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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

FOR THE SOUTHERN DIVISION OF TEXAS 

HOUSTON DIVISION  

 

ANTONIO ARMSTRONG JR.,  )( Civil Action No. 4:23-cv-3003   

       )( (Jury Trial)  

    Plaintiff,   )(     

       )(  

V.       )(   

       )(   

CITY OF HOUSTON, TEXAS,   )( 

       )( 

    Defendant.  )(     

    

SUPPLEMENT TO: 

PLAINTIFF’S ORIGINAL COMPLAINT 

TO THE HONORABLE ANDREW S. HANEN:  

 NOW COMES Plaintiff ANTONIO ARMSTRONG JR. and supplements his 

complaint as follows: 

SUPPLEMENTAL FACTS 

 15A. The expert for the prosecution, Celestina Rossi, together with Houston 

police officers at the Houston Property Room, or elsewhere, handled the Armstrong 

evidence that had Armstrong’s deceased Father blood/DNA on it (also blood had 

flaked off and was loose in the evidence container) and then handled Armstrong’s T-

Shirt which had no blood/DNA of Armstrong’s father on it thereby transferring the 

incriminating blood/DNA onto the T-Shirt. Rossi then falsely testified in 

Armstrong’s third trial that one of the particles of blood/DNA that Rossi and/or the 
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Houston police knowingly transferred onto the T-Shirt was deposited the night of the 

murder implicating Armstrong. This new planted blood/DNA evidence was the only 

new evidence introduced at the third trial and instead of getting an 8-4 NOT GUILTY 

as in the second trial the Jury came back guilty. 

 15B. The blood/DNA was not transferred accidentally but on purpose. As 

further proof Rossi had a previous Texas Forensic Science Commission complaint1 

lodged against her by Roberts Collins PhD that Rossi had attempted to plant 

evidence before or at least had used extremely suspect forensic DNA investigation 

methods. See Exhibit 1, Collins resume. In the complaint it is alleged that Rossi 

caused a previously fully processed/clean murder suspect’s car and also the seat 

covers from the murder victim’s, car (known to have the victim’s DNA on it), to be 

brought together many years after the alleged murder. See Exhibit 2, for example 

pages 3-7. At a bare minimum this complaint puts Rossi on notice that handling 

materials with victim’s DNA evidence on it and handling the clean, processed 

materials (such as Armstrong’s T-Shirt) is improper and can transfer DNA evidence. 

 15C. Neither Rossi nor the prosecution informed the criminal defense 

lawyers for Armstrong of the TFSC complaint as required under Brady v. Maryland, 

373 U.S. 83 (1963). Such “Brady evidence” includes impeachment evidence. Harm 

v. The State, 183, S.W. 3rd 403, 406 (Tex. Crim. App. 2006).                                                 

 
1 Undersigned counsel Kallinen received the TFSC complaint on August 17, 2023. 
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       Respectfully Submitted, 

/s/ Randall L. Kallinen 

Randall L. Kallinen 

KALLINEN LAW PLLC 

State Bar of Texas No. 00790995 

So Dist. of Texas Bar No.: 19417 

511 Broadway Street 

Houston, Texas 77012 
Telephone: 713/320-3785 

FAX:  713/893-6737 

E-mail: AttorneyKallinen@aol.com 

 

Alexander C. Johnson 

KALLINEN LAW PLLC 

State Bar of Texas No. 24123583 

U.S. So. Dist. of Texas Bar No. 3679181 

511 Broadway Street 

Houston, Texas 77012 

Telephone: 573/340-3316 

FAX:  713/893-6737 

Email: alex@acj.legal 

 

ATTORNEYS FOR PLAINTIFF 

 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE  

I certify I have served a true and correct copy of the foregoing to all ECF 

notice counsel on this 18th day of August 2023 by filing with the ECF System.  

 

           /s/ Randall L. Kallinen 

     Randall L. Kallinen 
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Robert Collins, Ph.D. 
DNA Consultant/Expert Witness 

3920-6 West Alabama Street 
Houston, TX 77027 

713-401-4405 
robertcollinsphd@gmail.com 

 
 
Experience/Qualifications 
 
DNA expert in criminal and civil cases including capital murder, murder, armed robbery, 
sexual assault, burglary, and the Hobbs Act.  
 

Appointed to the defense by United States and Texas District Courts Judges in the following 
District Courts: 
 
Harris County, TX      Montgomery County, TX 
 174th        221st 
 176th        435th  
 178th 
 179th       Galveston County, TX 
 180th        10th  
 182nd        122nd   
 183rd         
 184th       Fort Bend County, TX 
 230th        240th  
 262nd 
 263rd       United States District Court 
 337th       Southern District of Texas       
 339th       Houston Division 
 351st 
 
 
STRmix® Probabilistic Genotyping Software 
 

• Greater than 10 current and past criminal cases with STRmix DNA Analysis. 

• Experienced with STRmix defense packages and non-disclosure agreements (NDA). 
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DNA Consultant/Expert Witness    Houston, TX 
June 2015 – present       

• Provide Forensic DNA and Serology consultation services and Expert Witness 
testimony to civil and defense attorneys and other interested parties. 

• Perform complete review of Forensic DNA casework including bench notes, DNA data, 
mixture 
interpretations and statistical conclusions. 

• Review of forensic laboratory protocols, SOPs, validation studies, proficiency tests, and 
accreditation. 

• Review of clinical laboratory test results, protocols, validation, and QC of laboratory 
developed tests (LDT) as described by the FDA. 

• Evidence collection and preservation for civil attorneys. 

• Present educational programs and DNA training for trial counsel and others in the legal 
system. 

 
 
Res. Assoc. – New Test Development   Baylor Medical Genetic Laboratories 
May 2010 – February 2015     Houston, TX 

• Responsible for the research, development, and validation of laboratory developed tests 
(LDT) for rare genetic diseases as their causes are discovered by research.  Developed 
tandem mass-spectrometry based methods for measuring drugs and metabolites in 
diseases treatment. 

• Developed tests for early detection of genetic diseases with patient’s biological body 
fluids including plasma, serum, urine, and cerebral spinal fluid without DNA sequence 
information. 

• Responsible for all tests meeting College of American Pathologists (CAP), Clinical 
Laboratory Improvement Amendments (CLIA), and Food & Drug Administration (FDA) 
guidelines. 

