropriateness of DNA testing. The Project Manager will supervise the staff attorney and will ensure that the case work is progressing and that investigative and forensic testing resources are being utilized appropriately. The Program Manager and the Staff Attorney will provide representation in all phases of the search for biological evidence, the screening and DNA testing of that evidence and in appropriate cases in the legal process to secure exonerations.		[$$]309,768		0.80		[$$]247,814		9		8		8		9		9		9		9		10 - 9		Excellent		Many major and minor strengths identified; few, if any weaknesses and no major weaknesses. Highest probability and confidence that the solicitation requirements will be met, with a majority of the requirements exceeded.		Prior Sub		2009-DN-BX-K241
2010-DY-BX-K006
2012-DY-BX-K005		2009-DN-BX-K241
2010-DY-BX-K006
2012-DY-BX-K005		$488,189		42.38						384		3.33%		32		0.28%		0		0		1		NO		NA		NA		NA		NA		MD		YES		NO		5,773,552		11,520		0.20%

		IA		Midwest		2016-90518-IA-IJ		Governor's Office of Drug Control Policy		State Agency		Partnership for Postconviction Testing of DNA Evidence to Exonerate the Innocent		Recent litigation and DNA testing in microscopic hair comparison cases have resulted in exonerations for defendants convicted with microscopic hair evidence and demonstrates the urgency and precision of re-examination of such cases in Iowa. 

The proposed Iowa Hair Analysis, Review, Testing, and Litigation Project, to be administered by the Iowa Office of Drug Control Policy (ODCP) and conducted by the Iowa State Public Defender’s Wrongful Conviction Division (WCD), the Midwest Innocence Project (MIP), and the Iowa Division of Criminal Investigations Criminalistics Laboratory (DCI Lab), seeks to review cases where microscopic hair analysis was performed by the DCI Lab, and conduct new DNA testing on evidentiary hair and concomitant biological evidence, in order to litigate actionable cases of factual innocence and wrongful conviction. Supported by major state entities and the Innocence Project of Iowa, this project represents the first collaboration of its kind, and will provide a rich pool of data from which much can be learned about the practice of forensic science and its impact on the criminal justice system.  

The partnership will use the FBI’s Scientific Standards as the measure for flagging and determining errors. For each of the 185 cases under the scope of the pre-litigation review, each error and error type or absence thereof will be documented and reported in a manner that is appropriate within the limits of legal privilege.  All partners will have access to case documents and will exchange information in such a fashion so as to not duplicate efforts and to facilitate timely litigation and relief. MIP’s Legal Director and the Director of the WCD will determine case placement after their review is completed and convicted persons will be notified by the WCD.  In the notification documentation, options for follow-up will be presented to the convicted person and their last-known counsel.  

For each of the 185 Iowa cases under the scope of the pre-litigation review, each error and error type or absence thereof will be documented and reported in a manner that is appropriate within the limits of legal privilege. The overarching outcome and deliverable of the proposed project is that by reviewing for error and reviewing for litigation potential, wrongfully convicted Iowans will be exonerated. 		[$$]790,956		0.80		[$$]632,765		9		8		8		8		8		9		8		8 - 7		Good		A significant number of major and minor strengths, no more than a couple minor weaknesses, and no major weaknesses identified. High probability and confidence that the solicitation requirements will be met, with some of the requirements exceeded. 		NO						$0		0.00						NA		NA		NA		NA		NA		NA		NA		NO		NA		NA		NA		NA		IA		YES- Kansas FY15		YES		3,046,355		4,010		0.13%

		WA		Pacific		2016-90521-WA-IJ		Washington State Patrol		State Agency		Northwest DNA Expansion Initiative		Problem, target area and  population: Collaborative efforts of Washington State Patrol Crime Laboratory Division (WSPCLD) and Innocence Project Northwest (IPNW) are often the only hope for Washington prisoners to prove their innocence. These partners face unprecedented demands on their time and resources, as advancing technology makes it possible for DNA to establish the truth in
a growing number of cases. Funding will significantly increase postconviction DNA testing and share
the benefits of this partnership with Alaska's Innocence Project (AKIP).

Partnerships: IPNW and WSPCLD have exonerated five Washington men who collectively served
64 years in prison for crimes they did not commit. They collaborate to locate evidence, review cases and establish viable DNA testing plans. Through outreach and training, IPNW has established a network of pro bono attorneys who are eager to assist on innocence cases and crucial to the Initiative. Support to AKIP will allow a fellow innocence organization (formed when IPNW was unable to serve Alaska as hoped) to increase DNA testing for innocent Alaskans.

Program strategy, goals and objectives: Five key objectives will attain The Northwest DNA Expansion Initiative's goal to free more innocent prisoners and expand access to DNA testing in the Northwest (1) Increase IPNW's capacity to locate evidence and more quickly move cases into testing with the addition of a staff attorney and paralegal to ensure a queue of eligible cases are ready for collaborative representation by law students and pro bono lawyers; (2) Conduct limited outreach to translate and more widely disseminate IPNW application materials and conduct presentations targeted to minority prison populations; (3) Marshal existing pro bono partners and expand efforts to enlist experienced lawyers to secure DNA testing orders for more eligible prisoners; (4) Ensure WSPCLD's can provide efficient access to advanced DNA testing by funding critical overtime hours and
outsource fees for contracted laboratory services; and (5) Support a pilot collaboration between IPNW
and AKIP using successful models to improve case review efforts and recruit pro bono attorneys to assist on DNA cases in Alaska.

Outcomes and deliverables: The two-year Initiative will support improved outreach to minority prisoners; initiate evidence searches and case reviews in at least 120 potential DNA cases; prepare 40 cases to enter the DNA Testing phase; and fmalize testing in 24 cases. Efforts ofWSPCLD, IPNW, AKIP and pro bono volunteers will improve access to postconviction DNA testing, exonerate additional Northwest prisoners and identifY actual perpetrators when possible.		[$$]526,586		0.80		[$$]421,269		9		9		9		8		8		9		9		10 - 9		Excellent		Many major and minor strengths identified; few, if any weaknesses and no major weaknesses. Highest probability and confidence that the solicitation requirements will be met, with a majority of the requirements exceeded.		YES		2008-DN-BX-K127
2010-DY-BX-K404
2013-DY-BX-K005		2008-DN-BX-K127
2010-DY-BX-K404
2013-DY-BX-K005		$1,299,107		74.81						175		1.01%		17		0.10%		0		0		3		YES		6/30/16		YES- 9 month NCE		$62,161		6/10/16		WA; AK		YES		YES		7,434,771		17,366		0.23%

		CT		Northeast		2016-90526-CT-IJ		Department of Emergency Services and Public Protection		State Agency		Connecticut Postconviction Testing of DNA Evidence to Exonerate the Innocent
Project		The Connecticut Postconviction Testing of DNA Evidence to Exonerate the Innocent Project is a joint venture of the Department of Emergency Services and Public Protection (DESPP)/Division of Scientific Services (DSS), the Office of the Chief Public Defender's (OCPD)/Connecticut Innocence Project (CTIP}, and the Division of Criminal Justice's (DCJ)Office of the Chief State's Attorney (OCSA).The funding requested in this application will be used collaboratively by the three State agencies involved with the desired goal to proactively identify cases of individuals convicted of violent felonies for which they may be innocent. This project will focus on identifying cases in which hair comparisons were performed. In the last several years there have been a substantial number of cases identified where
the significance of hair comparison evidence was overstated resulting in improper convictions.

DESPP/DSS, OCPD/CTIP, and DCJ/OCSA will identify relevant cases in which evidence exists and may be subject to DNA testing. Identification of the relevant cases will occur in one of two ways: First Method of Identifying Cases: (1) DESPP/DSS performs both computerized and manual searches of
the case archive at the DSS forensic laboratory to identify all cases in which a positive hair comparison result had been reported; (2) OCPD/CTIP will perform a preliminary review of these cases to
determine which of the cases resulted in a conviction and if the significance of the hair comparison evidence may have been improperly presented at trial; and (3) OCPD/CTIP will advise the OCSA regarding each eligible case. Second Method of Identifying Cases: The DCJ/OCSA will actively seek the identification of relevant cases from State and local police departments, as well as from each State's Attorney within each Judicial District.

The goal of the project is to quickly and proactively identify cases of wrongful conviction where DNA analysis of hairs previously compared may establish innocence and seek the release and exoneration of the innocent individuals.

The funding from the 2016 Postconviction Testing of DNA Evidence to Exonerate the Innocent project will enable the identification and review of an estimated 600 cases in which hair comparisons were made and DNA testing in an estimated 60 of those cases. The funding will permit prompt testing of samples leading to a quicker process of release and exoneration of the innocent.

		[$$]834,715		0.80		[$$]667,772		9		8		9		9		8		10		9		10 - 9		Excellent		Many major and minor strengths identified; few, if any weaknesses and no major weaknesses. Highest probability and confidence that the solicitation requirements will be met, with a majority of the requirements exceeded.		YES		2009-DY-BX-K243
2011-DY-BX-K007		2009-DY-BX-K243
2011-DY-BX-K007		$2,878,310		173.02						395		2.37%		44		0.26%		8		1		1		NO		NA		NA		$645,729		NA		CT		YES		NO		3,574,097		16,636		0.47%

		AZ		Southwest		2016-90535-AZ-IJ		AZ Board of Regents on behalf of Arizona State University		Public University		Arizona DNA Advocacy Project		The Arizona DNA Advocacy Project (the “Project”) has worked since January of 2015 to investigate and litigate post-conviction cases where DNA testing could show innocence. Continued advancements in scientific evidence gathering and testing, admissions that previous forensic methods may have been incorrectly applied, and the grave injustice of incarcerating innocent people make the need for review of claims of innocence critical. There remain over 42,000 inmates incarcerated in Arizona, with over 51% classified as violent offenders.
The Project is a collaboration of the Arizona Justice Project, the Post-Conviction Clinic at the College of Law at Arizona State University, and the Wrongful Conviction Clinic at the College of Law at University of Arizona. The Project provides for the efficient and diligent review of post-conviction claims of innocence, with seamless relationships between the partners who are some of the most experienced post-conviction lawyers in Arizona. Twenty-seven cases are currently active under the Project, with a total of 43 cases reviewed in the first 15 months. This year, it is expected that a request for DNA testing may be made in approximately 8 cases. The Project is one of the last resources in Arizona for prisoners whose claim of innocence may be proven through DNA testing.
The Project seeks funding to continue investigating Arizona convictions, and we propose 2.4% of the budget to identify cases in three situations: (1) where hair microscopy was used to convict, (2) involving Native American prisoners, and (3) where a significant statistical error could have occurred when determining the likelihood of a DNA "match." Hair microscopy has been substantially discredited, with the FBI proving an 11% failure rate when compared to mitochondrial DNA analysis. Yet no other entity has attempted to identify cases hinging on hair microscopy in Arizona. Native Americans are chronically underrepresented in the justice system, and represent only .7% of exonerees nationwide. With over 5% of the state’s prison population self-identifying as Native American, the Project believes that identifying potential cases of innocence is essential in Arizona. ally, DPS is identifying cases where there was a “partial profile” within a complex
mixture and the probability statistical errors would affect whether there is a true scientific
match. The Project seeks to identify those cases and assess whether the errors are
material and, if so, whether re-evaluation of the DNA evidence is appropriate.		[$$]942,902		0.00		[$$]0		9		8		8		10		8		9		8		8 - 7		Good		A significant number of major and minor strengths, no more than a couple minor weaknesses, and no major weaknesses identified. High probability and confidence that the solicitation requirements will be met, with some of the requirements exceeded. 		YES		2008-DN-BX-K145
2014-DY-BX-K001		2008-DN-BX-K145
2014-DY-BX-K001		$1,676,223		119.99				$331,987		470		3.36%		16		0.11%		9		2		1		YES		12/31/16		YES-NCE to 12/31/2017 pending		$517,695		9/16/17		AZ		YES		YES		6,392,017		13,970		0.22%

