Crotzer cont. from page 40

Clain has worked on more than 155 capital
cases. He won notoriety for helping exoner-
ate three wrongly convicted men in Florida.
McClain says he believes race may have
been a factor in the confusion over the
photo identifications since the victims were
white and the perpetrators were black.

“Is this a situation where one black man is
as good as another? I hate to level the rac-
ism charge, but there does seem to be this
acceptance or this failure to question these
discrepancies,” McClain said.

Crotzer’s attorneys persuaded Sinacore to
allow them to send the slides to Dr. Edward
Blake in Richmond, Calif. A pioneer in
DNA forensics, Blake has run Forensic Sci-
ence Associates since 1978. His lab has
received national recognition for its work as
an independent testing lab for postconvic-
tion testing. The lab’s work proved crucial;
test results showed DNA evidence excluded
Crotzer as a rapist.

On Feb. 4, Menschel and McClain filed a
motion asking a Hillsborough court to throw
out Crotzer’s conviction and sentence.

“Every day that Alan Crotzer remains in
prison is a day too long,” Menschel said.
“He’s served 24 years for a crime he didn’t
commit. The time to free him is now.”

The Crotzer Case Timeline

July 8, 1981: Corlenzo James, his brother
Douglas and a third man drive to Tampa,
where they rob five people at an apartment
on Yorkshire Court, then abduct and rape a
12-year-old girl and 38-year-old woman.

July 9, 1981: Detectives show the five vic-
tims dozens of photos. Some identify Cor-
lenzo and Douglas James. The 38-year-old
woman identifies Alan Crotzer as the ring-
leader and double rapist.

July 10, 1981: At his girlfriend’s home in
St. Petersburg, police arrest Crotzer in the
robbery and rapes.

April 22, 1982: A jury convicts Crotzer and
Douglas James of robbery and rape, and
they are each sentenced to more than 100
years in prison.

December 2002: The Innocence Project in
New York begins investigating Crotzer’s
claim that he was wrongly convicted and
asks the Hillsborough County State
Attorney’s Office for permission to test for
DNA on evidence leftover from the case.
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May 2003: Douglas James tells an Inno-
cence Project attorney that he was one of
the robbers, fingers his brother, Corlenzo,
as the ringleader and says another man - not
Crotzer - was there the night of the robbery.

August 2003: DNA forensics pioneer Dr.
Edward Blake confirms through testing at
his Richmond, Calif., lab that DNA evi-
dence excludes Crotzer as the rapist.

February 2004: Crotzer’s attorneys file a
motion to have the sentence and charges
against him dismissed.
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