• Tests developed for Ultra Performance Liquid Chromatography (UPLC) separation 
followed by detection tandem mass spectrometry (MSMS).  GC-MS and HPLC-MSMS 
also. 

• Developed clinical testing panels for pyrimidines (6 analytes), purines (7 analytes), 
autism related carnitine synthesis panel (3 analytes), bile acids (13 analytes), and 
phenylbutyrate metabolites (3 analytes). 

• Performed audits of older clinical tests to implement new technologies (e.g. solid core 
columns) and best practices.  Re-validate when necessary. 

• Wrote protocols and Standard Operating Procedures (SOP) for lab developed clinical 
tests. 
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EDUCATION: 
 
PhD - Molecular & Human Genetics (6/2000) Baylor College of Medicine (Houston, TX) 

• Doctoral research included development of polymerase chain reaction (PCR) 
protocolsfor use in DNA-STR analysis. 

• Identified and developed STR loci to map gene implicated in psoriasis-like skin disease 
in mice (Barlow SC, Collins RG, et al., 2003). 

• Deleted genes in mice via targeted recombination to produce mouse models of human 
diseases. 

• Generated first mouse with three linked genes individually targeted and deleted (Collins 
et al., 2001). 

• Published seminal paper implicating cell adhesion molecules and macrophages in the 
initial development of atherosclerosis (Collins et al, 2000) with over 370 citations 
including more than 25 in the past two years. 

• Extensive use of PCR, sequencing, and STRs for genetic identification. 

• Trained in the Baylor College of Medicine lab that developed human identification with 
DNA-STR analysis. 

 
BS – Genetics (cum laude) (5/1994)  Texas A&M University (College Station, TX) 

• Performed undergraduate research in plant genetics using soy beans (glycine max). 

• Mimicked drought conditions to induce genes in drought-resistant strain. 

• Identified gene (dehydrin) expressed during drought conditions (Whitsitt MS, Collins 
RG, and Mullet JE, 1997).      

 
 

National Institute of Justice (NIJ) Training Certificates: 

• Collecting DNA Evidence at Property Crime Scenes (2015) 

• Testing of Body Fluids and Tissues for Forensic Analysts (2015) 

• DNA Amplification for Forensic Analysts (2015) 

• Forensic DNA for Officers of the Court (2015) 

• Law 101: Legal Guide for the Forensic Expert (2015) 

• Population Genetics and Statistics for Forensic Analysts (2015) 

• STR Data Analysis and Interpretation for Forensic Analysts (2015) 

• Communication Skills, Report Writing, and Courtroom Testimony for Forensic Analysts 

(2015) 

• Advanced and Emerging DNA Techniques and Technologies (2017) 

• Non-STR DNA Markers: SNPs, Y-STRs, LCN and mtDNA (2017) 

• Expert Testimony Training for the Prosecutor and Scientist (2018) 
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National Institute of Justice (NIJ) Fingerprint Analysis Certificates: 

• Friction Ridge Impressions 

• IPTES Series: Fingerprint Image Complexity 

• ASCLD Webinar Series: Latent Print Archival 

• A Guide to Latent Print Testimony 

• Fingerprint Identification: Reliability and Accuracy 

 
 

RESEARCH COURSES AND CERTIFICATIONS: 

• NIH Certification in Bioethics 

• NIH Course in “Protection of Human Research Subjects” 

• NIH Grant Preparation Workshop 1998 and 2003 (2) 

• BCM Pediatrics Fellows Day Grant Writing Workshop 2000-2006 (7) 

• Blood Borne Pathogens 

• Radiation Safety 

• HIPAA 

• BCM Fraud, Waste and Abuse Training 

 

HONORS AND AWARDS: 

• 2002 Keystone Symposia Scholarship 

• Honorable Mention - National Science Foundation Fellowship 

• Graduated cum laude - Texas A & M University 

 

PUBLIC SERVICE: 

• Volunteer Science Fair Judge, Houston Independent School District (HISD) 

• Volunteer Science Fair Judge, Channelview Independent School District (CISD) 

• Volunteer for Science Demonstrations to 5th, 8th, and 10th grade, HISD 

• Discovery Lab, Academic and Scientific Program Development, The Bobby R. Alford 

Department of Otorhinolaryngology and Communicative Sciences, Baylor College of 

Medicine, Houston, Texas 77030 

 
INVITED ORAL PRESENTATIONS: 
 

• Viable phenotype but impaired leukocyte rolling and peritoneal emigration in triple 

selectin (E, L, and P) null mice. Keystone Symposium on “Inflammatory Paradigms and 

the Vasculature”, Feb. 23-28, 1999, Santa Fe, NM 
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• Chromosome engineering in mouse models of human disease.  Department of 

Physiology seminar, University of Virginia, Charlottesville, VA, November 22, 1999. 

POSTER PRESENTATIONS: 

 
1. Collins R., Jung U., Bullard D., Simon S., Hicks J., Smith C.W., Ley K., and Beaudet, 

A.L. Additional deletion of L-selectin rescues the pathologic dermal and pulmonary 
phenotype observed in E- and P-selectin deficient mice.  Keystone Symposium on 
“Inflammatory Paradigms and the Vasculature”, Feb. 23-28,1999, Santa Fe, NM 

 
2. Manka DR, Collins R, Ley K, Beaudet AL, Sarembock IJ. Absence of P-Selectin but not 

ICAM-1 Markedly Attenuates Neointimal Growth after Arterial Injury in ApoE-Deficient 
Mice. 72nd Scientific Sessions, American Heart Association, Nov 7-10, 1999, Atlanta, 
GA 

 

3. Dunne JL, Ballentyne CM, Collins RG, and Ley K. Role of 2 integrins and ICAM-1 in 
cytokine-dependent adhesion.  Biomedical Engineering Society Annual Conference, 
Oct. 4-7, 2001, Duke University, Rurham, NC 

 
4. A. Saijo, J. Soltys, R.G. Collins, A.L. Beaudet, and C.M. Doerschuk. The role of Icam-1 

and P- and E-selectins in murine alveolar macrophage and neutrophil recruitment into 
murine lungs after lethal irradiation and reconstitution of bone marrow. American 
Thoracic Society Annual Meeting, May 17-22, 2002, Atlanta, GA 