		PR		Southeast		2016-90537-PR-IJ		Instituto de Ciencias Forenses de Puerto Rico		State Agency		Puerto Rico DNA Post Conviction Project		Analysis of DNA which is used for eliminating innocent suspects and ensuring that justice is done through our offenders, has become popular in the exoneration of the wrongfully convicted.  According to the Innocence Project Network, to date, 337 exonerations have been made due to DNA testing in the United States. In Puerto Rico as of June 2015, the prison population was of 12,381 inmates in its 35 prisons. Recent studies show that around 2.3 %– 5 %  of inmates have been falsely convicted, therefore, Puerto Rico may have incarcerated around 285-619 innocent people. On December 29, 2015, Puerto Rico passed a post-conviction DNA law. Since then, the amount of letters requesting DNA analysis in post-conviction cases has dramatically increased, and a steadily growing number of potential cases have been recorded. The Puerto Rico Innocence Project (PR-IP) was formed in January, 2014 when it became associated with the national Innocence Network. It is located at the Inter American University School of Law, the only ABA- approved law school in Puerto Rico that offers a J.D. in both Spanish and English in order to prepare its students for service to a diverse population. In Puerto Rico, indigent inmates seeking post-conviction relief often turn to the nonprofit PR Innocence Project. The PR DNA Post Conviction Project is seeking funding to defray the costs associated with post-conviction identification, review and DNA testing in cases where violent felony cases in which actual innocence may be established. This project consists of a partnership between the Institute of Forensic Sciences of Puerto Rico (IFS-PR) and the Puerto Rico Innocence Project. The DNA & Serology Laboratory as well  as the CODIS Laboratory in the IFS-PR are fully accredited by the American Society of Crime and Laboratory Director / Laboratory Accreditation Board by ISO 17025 standards and follows the FBI Quality Assurance Standards for casework and databasing laboratories. Its analysts have vast experience and indispensable understanding of all aspects of forensic DNA, body fluids, sexual assaults, touch DNA, mixture interpretations and Y-STRs work being conducted in the scientific and legal communities		[$$]409,424		0.80		[$$]327,539		8		8		8		8		8		8		8		8 - 7		Good		A significant number of major and minor strengths, no more than a couple minor weaknesses, and no major weaknesses identified. High probability and confidence that the solicitation requirements will be met, with some of the requirements exceeded. 		NO						$0		0.00						NA		NA		NA		NA		NA		NA		NA		NO		NA		NA		NA		NA		PR		NO		NO		3,725,789		6,612		0.18%

		ID		Mountain		2016-90538-ID-IJ		Boise State University		Public University		DNA Innocence Program, Idaho Innocence Project at Boise State University		Forensic DNA analysis continues to evolve, allowing new postconviction testing in cases where DNA was not analyzed, where it was inconclusive, or where it was wrongly interpreted. The Idaho Innocence Project (liP) has provided assistance to wrongfully convicted prisoners since 2004. We take DNA cases, including those where previous DNA results were erroneous. Unlike other Innocence Network organizations our director is a DNA expert, with a fully equipped forensic DNA laboratory at Boise State University. For this reason, we assist on cases outside our primary service area (Pacific Northwest) throughout the United States, helping other Innocence organizations with complex DNA issues. We are the only innocence organization that uses validated probabilistic DNA software that is capable of reopening DNA cases
without any new wet laboratory work. This proposal will allow us to review 600 cases in
two years, with an anticipated in-depth investigation of 20 cases using probabilistic DNA software. Our goal is to attain DNA testing in every case where it may establish innocence.

		[$$]787,314		0.80		[$$]629,851		7		7		8		7		8		8		8		8 - 7		Good		A significant number of major and minor strengths, no more than a couple minor weaknesses, and no major weaknesses identified. High probability and confidence that the solicitation requirements will be met, with some of the requirements exceeded. 		NO						$0		0.00						NA		NA		NA		NA		NA		NA		NA		NO		NA		NA		NA		NA		ID; US?		NO		NO		1,567,582		3,349		0.21%

		CA		Pacific		2016-90539-CA-IJ		California Governor's Office of Emergency Services (Cal OES)		State Agency		California DNA Assistance Program (CADNAP)		As DNA testing has evolved and its use expanded, there remain significant gaps in its application and availability to prisoners who may be innocent of the crimes for which they were convicted. As DNA technology has advanced, innocence work has been professionalized and resources have been committed to engage in expanded testing of cases in which DNA is available. Since 2009, the innocence projects of California
(Ca-IPs), consisting of the Northern California Innocence Project and the California Innocence Project, have worked together under the umbrella of the California DNA Assistance Program (CADNAP), to review and investigate DNA cases and test DNA where there is a claim of an inmate's actual innocence.
California is the most populous state in the nation and ranks first in the number of housed inmates. The demographics  of California and its prison population have changed over the past decade. In 2014, Hispanics superseded non-Hispanic  whites to make up the largest population segment in California. Hispanics also made up the largest percentage of the prison population in California- 40.1%. This has led to a significant increase in Spanish language inquiries to the Ca-IPs.
Advances in DNA testing also open the door to a broader group of DNA cases which could lead to exonerations. Within the past five years, "touch DNA" has been
developed which allows for DNA analysis of skin cells on an object. While awareness of this technology is growing, touch DNA testing is not routinely applied, especially in violent felonies such as robbery, burglary and kidnapping.
The proposed project addresses the changing demographics  of California and its Spanish-speaking prison population; the advent of technological advances like touch DNA and the need to explore cases which could benefit from that technology; and the need to complete the investigations in DNA cases which have resulted from previous grants.
If funded, theCA-IPs will continue work under CADNAP, with the California Office of Emergency Services (Cal OES) having oversight responsibility. The five goals for this proposal are: (1) to identify potential postconviction DNA testing cases; (2) to review appropriate postconviction cases to identify those in which DNA testing could prove the actual innocence of a person convicted of a violent felony offense; (3) to locate biological evidence associated with such postconviction cases; (4) to perform DNA analysis of appropriate biological evidence; and (5) to produce a final report that shares findings with Cal OES and NIJ grant officials.
		[$$]2,371,134		0.00		[$$]0		8		8		9		9		9		9		9		10 - 9		Excellent		Many major and minor strengths identified; few, if any weaknesses and no major weaknesses. Highest probability and confidence that the solicitation requirements will be met, with a majority of the requirements exceeded.		YES		2009-DY-BX-K240
2011-DY-BX-K001
2013-DY-BX-K003
2014-DY-BX-K002
2015-DY-BX-K003 (Orange County)		2009-DY-BX-K240
2011-DY-BX-K001
2013-DY-BX-K003
2014-DY-BX-K002
2015-DY-BX-K003 (Orange County)		$7,012,132		85.28						12225		14.87%		109		0.13%		9		4		3		YES		9/30/16		YES- 12 month NCE		$483,310		2/3/17		CA		YES		YES - partial (OC)		37,253,956		82,220		0.22%

														total		[$$]6,972,799				[$$]2,927,010

																$6,029,897



																available				[$$]3,596,910

																				[$$]669,900



																FY16 funds				[$$]3,587,779

																FY15 carry over				[$$]9,131















FY16 Apps Demos
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				apps

				State Agency		Local Unit of Gov't		Public University				Pacific		Mountain		Midwest		Southwest		Northeast		Mid-Atlantic		Southeast				Physical Sciences & Mathematics		Life Sciences		Engineering		Social and Behavioral Sciences										Public U.		Private U.		Federal		State		Local		Industry				New Applicant		Past Awardee		Current Awardee

				5		0		3				2		1		1		1		1		1		1				15		9		13		3										ERROR:#REF!		ERROR:#REF!		ERROR:#REF!		ERROR:#REF!		ERROR:#REF!		ERROR:#REF!				4		1		3

				awards

				Public								Pacific		Mountain		Midwest		Southwest		Northeast		Mid-Atlantic		Southeast				Physical Sciences & Mathematics		Life Sciences		Engineering		Social and Behavioral Sciences										Public U.		Private U.		Federal		State		Local		Industry				Male				Female

				ERROR:#VALUE!								ERROR:#VALUE!		ERROR:#VALUE!		ERROR:#VALUE!		ERROR:#VALUE!		ERROR:#VALUE!		ERROR:#VALUE!		ERROR:#VALUE!				8		6		6		1										ERROR:#REF!		ERROR:#REF!		ERROR:#REF!		ERROR:#REF!		ERROR:#REF!		ERROR:#REF!				ERROR:#VALUE!				ERROR:#VALUE!

																												apps

																												Applied Mathematics		Chemistry		Pharmacology, Toxicology and Environmental Health		Biochemistry, Biophysics, and Structural Biology		Microbiology		Computer Sciences		Electrical and Computer Engineering		Operations Research, Systems Engineering and Industrial Engineering		Anthropology		Neuroscience and Neurobiology		Information Science		Genetics and Genomics		Materials Science and Engineering		Computational Engineering		Geography		Mechanical Engineering				Physics

																												2		9		2		2		1		1		6		1		1		1		3		3		3		1		2		1				1
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		2016-90526-CT-IJ		Department of Emergency Services and Public Protection		Connecticut Postconviction Testing of DNA Evidence to Exonerate the Innocent
Project		The Connecticut Postconviction Testing of DNA Evidence to Exonerate the Innocent Project is a joint venture of the Department of Emergency Services and Public Protection (DESPP)/Division of Scientific Services (DSS), the Office of the Chief Public Defender's (OCPD)/Connecticut Innocence Project (CTIP}, and the Division of Criminal Justice's (DCJ)Office of the Chief State's Attorney (OCSA).The funding requested in this application will be used collaboratively by the three State agencies involved with the desired goal to proactively identify cases of individuals convicted of violent felonies for which they may be innocent. This project will focus on identifying cases in which hair comparisons were performed. In the last several years there have been a substantial number of cases identified where
the significance of hair comparison evidence was overstated resulting in improper convictions.

DESPP/DSS, OCPD/CTIP, and DCJ/OCSA will identify relevant cases in which evidence exists and may be subject to DNA testing. Identification of the relevant cases will occur in one of two ways: First Method of Identifying Cases: (1) DESPP/DSS performs both computerized and manual searches of
the case archive at the DSS forensic laboratory to identify all cases in which a positive hair comparison result had been reported; (2) OCPD/CTIP will perform a preliminary review of these cases to
determine which of the cases resulted in a conviction and if the significance of the hair comparison evidence may have been improperly presented at trial; and (3) OCPD/CTIP will advise the OCSA regarding each eligible case. Second Method of Identifying Cases: The DCJ/OCSA will actively seek the identification of relevant cases from State and local police departments, as well as from each State's Attorney within each Judicial District.

The goal of the project is to quickly and proactively identify cases of wrongful conviction where DNA analysis of hairs previously compared may establish innocence and seek the release and exoneration of the innocent individuals.

The funding from the 2016 Postconviction Testing of DNA Evidence to Exonerate the Innocent project will enable the identification and review of an estimated 600 cases in which hair comparisons were made and DNA testing in an estimated 60 of those cases. The funding will permit prompt testing of samples leading to a quicker process of release and exoneration of the innocent.

