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-Gnes Mr. Ronnlie Tee Bowling.Pro-se,with this susplenental

reply. Accauze thare are some

markbes of che TormponWealih's

"tespans=” rhat are so oustrageous,these parts would be hbeot

addresscd in a Pro-saz Supplemental Reply.
Since the Comnmcnwszlth. atlornsy in iz “"Responas" nace

esrtain, commenze. This has . ooered the door fop sxtra informesion:

1.)5uppesedly Mr. Jackie Steele,the local Assistznt Commensedibh

AtL, im Lasnvel County wrobe "Reaponse" . He ocpsns with L "Comes

the Attorney Gsneral of the Qemncpwealth of sentuchy,by caunsel,”

Hy guestian is,Whe iz he rsp. the atL. Gen. or the Comnonwoalth
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2.)In the "SUMMARY" seckion of Companwsalsh's rosponse, Ll seans

is all he can come up with to respond to 2owling's CREC.C2 Molion

Por a Hew Trial,is Lo say."factually similar complaint abaut

PRI Agent havekost festimony in his previously filed and over

ruled RUr.11.42 motion although the elaim in that

Boewling replies a violation

ol bEke Sth oand 14th ERunmendmenk
E tlre WS

Conslitutian haz occurred by allewing this mizleading
the Jjury in this tosa. Se¢ DORPLLY. V. DECHEISTOROWO 416
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mokbion was Pleaded as inelfechkive assistance counsel. Therefaore,

had fowling and his Kor. 11.42 attorneys cxercised due diligonce
the present CR G0.02 claim could have and should have been

presentcd atbt Lhat time.”

Well there 12 20 much wWreng wikh this firsl paragraph

ths Common=aalbh prosecutor hazs wrote foar a "Eesponse'". oo

again they atzempt a2 "Red Herring®. This time we have ths Lacts.

Fot like the migleading information they oresonted ta the jury

£z galn & wrongful-conviction.

The Red-Herring heoervre is the albtesmpt Lo miglead or leaad Lne

Court's attention off the real "Hewly Discovered Evidence™.
E.]The "CR 60202 HOTION FCOR 4 HEW TRIAL" thatbt Mr. Honnlse
Loee Bowling filod,Pro-se, is kased uuleli on "Hewly Discovered

Evidence™. It is called "Hewly Discovered Bvidence" hecause
it was not arcund ab the tims of Gowling's crisl in 1932 or

his BCr.ll,42 motien in 1998, It would of been impessible Lor

Hr. Roonnie Les Bowling to have ovhlained Lhis evidence any sooner

than he did. tscause 17 did pel exist,

B.)Phiz "Hewly Diacovered Evidence" was born PFeb.ld;2004.

Gowling Liled a 2ro-s¢ CPROO.0Z2 Mobicno hased on this rapoci.

The motion Wwas filed weall

within theo 12 month ™tasute ol

Limitatiaonrna" Lhabt govern tha Civil Rule 60.02. This evidence

doea fit the criteria for CJivil Rule GG.02 "Hewly Discovered

Bwidence",
CLPTHMATIONAL BRESEARCH <CONHOIL® published their boaok sizead
ceport on "COMPARITIVE EBULLET LERD ARALYSI1S" on Feb.ld,2004.
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renawned- bunch ol =cisntists an planet garth. hsk them to go over

all their methodzs of testing Forcensics of Lalli

Hil

tiocs, Metalluegy

and lead nulleta. Well, Lhey did. The science relicd uvpen for

alleged crims scsns lead nollets all of these wvears 1s Lactuzally

proven;not jusl Lhecretical . bub ftazecktually proven toe be unreliabls

flawed,. "Junk-Scisnace™

[l

AT Lhe Eime of 2owling's trial in 19%2 this study aed not

took place. Thiz "Hewly Discavered Evidence” would hawva beon

impodzuinla for Mr. Eoennic Lee Bowling to have obtsinad any
eaklisr than he 4id and [iled oo Lime Lhe CEGC.02Z HMotion Forv

2 Mew Trial.

At the time of Bowling's RCp.11.42 Motion filed =t Lrial
Court in Laurel Ceuntyilondon,EY) which was in 19%8 this study
bard not tock place. This "Mewly Discovered BEvidence” would have
been impossible for Mr. Ronbie Lee Bowling to have obtazinnd
any earlier than he d4id and filed on Lime the CRE0.02 Moblon
For a HMew Trial. Based on "COMPARITIVE BULLET LEAD ANALYSIE®
report veleased Feb,l0, 2000 oy "HATTOWNAL REZEARCH OOUECSITLY.

Go)The Commonwealth Btk. in hiz "Responae" onoce again
atlempts to mislead with Lhe "Red-Horering" when he mentions

something about "inef

estive asaistznoes of ccunsel" claim thab

was ralsed backin 19%8 in Bowliing's RCr.1l,42 Mokion. This is

naot Jjusl a "zlaim" this is the facts that show whe:s the CAPLTAL

DEATH PEMALTY JURY in Mr. Rennie Lee Bowling's jury was Lold

Wwas flawed,unreliable "Junk-Science". The Jjucy was misleszd.