 
5. I. Hashimoto, S.E. Richer, R.G. Collins, A.L. Beaudet, and C.M. Doerschuk. Icam-1 null 

mice have no defect in neutrophil recruitment induced by E. coli or E. coli 
lipopolysaccharide (LPS). American Thoracic Society Annual Meeting, May 17-22, 
2002, Atlanta, GA 

 
6. Robert G. Collins, Sarah E. Richer, Rebecca L. Robker, Claire M. Doerschuk, C. Wayne 

Smith, and Arthur L. Beaudet.  ICAM-1 null mice phenotype differs from the previous 
ICAM-1 mutants.  Keystone Symposium on “Molecular Mechanisms of Leukocyte 
Trafficking”, April 9-14, 2002, Steamboat Springs, CO 

 

 
PEER REVIEWED PUBLICATIONS: 
 

1. Whitsitt MS, Collins RG, and Mullet JE. Modulation of Dehydration Tolerance in 
Soybean Seedlings (Dehydrin Mat1 Is Induced by Dehydration but Not by Abscisic 
Acid). Plant Physiology. 1997 Jul; 114(3):917-925. 

 
2. Collins RG, Velji R, Guevara NV, Hicks MJ, Chan L, and Beaudet AL.  P-selectin or 

intercellular adhesion molecule (ICAM)-1 deficiency substantially protects against 
atherosclerosis in apolipoprotein E-deficient mice.  J Exp Med. 2000 Jan 3; 191(1): 189-
94.  
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3. Sweeney EA, Priestley GV, Nakamoto B, Collins RG, Beaudet AL, and 
Papayannopoulou T.  Mobilization of stem/progenitor cells by sulfated polysaccharides 
does not require selectin presence.  Proc Natl Acad Sci USA. 2000 Jun 6;97(12):6544-
9.  

 
4. Lawson JA, Burns AR, Farhood A, Lynn Bait M, Collins RG, Smith CW, and Jaeschke 

H.  Pathophysiologic importance of E- and P-selectin for neutrophils-induced liver injury 
during endotoxemia in mice.  Hepatology. 2000 Nov;32(5):990-8. 

 
5. Manka D, Collins RG, Ley K, Beaudet AL, and Sarembock IJ.  Absence of P-selectin, 

but not intercellular adhesion molecule-1, attenuates neointimal growth after arterial 
injury in apolipoprotein E-deficient mice.  Circulation. 2001 Feb 20;103(7):1000-5. 

 
6. Collins RG, Jung U, Ramirez M, Bullard DC, Hicks MJ, Smith CW, Ley K, and Beaudet 

AL.  Dermal and pulmonary inflammatory disease in E- and P-selectin double-null mice 
is reduced in triple-selectin-null mice.  Blood. 2001 Aug 1;98(3):727-35. 

 
7. Li Y, Muruve DA, Collins RG, Lee SS, and Kubes P.    The role of selectins and 

integrins in adenovirus vector-induced neutrophil recruitment to the liver.  
Eur.J.Immunol. Dec 2002 32:3443-3452. 

 
8. Barlow SC, Collins RG, Schoeb TR, and Bullard DC.  The Psoriasiform dermatitis 

susceptibility in Itgb2(tm1Bay) PL/J mice requires low-level CD18 expression and at 
least two additional loci for progression to severe disease. Am J Pathol. 2003 
Jul;163(1):197-202. 

 
9. Dunne JL, Collins RG, Beaudet AL, Ballantyne CM, and Ley K.  Mac-1, but not LFA-1, 

uses intercellular adhesion molecule-1 to mediate slow leukocyte rolling in TNF-alpha-
induced inflammation.  J.Immunol. 2003 Dec. 171:6105-6111. 

 
10. Robker RL, Collins RG, Beaudet AL, Merrsmann HJ, and Smith CW.  Leukocyte 

migration in adipose tissue of mice null for ICAM-1 and Mac-1 adhesion receptors.  
Obesity Res. 2004 Jun 12:936-940. 
 

11. Tcharmtchi MH, Arias WM, Collins RG, Robker RL, Smith CW, Beaudet AL, Rivera CA, 
Suarez G, and Reyes, V. Increased hepatic injury in ICAM-1 deficient mice exposed to 
listeria monocytogenes. Critical Care Medicine 2004 December 32(Supplement):A130. 
 

12. Garcia-Palacios V, Chung HY, Choi JC, Sarmasik A, Kurihara N, Lee JW, Galson DL, 
Collins R, and Roodman GD. Eosinophil chemotactic factor-L (ECF-L) enhances 
osteoclast formation by increasing in osteoclast precursors expression of LFA-1 and 
ICAM-1. Annals of the New York Academy of Sciences. 2006 May 1068(1):240-3. 
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13. Bullard DC, Hu X, Schoeb TR, Collins RG, Beaudet AL, Barnum SR. Intercellular 
adhesion molecule-1 expression is required on multiple cell types for the development 
of experimental autoimmune encephalitis. J Immunol. 2007 Jan 15:178(2):851-7. 

 
14. Garcia-Palacios V, Chung HY, Choi JC, Sarmasik A, Kurihara N, Lee JW, Galson DL, 

Collins R, and Roodman GD. Eosinophil chemotactic factor-L (ECF-L) enhances 
osteoclast formation by increasing in osteoclast precursors expression of LFA-1 and 
ICAM-1. Bone. 2007 March 40(2):316-22. 
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Detailed Complaint to the Texas Forensic Science Commission against Montgomery County 
Sheriff’s Office CSI Celestina Rossi, CSI Christine Ramirez, WPD Sgt. Kevin Rooney, 
Montgomery County ADA Andrew James, Bode Technologies, et. al.

February 4, 2019

Complaint made by:
Dr. Robert Collins
Collins Forensic Consulting
Houston, TX 77027
713-401-4405
robertcollinsphd@gmail.com

Introduction

I am the complainant, Dr. Robert Collins.  I have a Ph.D. in Molecular and Human Genetics from Baylor College 
of Medicine (2000) and a B.S in Genetics from Texas A&M University (cum laude, 1994).  I have fourteen 
publications in top-tier, peer-reviewed journals that have been cited over 1000 times (CV attached).  I am a 
DNA expert/consultant for the defense in criminal cases including Capital Murder, murder, robbery, and sexual 
assault.  I was appointed by the presiding Judge in this Capital Murder case to aid the defense and ensure the 
defendant received a fair trial.