		Chezem		10		7		8		9		8		10		The DESPP Division of Scientific Services (DSS) is the lead agency in partnership with the Division of Criminal Justice’s Office of the Chief State’s Attorney (DCJ/OCSA), and the Office of the Chief Public Defender’s Connecticut Innocence Project (OCPD/CTIP). The partners have collaborated on previous exoneration projects. For this response, they propose to rapidly identify and rectify all cases of improper use of microscopic hair comparison evidence in the State of Connecticut. Overall, this is a strong application but there is need for some clarification. The activities for which funding is permissible on this application are limited to securing DNA testing where there is a strong indication of actual justice. The budget should be examined to be sure that the activities are allowable.		8		Burnette		9		Provides context and states well the need to be proactive when considering the problems identified with microscopic hair comparison.  Results in inaccurate testimony and presentation of said evidence.				9		Plainly states the intended methodology in its goals and objectives. Will search archives for possible relevant cases without waiting for requests.  Collaboration with named partners will allow for identification, review and referral of relevant cases to be tested. Identified pitfalls and lists aids in overcoming.				10		Descriptive and comprehensive listing and explanation of general and specific experience and qualifications. Roles and responsibilities are established with line of authority defined. 				10		Intends detailed reporting of data with Excel. Principle Investigator identified as the collection point and analyst for all data. Discernable roles and responsibilities.				9		Information included on combined Budget Detail and Budget Narrative and is realistic and comprehensive.  Would be more informative if a separate narrative was utilized to tell the budget story.  				10		Demonstrate how this process is done, while addressing the needs of the justice system and those with innocence claims with a proactive and collaborative approach. Provide useful data on how microscopic hair comparison evidence is incorrectly presented and reported.  Show viability and advantage of collaboration.						9		Hoogendoorn		9						8						9						8						8						9						The scope for testing is defined in this project and the focus is on hair analysis cases. The project includes representatives for prosecution, defense, and the crime laboratory. This should streamline the project. Goals are clearly defined and are attainable within the timeline. Responsibilities for each partner regarding data tracking and reporting are also clearly defined.
		8		9				Prosecution		Prof.		Linda		Chezem		chezeml@purdue.edu		4

		2016-90521-WA-IJ		Washington State Patrol		Northwest DNA Expansion Initiative		Problem, target area and  population: Collaborative efforts of Washington State Patrol Crime Laboratory Division (WSPCLD) and Innocence Project Northwest (IPNW) are often the only hope for Washington prisoners to prove their innocence. These partners face unprecedented demands on their time and resources, as advancing technology makes it possible for DNA to establish the truth in
a growing number of cases. Funding will significantly increase postconviction DNA testing and share
the benefits of this partnership with Alaska's Innocence Project (AKIP).

Partnerships: IPNW and WSPCLD have exonerated five Washington men who collectively served
64 years in prison for crimes they did not commit. They collaborate to locate evidence, review cases and establish viable DNA testing plans. Through outreach and training, IPNW has established a network of pro bono attorneys who are eager to assist on innocence cases and crucial to the Initiative. Support to AKIP will allow a fellow innocence organization (formed when IPNW was unable to serve Alaska as hoped) to increase DNA testing for innocent Alaskans.

Program strategy, goals and objectives: Five key objectives will attain The Northwest DNA Expansion Initiative's goal to free more innocent prisoners and expand access to DNA testing in the Northwest (1) Increase IPNW's capacity to locate evidence and more quickly move cases into testing with the addition of a staff attorney and paralegal to ensure a queue of eligible cases are ready for collaborative representation by law students and pro bono lawyers; (2) Conduct limited outreach to translate and more widely disseminate IPNW application materials and conduct presentations targeted to minority prison populations; (3) Marshal existing pro bono partners and expand efforts to enlist experienced lawyers to secure DNA testing orders for more eligible prisoners; (4) Ensure WSPCLD's can provide efficient access to advanced DNA testing by funding critical overtime hours and
outsource fees for contracted laboratory services; and (5) Support a pilot collaboration between IPNW
and AKIP using successful models to improve case review efforts and recruit pro bono attorneys to assist on DNA cases in Alaska.

Outcomes and deliverables: The two-year Initiative will support improved outreach to minority prisoners; initiate evidence searches and case reviews in at least 120 potential DNA cases; prepare 40 cases to enter the DNA Testing phase; and fmalize testing in 24 cases. Efforts ofWSPCLD, IPNW, AKIP and pro bono volunteers will improve access to postconviction DNA testing, exonerate additional Northwest prisoners and identifY actual perpetrators when possible.		Siegel		8		8		9		8		7		9				8		Burnette		9		Increased demand (78%) for testing sexual assault kits, required by the legislature, and increase in innocence claims, with a problem of underrepresented number of minority exonerations.				10		Partnership with Innocence Project Northwest (IPNW). Plan is to add staff to IPNW and overtime to WSPCLD, supporting a collaboration with the Alaska Innocence Project (AKIN), whose population is underserved. Set out clear objectives in their design and implementation plan. Management structure is clear with WSPCLD handling the DNA testing and IPNW assigned to the administration.  Showing of sustainability.				10		Qualifications and experience plainly establishes a compelling partnership.  				8		Explains what data is going to be captured and identifies responsible parties but not how the information exchange between the partners will work.         				9		Together the Budget Detail and Budget Narrative present a clear, comprehensive and realistic budget.				9		Initiative efforts will increase the number of applicants served in Washington and Alaska, improve access to assistance for minority groups, and expedite the time to complete case review and post-conviction DNA testing in Washington. Improve criminal justice practices and show how collaboration with other organizations can work. 						10		Hoogendoorn		9						8						8						7						7						9						This is a multi-agency effort including a partnership with the Washington Crime Laboratory. How cases are identified for review is not exactly defined but detail is provide on how extra staff would contribute to increases in case review. The WSPCL has the capacity for testing of evidence and helping determine feasibility for testing.
		8		9				Prosecution		Mr.		Steve		Siegel		srs@denverda.org		4

		2016-90512-MD-IJ		University of Baltimore		Postconviction Testing of DNA Evidence to Exonerate the Innocent		The University of Baltimore, a non-profit public educational institution, is applying to the U.S. Department of Justice’s National Institute of Justice on behalf of the University of
Baltimore School of Law for funding to perform a postconviction Testing of DNA Evidence to Exonerate the Innocent Program grant. A total amount of $309,768 is
being sought to conduct case reviews, locate evidence and perform DNA analysis of biological evidence in cases in which DNA testing has the potential to exonerate defendants who were wrongly convicted of violent crimes in a Maryland state court. It is anticipated that over the course of the two year grant period twenty cases that have already been identified as appropriate for DNA testing and another ten cases that will be referred to the program during the course of the grant period will be handled by a staff attorney. The staff attorney will conduct case reviews, locate or assist law
enforcement officials in locating physical evidence, coordinate and monitor DNA testing and in appropriate cases seek relief for defendants based on the results of the DNA testing. The staff attorney will also conduct a review of fourteen additional cases that have been identified by the FBI as involving false or misleading hair comparison
testimony. That review will include assessing the materiality of the hair comparison testimony in light of an examination of the entire trial record. In cases in which the testimony was material to the conviction, the staff attorney will attempt to locate the hair evidence and perform DNA testing on that evidence. 
The University of Baltimore will implement this program by using the current Director of the Innocence Project Clinic as the Program Manager and will collaborate with the
Maryland Office of the Public Defender in assessing cases that are referred by that entity for purposes of assessing the appropriateness of DNA testing. The Project Manager will supervise the staff attorney and will ensure that the case work is progressing and that investigative and forensic testing resources are being utilized appropriately. The Program Manager and the Staff Attorney will provide representation in all phases of the search for biological evidence, the screening and DNA testing of that evidence and in appropriate cases in the legal process to secure exonerations.		Chezem		10		8		8		10		10		10		This proposal is appealing because it is simple in design, continues ongoing work, and appears to have every chance of being successful. It is a law school clinic with a professor and one additional attorney working with students. Parts of the proposal are confusing. One clarification is need to clearly state that the litigation to be conducted by applicant as funded by this RFP is not beyond the limits of permitted expenditures. That should be state definitively in the application. 
		9		Burnette		9		Clearly states the need for DNA testing in cases identified and the increasing inability to fund the investigation and review of same. Demonstrates awareness of the state of DNA and its important place in post-conviction practice. Good overview of MD statutory scheme vis a vis DNA testing.				10		Provides for evaluation and representation when merited. Implementation provides for case scenarios to be addressed and reviewed, explaining the means .addressing possible pitfalls.				8		Although Project Manager’s experience and qualifications are presented, the hire of only one staff member caused some concern but taking into account the relatively small scope of the project the goals, as presented are viable. Experience and background of the University help to assure feasibility.  Would have liked a more detailed position description of the staff attorney, so as to better grasp whether s/he can accomplish the work mentioned in the narrative.  				9		Process and software to report results that track the metrics specified in the solicitation. Responsible parties identified.				9		Budget needs presented in a clear and complete manner.  Appear to be realistic, considering the concerns mentioned in Capabilities and Competencies, and the resort to the Budget Narrative, which is informative. 				9		Stated as providing timely and efficient processing to effectively and conclusively demonstrate the ability of DNA testing of multiple items of evidence in complex cases
resolve the question of guilt. 						9		Hoogendoorn		8		The potential significance of DNA testing in post-conviction cases is clearly acknowledged, and a number of specific cases had been identified which could benefit from DNA testing. Exculpatory DNA analysis has already been performed under this program.
		No specifics are given on the nature of the evidence that may exist and whether it is suited for DNA testing. No specifics are given on the types of DNA analysis that may be performed.
		7		The project has identified specific cases that may benefit from post-conviction DNA testing,The collaboration between the Office of the Public Defender (OPD) and the University of Baltimore Law School has already been established and resulted in the UB Innocence Project Clinic (UBIPC). The framework exists to conduct the proposed project and the allotted time should be sufficient to conduct the review of the cases that were identified for the existence of biological evidence for testing and securing the evidence for submission to a laboratory for testing.
		No specifics are given about the laboratory that the evidence will be submitted to, only that it will be a fee-for-service laboratory. No information is given how this would enable entry into CODIS of any potential unknown profiles resulting from the testing (there would need to be an agreement in place for a public laboratory to play a role in that). No liaison with expertise in DNA testing was identified in the proposal, and no specifics are given on the feasibility of DNA testing for the evidence that is expected to exist in the cases that were identified and none of the individuals listed in the proposal have scientific expertise in DNA analysis. Potential pitfalls as related to the actual DNA testing are not identified.
		8		The UBIPC director, who will serve as the project manager, has demonstrated her competency for this project. The proposal to fund one full-time attorney who will report to the project manager weekly should enable the project to remain on schedule as far as case review and evidence location.
		The project does not name a liaison with expertise as a Forensic DNA analyst.		7		The proposal states that all metrics as required in the solicitation (p.13) will be included in the reported results. A case tracking and grant management system is already in place.
		No specifics are given on how DNA results, if any, will be tracked or who will be responsible for shepherding cases through this part of the process.		8		The budget includes a full-time staff attorney and 20% of the salary of the project manager, plus university overhead costs. The total cost for these items is reasonable. Funds are also budgeted for DNA testing.
		No detail is given how the cost of DNA testing was budgeted. Also, the budget is very specific to the number of items to be tested in each case without allowing for the possibility that more items may need to be tested. No information is included what the basis is for the estimated cost per item. No budget narrative was included to provide details.
		9		More timely screening of post-conviction cases and having staff dedicated to screening cases and locating evidence remaining, if any, will expedite the process and efficiency of case management.
		None identified.		Goals are clearly stated and are attainable with regards to screening, case review and location of evidence. A framework is already in place. Not much detail is given on the specifics for DNA testing. Personnel is highly qualified, though lacking someone with expertise in DNA testing. A collaboration with a crime laboratory would facilitate the goals of this project.		8		9				Defense		Mr.		Edwin		Burnette		eab.vision@gmail.com		8