This CR 60,02 filed on "COMPARLTIVE DULLET LEAD AMALYSIS" is
HOT in any way o claim of ineffediive assistance counsgcl. Even
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Bawilng s attorneys none of therw could of Loun
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this any soonar

than Mr. Roaniz Lse Bewling did and filed Pro-s=z: Bocawsc this

"Hewly Dizcoverod Evidence” did not exist until el 0, 2004,

It 15 olearly steted in Dowling's Pro-se CRED.0Z Molbisn for a

Hew Trial that this is what Re filed on. This i= NOT = clz=zim

af inefficctive assistance of counszel. This is "Newly Discovered

Evidonce", T™his could not have been reisasd at btrial ar ths

Er. 1,42 Maolicn:;becansse it did pol exisl,

20000 pege 2. ol Lhe Commonwealth's "Responsz". He agives

little of the cas

history- What he did nck tEeil vou. Is that

when the Ccase wenk up to the Hecbucky Supreme Coucl thoey

cemmented on the lead bullets., You can find some ol thelr quatss

in the “"SUPPLEMENTAL CR60.02 MOTTON FOR HEW TRTAL" that ALt.

Cavid Havshaw filed [or Bowling in this pleading. You shall ses

how much chat they gavae welight Lo Lhis lead bullet ewvidence. Just
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think how much wore that avorage cllbizens of Lhe copnmunity khat

gat on the Capiktal Jdury gave weight to ehis flawed,untoliable

"dunk=-gciance! .
AciWith anylhing khat could have said [oar or againat these

methods of tegbting lead bullets. Tt would have been g£niy theary.

When Donald Havekost Lestified. It was of Lhe scichner of thar

time. That science has besn deemed unusable and dene away with.
Look at the affidavit in "SURPBLEMEETAT O HA0,02 MOTIOE FOR MbOw

TRIAL™ in exhibzt "2." ¥ou will see Ms. Kazanjian of the F.E.I.

grime Lak in Waahingtion,.D.2. whaere these lead bullets were sent

for analysis.saya any tesling related to the conpositional

alysis of bullet lead has besn sugpended [or LWo vears.

(5.



S.3This iz "Hewly Diszcoversd Eridones" Lhat has reser hoen
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raised before by Bowling. Hor could have it been raized by

BEowling any soansr than he did. For ane the report did not

exist unkil Fek.10,20C4. Bewling ask for funds [or testing
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of bullera amd to hire CEDerLs . The fundzs were desnied. Bowling

is deemed indigent by ths Court. He could nok have financially

went oul and” fice Lhe "HATIOHAL BEZEARCH COUHTTILY, Lha most

respecled groun ol scisntists on planst Farth fe of done Lhis

indeplh study like they have Sone

G-JCven if funds would'ws beeh granbed. bo mabter how pany

experts on bullsts were brouwghlt in in the past. They could'wve

only testbified Lo the hest af their educacion. The curriculum

aft lead bullebs metzllurgical forenzica were different(PLAWED,

UNRELLARLE JUMK-SCIEHCE) prior bo Fek.10,2004. They could'we

expanded to the realm of "TUEOQRIES". Bul as we =211 knaw alct of

scicnkific theoriss have been deemed falze. Theories rewaln

CETHTOMNS unlil 18 18 gavatemab cally and lagically sxamined.

In < pracess that proves or dispreves the theary. &ven once

the great thinkers on cur planet had a "Theory"” Lhat Lthe Tartk

was L[lac. Until bakier science came along and proved that

mheory was Slawcd,uncslizhle ™

Juntk-Scienee” . Well, thia ds

what has happened hoere with bBhese lead bhuwllsbs. The mew science

2= proven,may I add,"IADISPUTARLY" that the ald science ange

used and relied upeon is flawedyunreliable "Junk-Zciencoe" that

haz been abandened,and replaced by the new ways of metalluray

lorensic science in the very Orime Lab at washington D.C. whers

Lthesze leoad bulleis were sment Tar ;

testing.,and all aver the J.5.05




YojEcCleskey v, Rank 499 U.E. 467,450 {1991, A death panalty

-

caseThe U.5. Suprsme Court

vpheld Lhatb denial of 4 successive
Haleous Petiticn, and expalined,"Tf what a pesiticner knoaws

or could discever upon reaschnable invesbigsticn suppocts a claim

Lor vellef ina ifederal haheous petiticn,what he dess nock koow

iz drtelevant. Omissions of Lhe claim will not be excusced

mercly bocavse evidencr discovered later might have also

supporled  or atrengbhed Lhe claim.™
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B. i Qngs adzin the Comonwealbh attorney atbemplbis a “Réd-

Herrrog” o Cry Lo mislzed and decsive. e misgotss thils Ccas

Firslk.thias is talking about a Zndisecond} Habsous Corpus Poetiticon

MoCleskey ia trving to file.

B.}Boewling has filed a CR &0.02 Kotian for a Hew Trial

based upan "Wawly Riscovered Svidence".,

C.iMcCleakey simply "Cwibkked" a elsim that he could have

raiged in his fivrst federal Habkecus Petition. Because hoe cmittod

=
was harred [rom iiling a sscand fakeocus Petbtikion-. This

cage iz naching like whal Bowling has filsed. Whis dis "soocke and

mircora" the Commonweallh atbtecrney.et.al. are brving Lo throw

up begauss they know Lhis i= "Hewly Discoverd Hvidence"” and

it 18 not "support of atrengthen Lha claim.”,. Thisg is new
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Lhaf tatally undermines evervbhing Laelic "expert" teatifisc Lo

at Bowling's QAPITAL JURY PRIALD,and mislead LChe jury with flowed,

unreliable "Junk-Science". snd on this misleading of the

CAPTITAL JURY gained a WRONGFUL—-COWNVICTION and sepboncod
fr. Tennie Lae Bowling to DEATH BY ELECTROCUTION.

D.)Fact is Lhe jury was misliad. The affidavits from 3
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