This complaint is specifically against Montgomery County Sheriff’s Office (MCSO) Crime Scene Investigator 
(CSI) Celestina Rossi, MCSO CSI Christine Ramirez, and Willis Police Department Sgt. Kevin Rooney.  Rossi, 
Ramirez, and Rooney planted fabricated DNA evidence in an attempt to falsely convict Fred Dexter Lee of 
Capital Murder.  This complaint is also against MCADA Andrew James for not informing the defense when he 
discovered that the three above lied about the DNA testing done in this case.  Instead, ADA James 
intentionally tried to cover up Rooney, Rossi, and Ramirez’s deceit by providing fraudulent documents to the 
defense.  The documents he provided contained the clues needed to unravel the entire story.  

The crime in this case occurred over eleven years ago on September 12, 2007.  Brandon Brazel was shot and 
killed in his car while parked at the Kroger’s parking lot in Willis, Texas.  The initial investigation determined it 
was a drug deal gone bad before fizzling out.  Five years later, WPD Sgt. Kevin Rooney decided he would re-
open the case on his own.  Two years after that, Fred Lee was arrested for the crime based on Sgt. Rooney’s 
investigation.  On January 14, 2019, after sitting in jail for three and a half years, Fred Lee was finally found 
“not guilty” by a jury.  Fred Lee survived 3 ½ years in jail, an attempt to plant DNA evidence that only failed 
because it was a mixture, and false testimony by the Houston DPS Crime Lab’s Technical Leader Andrew 
McWhorter.  Sometimes, it’s not easy for justice to find the light of day in Texas.

This case has many actors and not all of them are bad.  Although some pieces of evidence might make it 
appear that this person or that person might be involved, I believe they were just gullible and/or had blind 
trust in their colleagues.  I can easily see how this can be so. However, ADA James was fooled only up to when 
he discovered Rooney, Rossi, and Ramirez had lied.  He chose to cover up their transgression instead of doing 
the right thing.  The State cannot be allowed to get away with this type of behavior.  I will tell the story of this 
complaint in the order that I discovered it.  I will make inferences and alternative explanations and urge the 
reader to do the same.  Criticism is how science is advanced.  All of the documents used in this complaint 
were obtained by me through discovery or from ADA James in the above case.  Some testimony may be 
needed to fill in the details but I believe the documents that I will present conclusively prove my case.  

Dr. Robert Collins - 1 -
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Cast of Characters

Sgt. Rooney Kevin Rooney - Willis Police Department.
CSI Rossi Celestina Rossi - Montgomery County Sheriff’s Office.
CSI Ramirez Christine Ramirez - Montgomery County Sheriff’s Office.
ADA James Andrew James - Montgomery County District Attorney’s Office.
ADA Shirley Michael Shirley - Montgomery County District Attorney’s Office.
Det. Duroy Montgomery County Sheriff’s Office Cold Case Squad.
Det. Greenwood Montgomery County Sheriff’s Office Cold Case Squad.
Bode Lab Bode Technologies, forensic DNA and serology services (Virginia, USA). 
The seat covers The driver’s and passenger’s seat covers from the victim’s car (Mustang).

Motion to Consume

I was appointed to this case in May of 2017.  Over the next two months, I received well over 2000 
documents including DNA reports, raw DNA data, police case files, forensic laboratory case files, phone logs, 
emails, and evidence submissions.  In September of 2017, I was notified the State had discovered the driver’s 
and passenger seat covers from the victim’s car and they had never been tested for DNA.  The ADA’s office 
was excited about finding these key pieces of evidence.  They filed a “Motion to Consume” seeking 
permission from the court to consume all of the DNA recovered from them during their analysis by Bode Lab.  
In the previous five evidence submissions for forensic DNA testing, permission was given to consume the 
entire sample by the MCSO without a court order.  However, the ADA’s office was excited about the finding 
the seat covers and wanted to make sure everything was by the book.  I immediately worked to find out as 
much as possible about the seat covers so I could assist in answering the State’s motion.

The driver’s and passenger’s seat covers from Brandon Brazel’s car were key pieces of possible DNA evidence 
from the moment of the crime.  The killer parked next to Brazel’s car in the Kroger’s parking lot, opened the 
passenger door of the victim’s 1997 Mustang and got in.  Six minutes later the killer got out and left in the 
car that he/she came in.  When the victim was found several hours later, there were several hydrocodone 
pills between the victim’s legs and on the driver’s side floor.  His legs had been pushed towards the driver’s 
door so the killer could pick up the pills that fell on the floor during the crime.  The killer had sat on the 
passenger seat cover for six minutes and probably touched it with their hands while getting into and out of 
low riding car.  The killer also probably dug under the victim’s leg, touching the driver’s seat cover while 
trying to recover the spilled pills.  DNA may or may not be there but these are solid pieces of evidence.

The seat covers were submitted to the DPS crime lab soon after the crime along with swabs taken from 
several areas inside the victim’s car.  These include swabs from the passenger door release handle, blood 
spots on the victim’s trousers, the victim’s fingernail scrapings, and areas inside the passenger side of the car.  
It is unclear why the seat covers were returned untested by the DPS lab.  However, it would be very difficult 
to swab the seat covers for DNA after they are removed from the seat.  They should have been covered with 
several swabs used over different areas while still on the seat.  Swabbing the entire area with a single swab 
will most likely end up with a mixture but separate, individual areas may have produced a usable DNA 
profile.  The seat covers were returned to the Willis PD in the separate medium-sized brown paper bags in 
which they arrived.  Evidently, they had sat in the evidence room, untested, since 2008.

The email from ADA Andrew James concerning the testing of newly found seat covers is on the next page.  
Several characters are introduced in this email including CSI Rossi, CSI Ramirez, and Det. Greenwood.  I have 
annotated several items in the email.  Any annotated documents in this complaint are provided without 
notes in Appendix I.  Please read the email and notations on the following page.

Dr. Robert Collins - 2 -
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Email from ADA James to defense about seat covers.

Swabs are taken of both seat covers By CSI Rossi and CSI Ramirez.  There is not any new 
technology or testing available now, only additional loci have been added to STR-DNA 
testing.  Ramirez expects the killer’s DNA to be in the vehicle.