		2016-90539-CA-IJ		California Governor's Office of Emergency Services (Cal OES)		California DNA Assistance Program (CADNAP)		As DNA testing has evolved and its use expanded, there remain significant gaps in its application and availability to prisoners who may be innocent of the crimes for which they were convicted. As DNA technology has advanced, innocence work has been professionalized and resources have been committed to engage in expanded testing of cases in which DNA is available. Since 2009, the innocence projects of California
(Ca-IPs), consisting of the Northern California Innocence Project and the California Innocence Project, have worked together under the umbrella of the California DNA Assistance Program (CADNAP), to review and investigate DNA cases and test DNA where there is a claim of an inmate's actual innocence.
California is the most populous state in the nation and ranks first in the number of housed inmates. The demographics  of California and its prison population have changed over the past decade. In 2014, Hispanics superseded non-Hispanic  whites to make up the largest population segment in California. Hispanics also made up the largest percentage of the prison population in California- 40.1%. This has led to a significant increase in Spanish language inquiries to the Ca-IPs.
Advances in DNA testing also open the door to a broader group of DNA cases which could lead to exonerations. Within the past five years, "touch DNA" has been
developed which allows for DNA analysis of skin cells on an object. While awareness of this technology is growing, touch DNA testing is not routinely applied, especially in violent felonies such as robbery, burglary and kidnapping.
The proposed project addresses the changing demographics  of California and its Spanish-speaking prison population; the advent of technological advances like touch DNA and the need to explore cases which could benefit from that technology; and the need to complete the investigations in DNA cases which have resulted from previous grants.
If funded, theCA-IPs will continue work under CADNAP, with the California Office of Emergency Services (Cal OES) having oversight responsibility. The five goals for this proposal are: (1) to identify potential postconviction DNA testing cases; (2) to review appropriate postconviction cases to identify those in which DNA testing could prove the actual innocence of a person convicted of a violent felony offense; (3) to locate biological evidence associated with such postconviction cases; (4) to perform DNA analysis of appropriate biological evidence; and (5) to produce a final report that shares findings with Cal OES and NIJ grant officials.
		Siegel		7		8		9		8		8		9				8		Burnette		9		Gives context to its statement with reference to the size of the population, correctional system and inmate population in California, the advent of new technologies in DNA testing and the underserved Spanish speaking population.				9		List an expanded list of offenses to be covered, burglary, Robbery and kidnapping, by the partnership under the CADNAP umbrella. This while attempting to reach the Spanish speaking inmates with flyers, workshops and a website. The use of new technologies will allow testing of samples heretofore not possible.				10		While citing an impressive history of grant performance and deliverables, CADNAP also lists an organization whose viability and sustainability are evident throughout the Program Narrative. 				9		Each of the projects will maintain a customized data base, as will CADNAP maintaining databases to track overall testing progress and costs				10		The Budget Detail provides the budget numbers and the Budget Narrative explains in detail the need for the funds requested. 				9		Reform, as well as information, aimed at making convictions based on DNA more reliable. 						9		Hoogendoorn		9						7						8						9						8						9						The project has proven to be successful in the past and it includes a large staff and many volunteers. Working relationships have been established with representatives of the courts and crime laboratories; however the CA public laboratories are not a partner in this project. An effective case management system is in place. The goals are clearly outlined. The inclusion of more sample types may increase the caseload while not all these sample types may commonly lead to probative DNA results.		8		9				DNA		Dr.		Marlijn		Hoogendoorn		marlijn.hoogendoorn@state.mn.us		8

		2016-90518-IA-IJ		Governor's Office of Drug Control Policy		Partnership for Postconviction Testing of DNA Evidence to Exonerate the Innocent		Recent litigation and DNA testing in microscopic hair comparison cases have resulted in exonerations for defendants convicted with microscopic hair evidence and demonstrates the urgency and precision of re-examination of such cases in Iowa. 

The proposed Iowa Hair Analysis, Review, Testing, and Litigation Project, to be administered by the Iowa Office of Drug Control Policy (ODCP) and conducted by the Iowa State Public Defender’s Wrongful Conviction Division (WCD), the Midwest Innocence Project (MIP), and the Iowa Division of Criminal Investigations Criminalistics Laboratory (DCI Lab), seeks to review cases where microscopic hair analysis was performed by the DCI Lab, and conduct new DNA testing on evidentiary hair and concomitant biological evidence, in order to litigate actionable cases of factual innocence and wrongful conviction. Supported by major state entities and the Innocence Project of Iowa, this project represents the first collaboration of its kind, and will provide a rich pool of data from which much can be learned about the practice of forensic science and its impact on the criminal justice system.  

The partnership will use the FBI’s Scientific Standards as the measure for flagging and determining errors. For each of the 185 cases under the scope of the pre-litigation review, each error and error type or absence thereof will be documented and reported in a manner that is appropriate within the limits of legal privilege.  All partners will have access to case documents and will exchange information in such a fashion so as to not duplicate efforts and to facilitate timely litigation and relief. MIP’s Legal Director and the Director of the WCD will determine case placement after their review is completed and convicted persons will be notified by the WCD.  In the notification documentation, options for follow-up will be presented to the convicted person and their last-known counsel.  

For each of the 185 Iowa cases under the scope of the pre-litigation review, each error and error type or absence thereof will be documented and reported in a manner that is appropriate within the limits of legal privilege. The overarching outcome and deliverable of the proposed project is that by reviewing for error and reviewing for litigation potential, wrongfully convicted Iowans will be exonerated. 		Chezem		8		6		7		9		6		10		This application will be administered by the Iowa Office of Drug Control Policy (ODCP) and conducted by the Iowa State Public Defender’s Wrongful Conviction Division (WCD), the Midwest Innocence Project (MIP), and the Iowa Division of Criminal Investigations Criminalistics Laboratory (DCI Lab). This proposal is attractive in general but raises some overall management concerns. The autonomy of the different agencies is very clear. It is not clear how the actual management and priorities will be carried out under the grant. Significant concern is raised by the language of the MOUs. A specific concern is that the MOU states that certain disputes will be decided by court order. MOU’s are very detailed but inadequately address the management issues. 
		7		Burnette		10		Clearly states the problem, gives examples and highlights urgency, citing the lack of Iowa exonerations and racial disparity. 				10		Will focus on evidence of hair comparison (testimony) through partnerships. Seeks to identify and review cases done in the DCI Lab, to insure that the cases based on problematic hair testimony will be identified, reviewed and tested if necessary. The process for accomplishing this is explained, identifying the roles of the partners.    				10		Provides the qualifications and experience of organizations and proposed staff. States that their two pronged approach will assure robust review and legal relief where warranted.				9		Cites “Amicus” case management system as the data collection tool and identifies, process for tracking the 184 cases identified and responsible parties. 				10		States the needs and to what areas funding will be applied, in the Project Narrative, and to a greater degree in the Budget Detail and Narrative. 				10		States that project represents a unique collaboration and will provide a rich pool of data to examine forensic science and its impact on the criminal justice system. 						10		Hoogendoorn		8						8						8						7						9						8						This project’s strength is in the involvement of multiple agencies combining their efforts to identify cases post-conviction testing. Its focus on cases where hair analysis was a key factor in conviction provides a limited scope that should ensure attainability. The collaboration ensures a smooth process from case identification through DNA testing. All participating entities are well-qualified.
		8		8

		2016-90535-AZ-IJ		AZ Board of Regents on behalf of Arizona State University		Arizona DNA Advocacy Project		The Arizona DNA Advocacy Project (the “Project”) has worked since January of 2015 to investigate and litigate post-conviction cases where DNA testing could show innocence. Continued advancements in scientific evidence gathering and testing, admissions that previous forensic methods may have been incorrectly applied, and the grave injustice of incarcerating innocent people make the need for review of claims of innocence critical. There remain over 42,000 inmates incarcerated in Arizona, with over 51% classified as violent offenders.
The Project is a collaboration of the Arizona Justice Project, the Post-Conviction Clinic at the College of Law at Arizona State University, and the Wrongful Conviction Clinic at the College of Law at University of Arizona. The Project provides for the efficient and diligent review of post-conviction claims of innocence, with seamless relationships between the partners who are some of the most experienced post-conviction lawyers in Arizona. Twenty-seven cases are currently active under the Project, with a total of 43 cases reviewed in the first 15 months. This year, it is expected that a request for DNA testing may be made in approximately 8 cases. The Project is one of the last resources in Arizona for prisoners whose claim of innocence may be proven through DNA testing.
The Project seeks funding to continue investigating Arizona convictions, and we propose 2.4% of the budget to identify cases in three situations: (1) where hair microscopy was used to convict, (2) involving Native American prisoners, and (3) where a significant statistical error could have occurred when determining the likelihood of a DNA "match." Hair microscopy has been substantially discredited, with the FBI proving an 11% failure rate when compared to mitochondrial DNA analysis. Yet no other entity has attempted to identify cases hinging on hair microscopy in Arizona. Native Americans are chronically underrepresented in the justice system, and represent only .7% of exonerees nationwide. With over 5% of the state’s prison population self-identifying as Native American, the Project believes that identifying potential cases of innocence is essential in Arizona. ally, DPS is identifying cases where there was a “partial profile” within a complex
mixture and the probability statistical errors would affect whether there is a true scientific
match. The Project seeks to identify those cases and assess whether the errors are
material and, if so, whether re-evaluation of the DNA evidence is appropriate.		Chezem		8		7		7		10		8		9		Arizona DNA Advocacy Project (the “Project”) consists of the Arizona Justice Project (“AJP”), the Post-Conviction Clinic (“PCC”) at the Sandra Day O’Connor College of Law at Arizona State University, and the Wrongful Conviction Clinic (“WCC”) at the James E. Rogers College of Law at the University of Arizona. The project is a collaboration of two law schools and an independent legal services non-profit. The professionals who will work on this proposal appear to be well qualified. The work proposed generally fits within the scope of the NIJ program. Finding cases where DAS might result in an exoneration for an actual innocence defendant is one of the aims. However, other proposed work appears to be beyond the scope of the program. The budget was very difficult to decipher. The plan of work is not clear as to time and specific responsibilities. 		8		Burnette		10		Lists a comprehensive statement of the problem, citing the inherent difficulties in the forensic analysis of DNA evidence, hair microscopy and the FBI review. The summary adds the underserved incarcerated Native American population. 				9		Notes percentage to be devoted to case identification and screening with partner assets. Explains the process assigning roles, responsibilities and lines of authority. 				9		Background, experience and capacity of the Project, and its collaboration with the aforementioned partners is detailed, the benefits of their collaboration are mentioned. The partners bring longstanding practice to bring to the table.				10		The Project identifies the tool used to capture data specified in the listed solicitation requirements and the responsible persons. 				9		Provides budget detail that clearly explains funds needed for staff, contracts and testing but would have benefited from a separate narrative. The cost effective discussion explains the possible advantage in using unused monies from another grant in a no cost extension. 				9		Listed as education, based on any successful effort, the demonstration of the value of collaboration, though not mentioned in this section of the narrative is alluded to in other places. 						9		Hoogendoorn		8						7						7						9						8						8						The project as proposed includes a lot of legal expertise and experience in post-conviction cases, but no liaison with prosecutorial branch or crime laboratory to help facilitate investigation of cases and location and testing of evidence. The cost of DNA testing (in overtime and/or consumables), if performed at a public laboratory is not included in in the budget, which is otherwise sufficient. The screening and investigation that is proposed should reasonably be able to be completed within the project timeline.
		7		8												total		24