This is the source of the chart used by McWhorter to give the false testimony in my 
previous Forensic Science Commission complaint.  In over a year since this email, no 
DNA report to accompany the chart or any supplemental discovery data were provided.

Dr. Robert Collins - 3 -
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I looked over the pertinent documents provided by ADA James and replied to the defense team about any 
new testing.  The previous DNA reports showed that a scent pad obtained from the passenger seat cover on 
the day of the crime had a mixture of 3 or more individuals.  The raw data supplied supported this and also 
showed that Fred Lee’s DNA profile was not included in the mixture found.  The other items tested from the 
victim’s 1997 Mustang did not contain Fred Lee’s profile either.  I replied to the team that I did not believe 
Fred Lee’s profile would be found in the new testing either.  Also, there is no new technology and the chart 
from McWhorter only showed that the DNA extracts stored by the DPS Crime Laboratory had degraded 
badly.  Otherwise, motions to consume became so routinely granted by courts that DA’s don’t bother filing 
them anymore.  I did not expect the Judge in this case to rule any differently.

After all the hoopla, no usable profiles were found on the seat covers.  Fred Lee’s profile was not found on 
any of the other items tested either.  However, after looking at the DNA reports, the raw DNA data, and the 
police reports from the case, I had found discrepancies that raised serious concerns about the authenticity of 
the evidence.  A trial date had been set in September of 2018 so I prepared a presentation to show the 
defense team what I had discovered in August.

Initial Indications Were that DNA Evidence Was Planted.

One of the documents obtained through discovery is the “WPD Report Section 8-1 as of 9-21-17” (Rooney’s 
report).  This is a 34-page document by Sgt. Rooney that chronicles his investigation of the crime. The 
annotated pages and excerpts I will use from this document are outlined in blue.  The entire document is 
provided in Appendix I.  Other key documents include the Bode DNA Lab Report dated June 6, 2013 and 
electropherograms of the raw data the report is based on.

At the time of the crime in September of 2007, Fred Lee drove a white 1994 Buick Roadmaster.  A blurry, low 
quality video of the Kroger’s parking lot showed a white car pull in next to the victim’s car.  A person get out 
of the car and entered the victim’s car.  The killer then drove away in his or her car.  Five and a half years 
later, Sgt. Rooney began investigating the case again.  He used police resources to locate the current owner 
of Fred Lee’s 1994 Buick.  It was now in Houston, Texas.  The reader is invited to read how Sgt. Rooney solved 
this case in one day in his report (Appendix I). 

Willis, Texas is a small city with a population, in 2007, of approximately 4600 people.  It is located just under 
50 miles north of Houston.  Sgt. Rooney was a police officer in Willis and knew both the victim, Brandon 
Brazel, and Fred Lee.  He also knew the suspects who’s DNA profiles did match DNA profiles found on 
evidence from the crime scene.  I do not know Rooney’s motive for ignoring the legitimate DNA evidence in 
this case or why he chose to frame Fred Lee instead.

It is 2013 and Rooney does not know who or how many different people have owned the car since Fred Lee 
did but he wants to test it for blood.  In his report, he states “It is in my opinion that the vehicle may contain 
blood evidence from the murder in 2007.”  Rooney travels with Texas Ranger Doolittle to Houston and finds 
the car.  Rooney explains these events in the section from his report on the next page.

Dr. Robert Collins - 4 -
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Rooney’s Report

“It is Rooney’s opinion that the vehicle may contain blood evidence from the murder 2007.”  
The murder happened 5 1/2 years earlier and we don’t know how many different owners the 
car has had.  However if Fred Lee did commit the murder, it is reasonable to think he may have 
tracked the victim’s blood into his car.

Ranger Doolittle uses the reliable BlueStar blood detection kit which uses a spray-on reagent 
followed by exposure to an alternative light source.  It is the proper type of test to use in this 
case since it covers an entire area with spray as opposed to other methods that can only be 
used on specific spots or areas that are swabbed.  “Ranger Doolittle stated he did not see 
anything in the vehicle that would indicate any evidence.”   

Rooney asks the owner for permission to process the car again.  Most investigators would see no use in 
processing the car again since BlueStar was negative and it had been so long since the crime.  But probably 
not all investigators so this too can be viewed as a reasonable action.  No stone unturned and all that.
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These are pictures of the interior of the 1994 Buick when it was located 5 years after the crime.  
The spots and stains visible all over the interior show that the correct testing method for blood 
in this vehicle is BlueStar.  It tested negative for blood by Texas Ranger Doolittle.  Two weeks 
later, Rooney brings the car in for testing with the spot specific swab-and-test TMB method. 
The TMB blood test produces many more false positives than BlueStar.  
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On 3-22-2013, Rooney had the 1994 Buick brought to the MCSO.  CSI Rossi and CSI Ramirez processed the 
car for evidence.  CSI Rossi and CSI Ramirez said the “vehicle contained several areas of interest where there 
was a positive reaction for blood evidence…”  I could not find “Rossi and Ramirez’s supplement” anywhere in 
the documents.  Rossi and Ramirez say they have found blood evidence using TMB (tetramethylbenzidine), a 
reagent where a spot is swabbed and the swab is tested for blood.  Again, this is all possible.

Now, Rossi and Ramirez have found “blood evidence” in the 1994 Buick that belonged to Fred Lee in 
2007 when the crime occurred.  “MCSO CSI Ramirez asked if I (Rooney) would retrieve the seat covers to 
Brandon Brazel’s mustang and bring them to her for processing.”  What possible reason is there to bring 
the seat covers from the victim’s car in 2007 to where they are processing Fred Lee’s car in 2013?  
Rooney retrieves both the driver and passenger seat covers from evidence and “released” them to 
Ramirez.  These actions are patently wrong.  There is no valid reason to bring these seat covers to the 
processing of Fred Lee’s former 1994 Buick.  Rossi says she will contact Rooney when everything was 
“ready to be picked up.”
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This is the Bode Case Submission Form for the “blood evidence” submitted to Bode from the 1994 
Buick.  It was filled out by Det. Duroy and signed by MCSO Captain Zenor.  This case background 
statement is improper and instructs Bode what the MCSO wants to find creating obvious suspect bias.  
This isn’t a sexual assault case where it may be necessary to eliminate the victim’s DNA profile.  This 
form should only have the evidence submitted and the known profiles to compare to any profiles 
found.  

Beginning of the list of swabs from the 1994 Buick by MCSO. Four are marked “+TMB”.  Permission to 
consume is given
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Four items from the victim’s Mustang that were recovered in 2007 are submitted also.  However, the 
swab from the passenger’s and driver’s seat covers from the victim’s 1997 Mustang are not listed.  
Where are the processed driver and passenger seat cover swabs from the victim’s Mustang that were 
processed by Rossi and Ramirez on 3/22/2013? 

Page 2 of the submission form shows 6 additional items from the 1994 Buick for a total of 11 items.  
Again, permission to consume is given for all items.
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Here is the evidence list as seen on page 1 of the Bode lab report dated June 6, 2013. The 11 items submitted 
from the 1994 Buick are listed as are the 4 items from the Mustang.  Again, neither seat cover is listed.  The 
focus is now on the 5 samples indicated below.  These were the only items tested in this report, the 
remaining 10 items from the 1994 Buick were not tested at this time.  Why were only these items tested?
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Dr. Robert Collins - 11 -

Page 2 of the report shows the profiles that were provided to compare with any evidence profiles 
found.  The 3 unknown profiles were obtained from a car that was shown not to be involved in the 
case.  The profiles of four known suspects were not provided for comparison.  The DNA profile of one 
of these suspects was found under the victim’s fingernails and on a blood smear on his pants.  This 
evidence was ignored by Rooney.  Read the entire report below if needed but we are going to 
specifically look at items 2, 3, and 4 below;  E11 is from the seat cover of the 1994 Buick, E12 is from 
a scent pad taken from the Mustang front passenger seat, and E13 is a different scent pad from the 
Mustang passenger seat respectively.  All three are mixtures with at least one male contributor.  

None of the swabs obtained from the 1994 
Buick tested positive for blood.  Ranger 
Doolittle’s initial conclusion was correct; there 
was no blood evidence in the 1994 Buick.  
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Page 3 shows the results of the remaining 2 items from the Mustang.  One item had the victim’s profile (straw 
from drink cup) and the other item (Hi-C juice box) had an unknown major male profile.  Analysis of this 
unknown profile shows it is likely the victim’s son.

Notes 3 and 4 illustrate problems with Bode.  In note 3, why are the extracts being sent back to MCSO?  
MCSO has no business with DNA extracts.  Do they maintain a library of known extracts so they can just 
plant DNA evidence when needed?  In note 4, it’s not scientifically valid to use their own thresholds on 
another lab’s data.  They could use the manufacturer’s recommended thresholds but not ones validated on 
their own equipment.
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Page 4 of the report contains the tables that show the STR DNA alleles found on the evidence items at each 
locus.  The table with the results of E11 (seat cover 1994 Buick) and E12 (scent pad from victim’s 1997 
Mustang E13) is below (top).  It shows a result that was not possible.  I have labeled the columns below to 
show what is wrong.  The profiles obtained from item E11 and item E12 are from the same DNA source.  That 
is, the swabs were not obtained from two different automobiles more than five years apart.  They match 
almost exactly.  E13 is from the same source also but has less DNA or is degraded.   The odds of these two 
mixtures of 3 or more persons matching here is similar to the odds of winning several lotteries.  If this 
happened by chance, DNA testing does not work.

Obtained from 1994 Buick 
seat cover in 2013. 

Obtained from victim’s Mustang 
passenger seat (scent pads) in 2007. 
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Page 5 contains the allele tables of Fred Lee, Brandon Brazel, and one of the unknown profiles 
mentioned previously.
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The electropherograms of items E11 and E12 confirmed that these two DNA mixtures are from the same 
source.  The rows of each corresponding set of loci are presented below to show how amazingly similar they 
are.  These look like excellent repeat injections from a method validation.

E11 - From 1994 
Buick in 2013.

E12 - From 1997 
Mustang in 2007.

E11 - From 1994 
Buick in 2013.

E12 - From 1997 
Mustang in 2007.
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E11 - From 1994 
Buick in 2013.

E12 - From 1997 
Mustang in 2007.

E11 - From 1994 
Buick in 2013.

E12 - From 1997 
Mustang in 2007.
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The swabs marked as being from the victim’s Mustang in 2007 and the swabs marked as from the 1994 Buick 
in 2013 are convincingly from the same source.  The question is, were both from the Mustang or were both 
from the 1994 Buick.  Which scenario would implicate Fred Lee in the crime?  The swabs from the 1994 Buick 
tested positive for blood when tested by Rossi and Ramirez but Ranger Doolittle had previously stated there 
was no evidence of blood in the car.  Bode confirmed there was no blood.  Did Rossi and Ramirez falsely say 
they found blood evidence in the 1994 Buick only so they had a reason to submit swabs from Fred Lee’s 
former car?  Why?  It is an old trick for a testifying LEO to state they tested evidence and it was positive for 
blood.  Even though sometime later the DNA expert says it was negative during their testimony, it is not 
emphasized and the jury only remembers the officer that said is was positive for blood.  If a swab from Fred 
Lee’s 1994 Buick came back with Brandon Brazel’s DNA profile, Rooney would say he was correct when he 
predicted blood from the 2007 crime would be found in Fred Lee’s car.  It appeared Rooney and Rossi had 
swabbed the victim’s seat covers with the swab they said was from the 1994 seat cover and the scent pads.  
This is why the data is identical.  Is Brandon Brazel’s DNA profile within the mixture found in nearly identical 
profiles?
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Obtained from 1994 Buick 
seat cover in 2013. 

Obtained from victim’s Mustang 
passenger seat (scent pad) in 2007. 

Brandon Brazel’s entire DNA profile in located within the mixtures that were identified as being from each of 
both cars, five years apart.  Brandon Brazel’s alleles are underlined in red below.  Fred Lee’s alleles are missing 
from many of the loci in the mixtures so he is excluded.  

Every one of Brandon Brazel’s alleles (underlined in red) are present in the mixtures above.  Even the data 
bottleneck at locus D19S433 with only 2 alleles has Brazel’s alleles.  The bottleneck at CSF1PO also has his 
two 11 alleles.
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Only the 5 items shown here were initially processed. I could not identify a legitimate reason as to why.  I 
found no valid instructions from the MCSO or other reasons for Bode to do this.  There is documentation of 
the MCSO giving Bode instructions to complete the testing on the ten items that were skipped in this report.  
The report for the first ten items was issued 3 weeks later.