		2016-90537-PR-IJ		Instituto de Ciencias Forenses de Puerto Rico		Puerto Rico DNA Post Conviction Project		Analysis of DNA which is used for eliminating innocent suspects and ensuring that justice is done through our offenders, has become popular in the exoneration of the wrongfully convicted.  According to the Innocence Project Network, to date, 337 exonerations have been made due to DNA testing in the United States. In Puerto Rico as of June 2015, the prison population was of 12,381 inmates in its 35 prisons. Recent studies show that around 2.3 %– 5 %  of inmates have been falsely convicted, therefore, Puerto Rico may have incarcerated around 285-619 innocent people. On December 29, 2015, Puerto Rico passed a post-conviction DNA law. Since then, the amount of letters requesting DNA analysis in post-conviction cases has dramatically increased, and a steadily growing number of potential cases have been recorded. The Puerto Rico Innocence Project (PR-IP) was formed in January, 2014 when it became associated with the national Innocence Network. It is located at the Inter American University School of Law, the only ABA- approved law school in Puerto Rico that offers a J.D. in both Spanish and English in order to prepare its students for service to a diverse population. In Puerto Rico, indigent inmates seeking post-conviction relief often turn to the nonprofit PR Innocence Project. The PR DNA Post Conviction Project is seeking funding to defray the costs associated with post-conviction identification, review and DNA testing in cases where violent felony cases in which actual innocence may be established. This project consists of a partnership between the Institute of Forensic Sciences of Puerto Rico (IFS-PR) and the Puerto Rico Innocence Project. The DNA & Serology Laboratory as well  as the CODIS Laboratory in the IFS-PR are fully accredited by the American Society of Crime and Laboratory Director / Laboratory Accreditation Board by ISO 17025 standards and follows the FBI Quality Assurance Standards for casework and databasing laboratories. Its analysts have vast experience and indispensable understanding of all aspects of forensic DNA, body fluids, sexual assaults, touch DNA, mixture interpretations and Y-STRs work being conducted in the scientific and legal communities		Siegel		6		8		9		8		9		8				8		Burnette		9		Projects an awareness of the need for DNA testing, and the state of the practice. Focused on testing the field for wrongful convictions.				8		With the advent of legislation the application sites number goals that generally track with the solicitation, and alludes to a process with the task of identifying those who meet the criteria of actual innocence claims, and convictions of violent felonies residing in one of the 35 prisons in Puerto Rico. 				8		Management structure of the cooperating organization is explained and the staffing and responsibilities are listed. While the expertise and qualifications of the present staff are mentioned, feasibility or sustainability is not addressed in attaining the numerical goals.				8		Excel will be used by the Grants Manager. 				8		The budget items that the application requests are listed in the Budget Detail, which includes the narrative.  The Budget Detail is confusing as it, at times is difficult to match the numbers with the narrative without scrolling back and forth.  				8		Application sites public support, confidence in the justice system and the training of bi-lingual students.  						8		Hoogendoorn		9						8						7						7						7						9						The project is a collaboration between a public crime laboratory and the innocence project, which will facilitate the gathering investigation of evidence and conducting of testing. The proposal includes a lot of detail on criteria for case selection and evidence and detailed information on the role of each of the collaborators.
		8		8

		2016-90538-ID-IJ		Boise State University		DNA Innocence Program, Idaho Innocence Project at Boise State University		Forensic DNA analysis continues to evolve, allowing new postconviction testing in cases where DNA was not analyzed, where it was inconclusive, or where it was wrongly interpreted. The Idaho Innocence Project (liP) has provided assistance to wrongfully convicted prisoners since 2004. We take DNA cases, including those where previous DNA results were erroneous. Unlike other Innocence Network organizations our director is a DNA expert, with a fully equipped forensic DNA laboratory at Boise State University. For this reason, we assist on cases outside our primary service area (Pacific Northwest) throughout the United States, helping other Innocence organizations with complex DNA issues. We are the only innocence organization that uses validated probabilistic DNA software that is capable of reopening DNA cases
without any new wet laboratory work. This proposal will allow us to review 600 cases in
two years, with an anticipated in-depth investigation of 20 cases using probabilistic DNA software. Our goal is to attain DNA testing in every case where it may establish innocence.

		Siegel		5		6		8		6		7		7				7		Burnette		9		Statement is uniquely framed with goals and objectives, followed by the plan for implementation approach that conveys a comprehensive problem. Definite awareness of the state of DNA and need in post-conviction practice.				9		In its approach and implementation presents an intake criteria that focuses on actual innocence with DNA match cases.  Outreach is notable in its approach, both to those incarcerated and the innocence projects that serve them.				10		Experience nationally and internationally, in addition to local influence indicates the capacity to accomplish their goals and objectives…in line with those presented in the solicitation. Management structure is simple, with assigned responsibility.				8		While applicant alludes to experience capturing data, citing Casemap and Excel,  reporting in accordance with another grant, does little to explain how data in this grant would be captured and reported but does state who would be responsible.				9		Budget Detail and Narrative, though combined, explain fully the budget items needed.				10		National and international with probabilistic genotyping and other new DNA techniques, already having a large impact on how claims of innocence are evaluated and litigated, will be expanded. 						9		Hoogendoorn		8						6						7						7						7						7						The proposal outlines how cases are identified for review and potential post-conviction testing. Participants include individuals with legal and forensic DNA expertise; however there is no documentation of collaborations with public defenders or accredited crime laboratories. The proposal lacks some detail in how the stated goals will be attained and how the lab at BSU will cooperate with accredited laboratories without duplicating the testing and reporting. The plan for data collection and reporting does not include details.
		7		8
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		2016-90512-MD-IJ		12136644				BMR OK		DES		4/13/16		University of Baltimore		MD		Public/State Controlled Institution of Higher Education		Postconviction Testing of DNA Evidence to Exonerate the Innocent						The University of Baltimore, a non-profit public educational institution, is applying to the U.S. Department of Justice’s National Institute of Justice on behalf of the University of
Baltimore School of Law for funding to perform a postconviction Testing of DNA Evidence to Exonerate the Innocent Program grant. A total amount of $309,768 is
being sought to conduct case reviews, locate evidence and perform DNA analysis of biological evidence in cases in which DNA testing has the potential to exonerate defendants who were wrongly convicted of violent crimes in a Maryland state court. It is anticipated that over the course of the two year grant period twenty cases that have already been identified as appropriate for DNA testing and another ten cases that will be referred to the program during the course of the grant period will be handled by a staff attorney. The staff attorney will conduct case reviews, locate or assist law
enforcement officials in locating physical evidence, coordinate and monitor DNA testing and in appropriate cases seek relief for defendants based on the results of the DNA testing. The staff attorney will also conduct a review of fourteen additional cases that have been identified by the FBI as involving false or misleading hair comparison
testimony. That review will include assessing the materiality of the hair comparison testimony in light of an examination of the entire trial record. In cases in which the testimony was material to the conviction, the staff attorney will attempt to locate the hair evidence and perform DNA testing on that evidence. 
The University of Baltimore will implement this program by using the current Director of the Innocence Project Clinic as the Program Manager and will collaborate with the
Maryland Office of the Public Defender in assessing cases that are referred by that entity for purposes of assessing the appropriateness of DNA testing. The Project Manager will supervise the staff attorney and will ensure that the case work is progressing and that investigative and forensic testing resources are being utilized appropriately. The Program Manager and the Staff Attorney will provide representation in all phases of the search for biological evidence, the screening and DNA testing of that evidence and in appropriate cases in the legal process to secure exonerations.		Michele Nethercott		mnethercott@ubalt.edu		(410) 837-6543 		[$$]309,768.00		10/1/16		9/30/18		2.0		$185,095		Yes- Public University		YES		Yes		YES		YES		YES		only one named key personnel (MICHELE NETHERCOTT); staff atty to be hired; BN is included in BDW		YES				hair analysis		Michele Nethercott, current director of UBIPC		mnethercott@ubalt.edu		MICHELE NETHERCOTT; planning to hire staff attroney		Private Investigator;
Office of the Public Defender (OPD);
Maryland Innocence Project		1) UBIPC id'd 20 cases where DNA testing can potentially exonerate & in 6 evidence likely exists and can be tested; 2) 10 cases expected to emerge during   3) 14 hair evidence case defendants have sought the assistance of the Office of the Public Defender (OPD) or the University of Baltimore Innocence Project Clinic (UBIPC) in reviewing their cases		travel to correctional facility $6,498		Need to confirm litigation - "funds provided by this grant will be utilized to cover the costs of traveling to courts, law
enforcement agencies and prisons throughout the state when necessary to conduct litigation,
search for evidence or meet with clients"				MATCH of $60,421 listed on SF 424;
project management 20% of her time; hire FT staff attorney; travel for 2 trips each year to correctional facility; office supplies for $2,400; Private Investigator 20 days x $55/hr each year + $800 PI travel; $88,000 to test 10 cases; $10,000 for documents; Indirect 57% ($62,700)		YES		NO		Yes- signed by Brian Frosh, AG for MD		 

		2016-90518-IA-IJ		12136813				BMR OK		DES		4/13/16		Governor's Office of Drug Control Policy		IA		State		Partnership for Postconviction Testing of DNA Evidence to Exonerate the Innocent						Recent litigation and DNA testing in microscopic hair comparison cases have resulted in exonerations for defendants convicted with microscopic hair evidence and demonstrates the urgency and precision of re-examination of such cases in Iowa. 

The proposed Iowa Hair Analysis, Review, Testing, and Litigation Project, to be administered by the Iowa Office of Drug Control Policy (ODCP) and conducted by the Iowa State Public Defender’s Wrongful Conviction Division (WCD), the Midwest Innocence Project (MIP), and the Iowa Division of Criminal Investigations Criminalistics Laboratory (DCI Lab), seeks to review cases where microscopic hair analysis was performed by the DCI Lab, and conduct new DNA testing on evidentiary hair and concomitant biological evidence, in order to litigate actionable cases of factual innocence and wrongful conviction. Supported by major state entities and the Innocence Project of Iowa, this project represents the first collaboration of its kind, and will provide a rich pool of data from which much can be learned about the practice of forensic science and its impact on the criminal justice system.  

The partnership will use the FBI’s Scientific Standards as the measure for flagging and determining errors. For each of the 185 cases under the scope of the pre-litigation review, each error and error type or absence thereof will be documented and reported in a manner that is appropriate within the limits of legal privilege.  All partners will have access to case documents and will exchange information in such a fashion so as to not duplicate efforts and to facilitate timely litigation and relief. MIP’s Legal Director and the Director of the WCD will determine case placement after their review is completed and convicted persons will be notified by the WCD.  In the notification documentation, options for follow-up will be presented to the convicted person and their last-known counsel.  

For each of the 185 Iowa cases under the scope of the pre-litigation review, each error and error type or absence thereof will be documented and reported in a manner that is appropriate within the limits of legal privilege. The overarching outcome and deliverable of the proposed project is that by reviewing for error and reviewing for litigation potential, wrongfully convicted Iowans will be exonerated. 		Dennis Wiggins		dennis.wiggins@iowa.gov		(515) 725-0311		[$$]790,956.00		10/1/16		9/30/18		2.0				Yes - State Agency		YES		YES		YES		YES		YES		Roxann Ryan included in biographies of Key Personnel w/o resume		YES				hair analysis;
concomitant biological evidence;
cognitive bias;
error types;
statistics and statistical experts;
legal interns		Dennis Wiggins		dennis.wiggins@iowa.gov		Roxann Ryan; Adam Gregg, Steven Lukan, Trciai Bushnell, R. Kurt Swain, Audrey McGinn, Summer Farrar		administered by the Iowa Office of Drug Control Policy (ODCP) and conducted by the Iowa State Public Defender’s Wrongful Conviction Division (WCD), the Midwest Innocence Project (MIP), and the Iowa Division of Criminal Investigations Criminalistics Laboratory (DCI Lab),		language is adversarial "the State Public Defender’s Wrongful Conviction Division has been empowered by Governor Terry Branstad," statistics on black incarcerations like "Of the 337 DNA exonerations recorded in the United States, 206 are African American" and "the fact that Iowa has some of the worst racial disparities in the country as measured by incarceration rates," and "Transcripts and Lab reports will be reviewed for erroneous language" and eroneous FBI testimony throughout- will they be able to work with evidence control agencies and prosecution offices? 
partnership excludes prosecution (partnership is underway in Iowa, bringing together law enforcement, the defense bar, the executive branch, the judicial branch, and relevant stakeholders) ;
Midwest Innocence Project (MIP) includes Iowa, Kansas, Missouri, Arkansas, and Nebraska;
"there has not yet been a DNA exoneration in the State of Iowa,v and the fact that Iowa has some of the worst racial disparities in the country as measured by incarceration rates"
MIP has a $100k subcontract under 2015-DY-BX-K004. 		Doesn't look like it- case identification process is already well under way in Iowa as a result of this partnership.- case identification process is already well under way in Iowa as a result of this partnership.		no indirect cost rate agreement - "The State Public Defender does not have a federally approved indirect cost rate. The 10% de minimis indirect cost rate is requested for the funding that will be passed through to the State Public Defender. $175,000 x 10% = $17,500.";
Possible litigation expenses: "require additional funding over and above what has been allocated and available by the State of Iowa, to pay investigators and attorneys to prepare cases for litigation and to represent the potentially innocent defendants identified through this proposed project" & "Additional equipment is also needed, such as for high volume scanner, and extra support for the laborious document review, and the costs of investigators, and attorneys to prepare cases for litigation in order to represent the potentially innocent defendants identified via this review."		need more details on contracts;
federally approved indirect cost rate agreement required;
2 laptops + scanner for contract staff - are these full time staff? - the budget looks as though these items are for administration yet the administrative staff are only listed as working a ocuple of hours a month. There is 1 FTE for one contractor and investigative hours for another contractor
The contractor expenses are included in some of the categories such as travel yet there are also contractor expenses. It looks to be that the consultants category lists contract staffing and DNA outsourcing  only. 		Personnel: $115,131.39;
Fringe: $4,868.41;
Travel: $17,708; MIP for 1600 miles + 6 hotel nights & SPD travel for 4,000 miles + 12 hotel nights & Annual Innocence Network Conference for 2 people for $2,036
Equipment: $11,094 for laptop computers for 2 staff + scanner for $6,0000
Supplies: $0;
Construction: $0;
Consultants: $423,404;
Other: $201,250		YES		computers scanner: $11,094		YES- signed by Tom Miller AG for IA

		2016-90521-WA-IJ		12136939				BMR OK		DES		4/13/16		Washington State Patrol		WA		State		Northwest DNA Expansion Initiative						Problem, target area and  population: Collaborative efforts of Washington State Patrol Crime Laboratory Division (WSPCLD) and Innocence Project Northwest (IPNW) are often the only hope for Washington prisoners to prove their innocence. These partners face unprecedented demands on their time and resources, as advancing technology makes it possible for DNA to establish the truth in
a growing number of cases. Funding will significantly increase postconviction DNA testing and share
the benefits of this partnership with Alaska's Innocence Project (AKIP).

Partnerships: IPNW and WSPCLD have exonerated five Washington men who collectively served
64 years in prison for crimes they did not commit. They collaborate to locate evidence, review cases and establish viable DNA testing plans. Through outreach and training, IPNW has established a network of pro bono attorneys who are eager to assist on innocence cases and crucial to the Initiative. Support to AKIP will allow a fellow innocence organization (formed when IPNW was unable to serve Alaska as hoped) to increase DNA testing for innocent Alaskans.

Program strategy, goals and objectives: Five key objectives will attain The Northwest DNA Expansion Initiative's goal to free more innocent prisoners and expand access to DNA testing in the Northwest (1) Increase IPNW's capacity to locate evidence and more quickly move cases into testing with the addition of a staff attorney and paralegal to ensure a queue of eligible cases are ready for collaborative representation by law students and pro bono lawyers; (2) Conduct limited outreach to translate and more widely disseminate IPNW application materials and conduct presentations targeted to minority prison populations; (3) Marshal existing pro bono partners and expand efforts to enlist experienced lawyers to secure DNA testing orders for more eligible prisoners; (4) Ensure WSPCLD's can provide efficient access to advanced DNA testing by funding critical overtime hours and
outsource fees for contracted laboratory services; and (5) Support a pilot collaboration between IPNW
and AKIP using successful models to improve case review efforts and recruit pro bono attorneys to assist on DNA cases in Alaska.

Outcomes and deliverables: The two-year Initiative will support improved outreach to minority prisoners; initiate evidence searches and case reviews in at least 120 potential DNA cases; prepare 40 cases to enter the DNA Testing phase; and fmalize testing in 24 cases. Efforts ofWSPCLD, IPNW, AKIP and pro bono volunteers will improve access to postconviction DNA testing, exonerate additional Northwest prisoners and identifY actual perpetrators when possible.		 Simon Tee 		simon.tee@wsp.wa.gov		 (360) 596-4052  		[$$]526,586.00		10/1/16		9/30/18		2.0				Yes - State Agency		YES		YES		YES		YES		YES				YES				Univerity of Washington NorthwestInnocence Project (UWIPNW); Alaska Innocent Project (AKIP);
untested sex kits;
flawed hair analysis;
minority populations;
Spanish
outsourcing complex mixture analysis in Y-STR cases, mitochondrial (mtDNA) testing, and probabilistic genotype		Ana Tolin		atolin@uw.edu		WSPCD: Gary Shutler & Philip Hodge
IPNW: Ann Tolin, Fernanda Torres; Jackie McMurtrie & Peter Moreno, Lara Zarowsky; Katie Seward
AKIP: William Oberly 		University of Washington's Innocence Project of the Northwest (to partner with Alask's IP)		Agressive timeline: subrecipient lists hire and train paralegal & staff atty by 11/2016 & perfrom 10 case reviews and 10 evidence searches by 12/2016
Innovative Partnerships: Alaska IP & pro bono program (quarterly “Freedom Friday” events provide CLE-approved training by IPNW staff, followed by case review assistance ).
 AKdoes not have law school, IPNW will pilot program w/ AK (Alaska’s postconviction DNA statute provides a presumptive deadline in 2020 for DNA testing in cases that arose before 2010, and a three-year limit for cases after 2010)
project plans on reviewing 120 cases & prepare 40 cases for DNA w/  testing in 24 cases finalized;
In 2014 & 2015, IPNW received 954 requests for assistance and screened 236 applications. DNA testing is underway or imminent in 16 cases, with 55 pending DNA cases awaiting review.
65 files transferred from the Innocence Project (they no longer accept WA cases) has increased the caseload;		Need details from UWIPNW subrecipient		Need budget details from UWIPNW subrecipient;
"Conduct limited case identification and increase IPNW access to assistance for minority populations… These efforts fall well below the 15% limit on such activity";
Flow chart lists litigation after DNA analysis - need to confirm litigation expenses through award funds		unable to loacte subrecipient budget details		There is reference to an attachment "4a" for subrecipient's budget which appears to be missing; a lease agreement listing rent of $3,835.54 a month for UWIPNW; indirect cost agreement provided by subrecipient - both applicant and subrecipient have indirect costs;
The applicant (WSP) is purchasing DNA supplies which need to be separated from regular activitiies and the cases are dependant upon the subrecipient identifying the cases needing DNA;
Personnel: $4,529 forensic Scientist OT for 100 hrs
Fringe: $1,446 for forensic scientist
Travel: $0
Equipment: $0
Supplies: $0
Contruction: $0
Consultants: $511,473 (Univ of WA/IPN $421,703; Outsourcing STR, YSTR, mtDNA, & problistic genotyping $89,770)
Other: $0
Indirect: $9,138 (WSPCLD charges 29.5% indirects against the first $25,000 of the DNA outsourcing contract and 29.5% against all other costs (overtime pay, and benefits) minus the subrecipient agreement.)
NWIP Subrecipient budget narrative: hire staff attorney & paraleagal & PT admin assistant
DNA Outsourcing: expect 14 cases - 6 mtDNA, assuming 2 evidence samples + 2 references & 10 STR cases (assuming 3 evidence and 2 references); additional $10,000 is requested to support probabilistic genotyping service		YES		need to see subgrantee's budget		YES - signed by Darwin Roberts, WA Deputy AG; would need AK cert for activity there

		2016-90526-CT-IJ		12137304				BMR OK		DES		4/13/16		Department of Emergency Services and Public Protection		CT		State		Connecticut Postconviction Testing of DNA Evidence to Exonerate the Innocent
Project						The Connecticut Postconviction Testing of DNA Evidence to Exonerate the Innocent Project is a joint venture of the Department of Emergency Services and Public Protection (DESPP)/Division of Scientific Services (DSS), the Office of the Chief Public Defender's (OCPD)/Connecticut Innocence Project (CTIP}, and the Division of Criminal Justice's (DCJ)Office of the Chief State's Attorney (OCSA).The funding requested in this application will be used collaboratively by the three State agencies involved with the desired goal to proactively identify cases of individuals convicted of violent felonies for which they may be innocent. This project will focus on identifying cases in which hair comparisons were performed. In the last several years there have been a substantial number of cases identified where
the significance of hair comparison evidence was overstated resulting in improper convictions.

DESPP/DSS, OCPD/CTIP, and DCJ/OCSA will identify relevant cases in which evidence exists and may be subject to DNA testing. Identification of the relevant cases will occur in one of two ways: First Method of Identifying Cases: (1) DESPP/DSS performs both computerized and manual searches of
the case archive at the DSS forensic laboratory to identify all cases in which a positive hair comparison result had been reported; (2) OCPD/CTIP will perform a preliminary review of these cases to
determine which of the cases resulted in a conviction and if the significance of the hair comparison evidence may have been improperly presented at trial; and (3) OCPD/CTIP will advise the OCSA regarding each eligible case. Second Method of Identifying Cases: The DCJ/OCSA will actively seek the identification of relevant cases from State and local police departments, as well as from each State's Attorney within each Judicial District.

The goal of the project is to quickly and proactively identify cases of wrongful conviction where DNA analysis of hairs previously compared may establish innocence and seek the release and exoneration of the innocent individuals.

The funding from the 2016 Postconviction Testing of DNA Evidence to Exonerate the Innocent project will enable the identification and review of an estimated 600 cases in which hair comparisons were made and DNA testing in an estimated 60 of those cases. The funding will permit prompt testing of samples leading to a quicker process of release and exoneration of the innocent.