At this point, the evidence is pretty strong that the Mustang seat covers were swabbed and submitted as 
being from the 1994 Buick.  However, one more thing bothered me.  For no apparent reason, the samples 
were processed by Bode out of order.  As mentioned previously, only samples E11 – E15 were processed at 
this time.  These are the fraudulent E11 (seat cover from 1994 Buick) and the 4 items from the Mustang.  If 
samples are processed out of the order they are numbered, there must be a legitimate reason.  One such 
reason might be to not do the DNA testing on items that tested negative for blood by Bode.  However, if this 
was the reason, E11 would not have been processed since it tested negative for blood.  Yet it was processed 
along with the Mustang items.  
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Here is page one of the second lab report with the initially skipped samples that was issued 3 weeks after the 
initial report.  It contains the partial list of evidence not processed in  the first report that is included in this 
report.
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The samples were done out of order on instructions from MCSO according to the notes on the second 
lab report.
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This phone contact form is the only document I found that addresses this issue.  Det. Duroy calls and 
tells Emily Herren to do samples E01 – E10.  Still does not account for processing E11 in the first batch 
but does give a reason that does not fit.  Not sure of importance if any.
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These processing notes also reveal that the scent pads arrived in unsealed Ziplock bags by 
Bode.  Now, the scent pad from the passenger seat of the victim’s Mustang along with the 
suspected mismarked evidence swabs have questions regarding their pedigree.  

These are the notes made by Bode analyst Emily Herren as she processed the evidence received from the 
MCSO.  The description of each item is given as she opens each envelope.  The items that are tested for blood 
are done now and the result given (PH-).  Each of the first ten items are marked “Not processed further at this 
time”  Items 11-15, including the swabs labelled as being from Fred Lee’s 1994 Buick (suspected to actually 
be from the victim’s 1997 Mustang seat cover) and the scent pad that its profile matches plus the other items 
from the victim’s car, are processed out of order.  Not testing items 1 – 11 could make sense since these 
tested negative for blood.  This was not the case however.  Item E11 only was processed the remaining 4 
items.  This may sound minor but in a laboratory, processing items out of sequence only occurs with a valid 
reason.
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Summary – Initial Indications that DNA Evidence Was Planted.

I presented these findings to the defense team at a meeting on 8/7/2018.  At this time it was clear to me and 
everyone else on the team that the Rooney, Rossi, and Ramirez had attempted to plant DNA evidence to 
implicate Fred Lee in the murder of Brandon Brazel.  Below is a list of the reasons that, when taken in the 
aggregate, show evidence tampering did occur.

1) On 3/8/2013, Rooney located Fred Lee’s car five-and-a-half years after the crime and had Texas Ranger 
Doolittle, an experienced user of BlueStar, test the car for blood evidence.  Rooney’s report states  
“Ranger Doolittle stated he did not see anything in the vehicle that would indicate any evidence.”  
Rooney had the car brought to the MCSO anyway two weeks later on 3/22/2013 so Rossi and Ramirez 
could test it for blood again themselves.  

2) After Rossi and Ramirez did find blood evidence in the car, Ramirez sends Rooney to the Willis Police 
Department evidence room to get the two untested seat covers obtained from the crime scene in 2007.  
This is a clear violation of any crime scene processing method.  What possible legitimate  reason could 
these three have to intentionally get these seat covers from evidence and bring them to the processing 
of Fred Lee’s 1994 Buick?

3) Rossi and Ramirez processed the seat covers on 3/22/2013 but no swabs obtained from them were 
submitted for testing along with the swabs from the 1994 Buick that were processed on the same day.  
Other items obtained from the victim’s car (scent pads, drink cup, Hi-C juice box) were submitted with 
the 1994 Buick swabs.  What happened to the swabs from the seat covers?

4) As shown previously, these same seat covers were discovered by someone four years later in 2017 as 
having never been tested for DNA.  This find was so important that the State filed a somewhat archaic 
Motion to Consume when testing them.  However, according to the WPD report, Rooney, Rossi, and 
Ramirez had processed them on 3/22/2017.  Emails show they were in on the discussions of the newly 
found seat covers in 2017 and apparently said nothing about the swabs they had already obtained.  

5) The DNA mixture profiles found on evidence items submitted from the 1994 Buick passenger seat cover 
and a scent pad from the victim’s car are from the same source of DNA.  The swabs were taken from the 
same source but labeled as if from two different automobiles, 5+ years apart.  The odds of this same 
mixture profile happening by chance are astronomical even when compared to the numbers generated 
by a 24-locus DNA match.

6) The victim’s entire DNA profile is found in both items indicating the goal was to falsely find both blood 
and the victim’s DNA profile in the 1994 Buick.  The only thing that saved Fred Lee from being arrested 
and wrongly incarcerated by the State in 2013 was the profile obtained from the swabs was a mixture of 
the victim’s and other DNA profiles.  Matches like this do not happen by accident. 

7) Finally, the samples were processed out of numerical order.  This only happens for a valid reason.  I 
looked for possible reasons for this and didn’t find any.  One possible reason could be that the MCSO 
gave instructions to not process any swabs that were negative for blood.  This was not the case here as 
one item from the 1994 Buick tested negative for blood and was still processed with the remaining items.  
This was done apparently by previous instructions according to the processing inventory.  No reason is 
provided in the case file.  However, there is a phone log that instructs the lab to do these first 10 items 
afterwards and suggest it was for this reason.
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ADA Andrew James’s Response Confirms Evidence Tampering and Cover-up.

The attorneys for Fred Lee immediately decided to do the right thing in these circumstances and notified 
ADA Andrew James about some of our concerns about the evidence.  I believe ADA James was only shown 
that the two cars produced the exact same mixture profile though taken 5 years apart. Most of the reasons 
listed on the previous page were not conveyed to ADA James.  One week later, on 8/14/2017, ADA James 
sent us an email (the email and sections from it are outlined in orange) to explain what had happened along 
with a few documents that were not provided through discovery to support his explanation.  The response 
was an example of post hoc storytelling.  ADA James provided a trail of breadcrumbs to follow that, when 
followed, supposedly explains everything very clearly.