		Guy Vallaro		Guy.Vallaro@ct.gov		(203) 639-6458 		[$$]834,715.00		10/1/16		9/30/18		2.0				Yes - State Agency		YES		YES		YES		YES		YES		BN is included in BDW;  Brian Carlow  is listed in narrative and Darcy McGraw's resume was included but not listed in narrative		YES				hair analysis;
mtDNA		GUY M. VALLARO, PH.D. listed as PI on cover sheet of narrative:
Michael T. Bourke, Ph.D., Principal Investigator - stated in narrative		GUY.VALLARO@CT.GOV		4 Project coordinators: 1 for case identification, 1 for case review, 1 for evidence location, and 1 for DNA analysis ; 4 Forensic Scientists (OT): 1 for case identification, 1 for case review, 1 for evidence location, and 1 for DNA analyais
Guy Vallero; Dahong Sun; Carll Ladd; Michael Bourke; Jennie Albert; Leonard Boyle; Mitchell Forman; Darcy McGraw		Office of the Chief Public Defender/Connecticut Innocence Project (Subrecipient);
Division of Criminal Justice/Office of the Chief State's Attorney (Subrecipient)		This is  a wide sweep to find hair analysis cases and pursure potentical PC. "the postconviction DNA testing project is a proactive response to the known problem regarding microscopic hair comparisons." - "even without the request by a convicted individual" 
post-DNA analysis litigation listed a an  objective;
@ 600 cases expected to be forwarded fro review w/ @ 60  cases will be tested		$95,087 (11.39%) For CASE ID:
$33,687 for project coordinator for case ID;
1,180 for foresnisc scientist for case ID;
$27,492 fringe benefits for project coordinator Case ID;
$9,124 fringe benefits for forensic scientist case ID;
10,24 Indirect for project coordinator for case ID;
$3,390 indirect for forensic scientist for case ID		Contractor indirects costs;
Objective 5.a - To litigate appropriate cases to determine if sufficient evidence/doubt exists to exonerate				Indirect costs included in contractor line items;
Personnel Total: $183,940
Fringe Total: $150,114
Travel: $0
Equipment: $0
Supplies: $175,616
Construction: $0
Contracts: $267,605
Other Costs: $1,668
Indirect: $55,771		YES- Listed under Attachment 9 "...Disclosure of High-Risk Status and Panding Applications"		DNA Supplies; Computers w/ warranty & case, software; Contractor computers w/ software and scannners, postage & paper:
1 PowePlex Fusion Kit
5 EZ1 DNA Investigator Kits
1 Quantifiler Trip DNA Quant Kit;
3130XL/3100 Genetic Analyzer 16-capillary array;
3 POP-4;
12 mtDNA ChipKits
6 MicroAmp mtDNA 96 well reaction plate;
3 mtDNA Plate Septa 96 well ;
8 mtDNA cycle sequencing kit;
35 tissue grinders;
35 mtDNA DyeEx spin kits;
24 EXOSAP-IT mtDNA kits;
2 mtDNA custom primers;
10 TaqGold mtDNA packs;
15 mtDNA POP-6 kits
5 bottles Hi-Di Fromamide
		NO - "While it may be submitted with the application package, submission of this certification is not required at the time of application. If an award is made, access to award funds will be withheld until this certification is received and approved by NIJ. We will submit this certification upon grant award. Signature will be secured and document will be submitted later."

		2016-90535-AZ-IJ		12138390				BMR OK		RJC				AZ Board of Regents on behalf of Arizona State University		AZ		Public/State Controlled Institution of Higher Education		Arizona DNA Advocacy Project						The Arizona DNA Advocacy Project (the “Project”) has worked since January of 2015 to investigate and litigate post-conviction cases where DNA testing could show innocence. Continued advancements in scientific evidence gathering and testing, admissions that previous forensic methods may have been incorrectly applied, and the grave injustice of incarcerating innocent people make the need for review of claims of innocence critical. There remain over 42,000 inmates incarcerated in Arizona, with over 51% classified as violent offenders.
The Project is a collaboration of the Arizona Justice Project, the Post-Conviction Clinic at the College of Law at Arizona State University, and the Wrongful Conviction Clinic at the College of Law at University of Arizona. The Project provides for the efficient and diligent review of post-conviction claims of innocence, with seamless relationships between the partners who are some of the most experienced post-conviction lawyers in Arizona. Twenty-seven cases are currently active under the Project, with a total of 43 cases reviewed in the first 15 months. This year, it is expected that a request for DNA testing may be made in approximately 8 cases. The Project is one of the last resources in Arizona for prisoners whose claim of innocence may be proven through DNA testing.
The Project seeks funding to continue investigating Arizona convictions, and we propose 2.4% of the budget to identify cases in three situations: (1) where hair microscopy was used to convict, (2) involving Native American prisoners, and (3) where a significant statistical error could have occurred when determining the likelihood of a DNA "match." Hair microscopy has been substantially discredited, with the FBI proving an 11% failure rate when compared to mitochondrial DNA analysis. Yet no other entity has attempted to identify cases hinging on hair microscopy in Arizona. Native Americans are chronically underrepresented in the justice system, and represent only .7% of exonerees nationwide. With over 5% of the state’s prison population self-identifying as Native American, the Project believes that identifying potential cases of innocence is essential in Arizona. ally, DPS is identifying cases where there was a “partial profile” within a complex
mixture and the probability statistical errors would affect whether there is a true scientific
match. The Project seeks to identify those cases and assess whether the errors are
material and, if so, whether re-evaluation of the DNA evidence is appropriate.		 Lisa Mosley 		ASU.awards@asu.edu		(480) 727-7245 		[$$]942,902.00		1/1/17		12/31/18		2.0				Yes- Public University		YES		YES		YES		YES		YES		Has budgets for 3 different entities/agencies/programs; 		YES		Emphasis on Native American and hispanic prison populations; empahsis on hair analysis cases too		native american; spanish; hispanic		Victoria Ames; Katherine Puzaukas		victoria.e.ames@gmail.com		Robert Dormady (Program Coordinator, ASU); Kindra Fleming (Attorney, AJP); Shawnee Ziegler (Operations Manager, AJP); Vanessa Buch (Supervising legal clinic attorney, UA)		Arizona State University, University of Arizona, Arizona Justice Project		This application has three emphases: hair microscopy cases, native american and hispanic populations, and cases where the FBI's notice of STR population data statistic errors may have contributed to false convictions

		Yes: "Under this program, the Project will use 2.4% of its overall budget to identify cases."								YES		NO		NO

		2016-90536-GA-IJ		12138377				Fails BMR		RJC				Office of the Fulton County District Attorney		GA		County		Office of the Fulton County District Attorney along with the Georgia Innocence
Project (GIP) will work to analyze untested DNA evidence kits.						n Fulton County, 78% of cases are disposed of through plea.  In those cases, DNA evidence is often not tested -- without this evidence it is difficult to investigate and prove possible post-conviction innocence claims.  The primary target area and population served in this grant will be Fulton County, Georgia.

The project will focus on four types of cases: (1) cases involving untested DNA evidence located at hospitals and law enforcement agencies in Fulton County; (2) CODIS hits (pre-2007) on solved Fulton County cases; (3) Fulton County cases with evidence currently in the possession of the Georgia Bureau of Investigation (GBI); (4) DNA cases investigated by the Georgia Innocence Project (GIP).

Cases Involving Untested DNA Evidence:  
In July 2015, Fulton County District Attorney and Grady Hospital, Georgia's most prominent public hospital, began an initiative to transfer over 1,500 untested rape kits from Grady Hospital to Georgia Bureau of Investigation (GBI).  This significant increase of evidence strained resources at the GBI's forensic's lab -- frankly, FBI lacks the resources, manpower and funding to handle this additional workload.  

Pre-2007 CODIS Hits:
In Fulton County, nearly three quarters of felonies are disposed of through a plea.  In those pleas, CODIS hits are not necessary to secure a conviction.  In 2015, GIP exonerated a man who accepted a plea to a crime a was later exonerated by a CODIS hit.  FCDA recognizes the value of these CODIS hits and will work with GIP to determine if CODIS hits can prove a convicted person's innocence.

Evidence being stored at GBI:  
Evidence in the GBI vaults could contain the critical evidence in proving an innocence claim.  Per week, GBI can only accept 100 evidence kits per week; in July 2015, the evidence kits received by GBI nearly doubled.  GBI Deputy Director has made it clear that GBI is "completely swamped."   

Only through cooperation between FCDA and GIP can we ensure that these cases -- cases involving untested DNA, pre-2007 CODIS hits and evidence held at GBI -- be investigated to reveal potential innocence claims.  		Dexter Q Bond		Dexter.Bond@fultountyga.gov		 (404) 612-0066  		[$$]1,443,551.00		1/1/17		12/31/18		2.0				Yes - Local Govt		NO		YES		YES		YES		NO		I could not find a program narrative anywhere

		2016-90537-PR-IJ		12138439				BMR OK		RJC				Instituto de Ciencias Forenses de Puerto Rico		PR		State		Puerto Rico DNA Post Conviction Project						Analysis of DNA which is used for eliminating innocent suspects and ensuring that justice is done through our offenders, has become popular in the exoneration of the wrongfully convicted.  According to the Innocence Project Network, to date, 337 exonerations have been made due to DNA testing in the United States. In Puerto Rico as of June 2015, the prison population was of 12,381 inmates in its 35 prisons. Recent studies show that around 2.3 %– 5 %  of inmates have been falsely convicted, therefore, Puerto Rico may have incarcerated around 285-619 innocent people. On December 29, 2015, Puerto Rico passed a post-conviction DNA law. Since then, the amount of letters requesting DNA analysis in post-conviction cases has dramatically increased, and a steadily growing number of potential cases have been recorded. The Puerto Rico Innocence Project (PR-IP) was formed in January, 2014 when it became associated with the national Innocence Network. It is located at the Inter American University School of Law, the only ABA- approved law school in Puerto Rico that offers a J.D. in both Spanish and English in order to prepare its students for service to a diverse population. In Puerto Rico, indigent inmates seeking post-conviction relief often turn to the nonprofit PR Innocence Project. The PR DNA Post Conviction Project is seeking funding to defray the costs associated with post-conviction identification, review and DNA testing in cases where violent felony cases in which actual innocence may be established. This project consists of a partnership between the Institute of Forensic Sciences of Puerto Rico (IFS-PR) and the Puerto Rico Innocence Project. The DNA & Serology Laboratory as well  as the CODIS Laboratory in the IFS-PR are fully accredited by the American Society of Crime and Laboratory Director / Laboratory Accreditation Board by ISO 17025 standards and follows the FBI Quality Assurance Standards for casework and databasing laboratories. Its analysts have vast experience and indispensable understanding of all aspects of forensic DNA, body fluids, sexual assaults, touch DNA, mixture interpretations and Y-STRs work being conducted in the scientific and legal communities		Monica A Menendez		menendez21@gmail.com		787-765-0615 ext.2532 		[$$]409,423.67		10/1/16		9/30/18		2.0				Yes- State Entity		YES		YES		YES		YES		YES		Does not have CV or Monica Menendez Larrauri (Project Manager) or Iris Nieves (Admin Assistant); they have 2 program narratives and 2 BDW/BN files		YES				Postconviction Law		Mónica A. Menéndez Larrauri		menendez21@gmail.com		Criminalistics Laboratory Director, Carmen Tirado; supervisor Mireya Hernandez;
structure of the PR IP is as follows: Law School Dean Dr. Julio Fontanet Maldonado  founder; Supervising Director; Vanessa Mullet Sanchez is the Director of Policy;
Lillianette Cortes is the Director of Litigation and Fabian Tapia-Pimentel is the Coordinator of Programs		Puerto Rico Innocence Project		December 29, 2015 Puerto Rico passed a law for the post-conviction analysis of DNA, establishing the procedures, goals, and limits. received more than 80 request from inmates. PR IP has at present approximately 45 cases identified but pending review, all of which meet the eligibility requirement of DNA analysis proving inmates’ actual innocence; Identify a minimum 300 potential post-conviction DNA testing cases through initial screening activities; Review a minimum of 200 of post-conviction DNA cases of offenses that could prove actual innocence of a person convicted of a violent felony; Location of biological evidence of a minimum of 100 cases that through DNA analysis may prove actual innocence; screening and analysis of biological evidence from a minimum 30 cases located in connection with a wrongful conviction		"A total of $25,000 will be used for Case Identification activities, which is 6.11% of the 15% cap. "
Letters received sent by inmates will be screened by the Case Evaluator and volunteer students. A questionnaire will be mailed to those inmates who meet the strict eligibility requirement: DNA analysis may prove actual innocence						DNA OT for 11 staff for 2070 hrs for 100 cases, Project Manager 400 hrs & admin assist 300 hrs; Contract staff: Project Atty $66,352, Investigator $40,020, Case Evaluator $25,000; Admin Atty $66,352
Travel to Innocence Network Conference for 3 people for $3,948; local travle for 100 trips for 35 mi for2 people; 2 laptops & 2 prntes for $5,000; $50,167.98 for DNA analysis supplies (narrative says 100 cases should be able to do110 case and 1 case cosnidered for every $1,000 - this doesn't make sense); $72,000 mtDNA outsourcing for 40 samples
Personnel: $67,976.30
Fringe: $7,477.36
Travel: $7,728.00
Equipment: $5,000
Supplies: $50,167.98
Construction: $0
Consultants: $269,724.00
Other: $1,350 - Innocence Project Conference Registration for 3 people
Indirect: $0		YES		2 laptops & printers;
DNA supplies (the narrative says supplies for 110 cases but this is only "the tip" and then says 100 cases then says $50,000 for suppplies with $1,00 per case wit 100 cases		NO

		2016-90538-ID-IJ		12138482				BMR OK		RJC				Boise State University		ID		Public/State Controlled Institution of Higher Education		DNA Innocence Program, Idaho Innocence Project at Boise State University						Forensic DNA analysis continues to evolve, allowing new postconviction testing in cases where DNA was not analyzed, where it was inconclusive, or where it was wrongly interpreted. The Idaho Innocence Project (liP) has provided assistance to wrongfully convicted prisoners since 2004. We take DNA cases, including those where previous DNA results were erroneous. Unlike other Innocence Network organizations our director is a DNA expert, with a fully equipped forensic DNA laboratory at Boise State University. For this reason, we assist on cases outside our primary service area (Pacific Northwest) throughout the United States, helping other Innocence organizations with complex DNA issues. We are the only innocence organization that uses validated probabilistic DNA software that is capable of reopening DNA cases
without any new wet laboratory work. This proposal will allow us to review 600 cases in
two years, with an anticipated in-depth investigation of 20 cases using probabilistic DNA software. Our goal is to attain DNA testing in every case where it may establish innocence.

		Greg Hampikian		greghampikian@boisestate.edu		(208) 426-4992		[$$]787,314.00		10/1/16		9/30/18		2.0				Yes- Public University		YES		YES		YES		YES		YES		Has CVs for 1 extra person and is missing CVs for 1 of the listed staff members (page 72 of the narrative document)		YES						Greg Hampikian		greghampikian@boisestate.edu		Gianluca Peri & Greg Silvey (Boise State)		Diane Raptosh (College of Idaho); Mike Stilton & Judy Townsend (Retired police officer); Jay Caponera (NYSP); Mark Perlin (Cybergenetics); Wayne Joslin (independent computer analyst); Alexander Spayd (Independent Lawyer)		Disclosure of Pending Applications - applied to BJA's Wrongful Conviction program and NIJ's R&D program (errors in complex DNA mixture analysis); ID's Innocence Project helps many states; they claim to be the only IP that accepts cases even if a CODIS hit was part of the case; they will be consulting with TrueAllele and looking at complex DNA mixture cases		"Less than 10% of our budget will go to Identifying cases…"		Course buy-out for Hampikian?? Also, money set aside for consultants in disciplines other than DNA		Possibly - need to remove non-DNA consultants				YES		YES		NO - also, other states may be required if national reach

		2016-90539-CA-IJ		12138514				BMR OK		RJC				California Governor's Office of Emergency Services (Cal OES)		CA		State		California DNA Assistance Program (CADNAP)						As DNA testing has evolved and its use expanded, there remain significant gaps in its application and availability to prisoners who may be innocent of the crimes for which they were convicted. As DNA technology has advanced, innocence work has been professionalized and resources have been committed to engage in expanded testing of cases in which DNA is available. Since 2009, the innocence projects of California
(Ca-IPs), consisting of the Northern California Innocence Project and the California Innocence Project, have worked together under the umbrella of the California DNA Assistance Program (CADNAP), to review and investigate DNA cases and test DNA where there is a claim of an inmate's actual innocence.
California is the most populous state in the nation and ranks first in the number of housed inmates. The demographics  of California and its prison population have changed over the past decade. In 2014, Hispanics superseded non-Hispanic  whites to make up the largest population segment in California. Hispanics also made up the largest percentage of the prison population in California- 40.1%. This has led to a significant increase in Spanish language inquiries to the Ca-IPs.
Advances in DNA testing also open the door to a broader group of DNA cases which could lead to exonerations. Within the past five years, "touch DNA" has been
developed which allows for DNA analysis of skin cells on an object. While awareness of this technology is growing, touch DNA testing is not routinely applied, especially in violent felonies such as robbery, burglary and kidnapping.
The proposed project addresses the changing demographics  of California and its Spanish-speaking prison population; the advent of technological advances like touch DNA and the need to explore cases which could benefit from that technology; and the need to complete the investigations in DNA cases which have resulted from previous grants.
If funded, theCA-IPs will continue work under CADNAP, with the California Office of Emergency Services (Cal OES) having oversight responsibility. The five goals for this proposal are: (1) to identify potential postconviction DNA testing cases; (2) to review appropriate postconviction cases to identify those in which DNA testing could prove the actual innocence of a person convicted of a violent felony offense; (3) to locate biological evidence associated with such postconviction cases; (4) to perform DNA analysis of appropriate biological evidence; and (5) to produce a final report that shares findings with Cal OES and NIJ grant officials.
		Josette Weaver 		josette.weaver@caloes.ca.gov		(916) 845-8184 		[$$]2,371,134.00		10/1/16		9/30/18		2.0				Yes - State Agency		YES		YES		YES		YES		YES		Only have 3 CVs - one for each of the PIs listed for the 2 subcontracts and a DNA contractor - seems random - there was no list of key personnel to tell me why these 3 people were selected and the rest of the 16 people on the staff list were not key; Really need to see a budget detail worksheet for the 2 subgrants/subcontracts totaling $2.3M

GJD note:  the CVs included are sufficient. CVs for the directors of the two subcontracted innocence projects, which are actually responsible for execution of project activities, and for the consulting DNA expert were included. Only these project members need to be considered key personnel. Other project staff could be replaced without significantly impacting NIJ's expectation of ability to execute the proposed project, if funded.		YES				Hispanic; spanish language		Hadar Harris		hadarh@hotmail.com		NCIP: Linda Starr, Melissa O'Connell, Kelley Fleming, Todd Fries, Todd Fries, Aaron Aguas-Rao, Jaclyn Gioiosa; CIP: Justin Brooks, Alex Simpson, Alissa Bjerkhoel, Mike Semanchik, Kimberly Hernandez; Cal OES - Josette Weaver, Jennifer Fowler		California Innocence Project (CIP); Northern California Innocence Project (NCIP); Norah Rudin (self-employed DNA expert); Meghan Clement (Bode Cellmark)		They want to focus Spanish-speaking prison inmates with this particular project		"The outreach activities for CADNAP will not exceed 15% of the budget as per the requirements of the solicitation."		Rent?		There is no budget detail for the $2.3M for the innocence projects  - the budget narrative has the narrative for those projects, but we could use a better budget detail for those contracts		$2.3M of the funds are to be contracted to CADNAP for 2 innocence projects		YES		No, but there was no detail for the $2.3M contracts		YES



																																		$8,416,349.67
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AZ open award

		FMIS2 Payment History

		Grant Number						860196696		Vendor Name		AZ STATE UNIVERSITY		State				AZ		Last Financial Status Report				03/31/2016		Begin Date				01/01/2015		End Date				12/31/2016		CFDA #

		Transaction Date		Start Date		Days active		Balance

		3/2/15		9/8/14		175.00		[$$]917,038.15

		4/23/15		9/8/14		227.00		[$$]896,594.34

		6/1/15		9/8/14		266.00		[$$]876,305.17

		6/22/15		9/8/14		287.00		[$$]857,362.28

		8/5/15		9/8/14		331.00		[$$]846,262.16

		1/8/16		9/8/14		487.00		[$$]644,026.18

		4/1/16		9/8/14		571.00		[$$]539,005.44

		5/2/16		9/8/14		602.00		[$$]517,694.69

		6/1/16		9/8/14		632.00		[$$]499,340.37

		6/14/16		9/8/14		645.00		[$$]449,689.11





CA open award

		FMIS2 Payment History

		Grant Number						680278801		Vendor Name		Governor's Office of Emergency Services		State				CA		Last Financial Status Report				03/31/2016		Begin Date				10/01/2014		End Date				09/30/2016		CFDA #

		Transaction Date		Start Date		Days Active		Balance

		04/23/2015		04/23/2015		0.00		1308382.59

		05/04/2015		04/24/2015		10.00		1253024.59

		05/14/2015		04/25/2015		19.00		1249008.76

		06/12/2015		04/26/2015		47.00		1247804.19

		07/15/2015		04/27/2015		79.00		1246114.12

		08/13/2015		04/28/2015		107.00		1087665.12

		09/01/2015		04/29/2015		125.00		1086245.40

		09/17/2015		04/30/2015		140.00		1084721.48

		10/19/2015		05/01/2015		171.00		1082722.81

		10/27/2015		05/02/2015		178.00		972684.81

		11/16/2015		05/03/2015		197.00		905316.81

		11/20/2015		05/04/2015		200.00		904998.38

		12/24/2015		05/05/2015		233.00		904394.53

		01/19/2016		05/06/2015		258.00		903475.31

		01/26/2016		05/07/2015		264.00		805667.31

		02/12/2016		05/08/2015		280.00		688501.20

		03/17/2016		05/09/2015		313.00		687024.31

		04/14/2016		05/10/2015		340.00		685793.72

		05/04/2016		05/11/2015		359.00		588712.72

		05/06/2016		05/12/2015		360.00		483309.72





WA open award

		FMIS2 Payment History

		Grant Number						916001127		Vendor Name		WASHINGTON STATE PATROL		State		WA		Last Financial Status Report				03/31/2016		Begin Date				10/01/2013		End Date				06/30/2016		CFDA #

		Transaction Date		Start Date		Days Active		Balance

		05/06/2014		05/06/2014		0.00		392281.69

		08/01/2014		05/07/2014		86.00		342463.31

		08/12/2014		05/08/2014		96.00		326086.52

		11/24/2014		05/09/2014		199.00		294338.60

		02/02/2015		05/10/2014		268.00		244464.50

		04/24/2015		05/11/2014		348.00		193829.16

		08/05/2015		05/12/2014		450.00		127272.97

		10/26/2015		05/13/2014		531.00		94347.04

		02/01/2016		05/14/2014		628.00		71122.27

		04/26/2016		05/15/2014		712.00		62160.51
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THANK YOU

GERRY LAPORTE: 
GERALD.LAPORTE@USDOJ.GOV

GREG DUTTON:
GREGORY.DUTTON@USDOJ.GOV
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