However, his explanation and the documents provided enabled me to confirm that Rooney, Rossi, and 
Ramirez planted the evidence in question.  Furthermore, ADA James provided false/fraudulent documents to 
verify his story and these were provided to cover-up Rooney, Rossi, and Ramirez’s misconduct.  The email he 
sent containing the results of his investigation into the issue is on the next four pages.  Please read and 
evaluate his email response.  On the pages after that, I go over his response section by section and expose 
what really happened in this incident.  
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Analysis of ADA James Email Response.
This response provided by ADA James is clearly an attempt to cover up the actions of Rooney, Rossi, 
and Ramirez.  This is based on his representations to the court in the Motion to Consume which, 
according to ADA James’s 2017 email about finding the seat covers, were based on Rossi and Ramirez’s 
input.  When the defense brought up my DNA issues in August 2018, ADA James, at the very least,  
knew that Rooney, Rossi, and Ramirez had lied during the leadup to that motion.  

It would be nice to know who it was that discovered the untested seat covers in 2017 since, according 
to ADA James, so many people knew they had already been tested in 2013.  Was the Motion to 
Consume just a dog-and-pony put on by ADA James to mislead the court for some unknown reason?  
Or had Rooney, Rossi, and Ramirez been hiding what they had done four years?  The last thing they 
wanted was for the “untested” seat covers to be discovered.  They did not want attention on the seat 
covers especially when they already knew they did not contain Fred Lee’s DNA profile.  They wanted to 
let sleeping dogs lie.

I am always suspicious when someone uses cropped pieces of documents to explain their meaning. I 
prefer to present the entire document with annotations to highlight my points.  The submission form 
that contains the above section is annotated on the next page.  This page was presented previously in 
this document also.
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ADA James says Det. Duroy simply made a mistake when he filled out this submission form.  He 
mistaken put (94 Buick) instead of (Victim’s car) on the form.  Sounds possible.  It would be a 
serious mistake and quite a coincidence but it is possible. 
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The ADA provided this evidence submission form filled out by CSI Rossi as proof that the seat cover 
swabs were obtained and documented on 3/22/2013.  Of major note is that only one of the two seat 
covers were processed even though both were in hand and important pieces of evidence.  Also, the 
date.  The swabs from the passenger seat cover (Exh#44) submitted into evidence on 3/22/2013.  The 
items here are poorly labelled and if someone other than the author tried to use this info they’d have 
to go back to the author for clarification. There is no mention of which car any of the items on this page 
are from.

From the ADA’s email:
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Same document as last page.

The first thing I noticed about this document was it appeared the entry pointed out by the ADA and 
circled on the previous page was darker than the rest of the text.  This could also be conformational 
bias as I was looking for something wrong.  However, I also noticed the “a” in the words swabs in the 
entry for #138 is a different style than the one in the word swabs every other time in the 2-page 
document (only one page shown both pages are in the Appendix).  I’m not a hand writing expert so 
these are just anecdotal observations.  As we’ll see, the authenticity of this document is questionable 
anyway.
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From ADA’s email.

This the evidence list we received from the DPS in their case file.  It was highlighted although 
the ADA’s copy is not (not important that I know of).  The ADA trimmed the list to show only 
the passenger seat cover but the actual document shows the driver’s seat cover just below it.  
Anyone looking at this list for possible items to test would test both the passenger and driver 
seat covers, items #44 and #45 respectively.  The ADA states that Rooney, Rossi, and Ramirez 
processed the passenger seat cover only but does not give a reason why.  This list also 
contains the Hi-C drink box (Exhibit #48) that was also processed and submitted to Bode at 
this time.
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This picture is from the slides provided to the ADA from Bode.  This slide and the remaining 
slides will answer a lot of questions but not the ones the ADA intended.  Though these 
pictures were asked for in discovery, they were not provided.  

The labelling on passenger seat cover swab envelope is by Rossi, same 
as the evidence list she filled out when processing it on 3/22/2013.  
However, the date on the evidence envelope is 4/3/2013, two weeks 
after it was supposedly processed by Rossi according to her, Rooney, 
and ADA James.  Without a doubt, one of these is fraudulent.

I don’t know which date, if either, is correct.  This evidence envelope’s authenticity 
cannot be confirmed at any rate.  There is no time of collection written on the 
envelope.  Time stamps are essential and CSIs routinely, almost subconsciously, note 
the time and date on every piece of evidence.  Evidence labelling requires 4 things: ID 
number, time collected, date collected, and written description.  Other things can be 
required but these are the essentials.  Mistrials have been declared when evidence did 
not have a time stamp.  It is a clear indication of fraudulent labelling. Because 
everything processed by a CSI at all crime scenes has a time stamp, it is very difficult to 
put a time stamp in the past on an evidence label or other document.  The investigator
cannot have been doing two things at the same time.  I suspect the labels of fraudulent 
evidence in other cases may have this tell-tale “signature,” by Rossi and Ramirez, that 
evidence has been tampered with.

From the ADA’s email:
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Do these labels match?

Below is the evidence envelope received by Bode.  Emily Herrera evidently confirmed these 
two evidence descriptions are the same and no reconciliation is necessary.  I have processed 
thousands of clinical samples myself and find it difficult to believe this sample could make it 
through sample processing accidentally.  It seemed Emily either knew it was mislabeled and 
intentionally let it still be assigned the lab number or this was not the envelope received and 
processed by Emily.  However, this would indicate some kind of vast conspiracy that I do not 
think occurred.  I believe it did just got by Emily.  There is the very real possibility that evidence 
tampering at Bode may have occurred and an investigation may reveal it did, but I do not have 
enough evidence to support a claim like this.  Only Rooney, Rossi, and Ramirez are solidly 
implicated in the evidence planting with ADA James and possibly others participating in the 
cover-up with them.

No time stamp.  The place it should 
be, compared to the others, is missing.

Dr. Robert Collins - 36 -
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all other evidence 
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The exhibit number (44) is missing.  Maybe 
she could not remember it when she wrote 
this label.  If the seat cover was in hand, as it 
should have been, she could look at its label.
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This is an ancillary complaint about Bode’s about sample processing.  It is a very important 
process were the sample labelling on the received item is verified as being the same as the 
labelling on the submission form.  The sample is then given a laboratory ID# that will be used 
from that point on.  Technicians should be highly trained in sample processing with the 
process protocoled and documented.  People get fired for messing this up.  Below is page one 
of the evidence inventory where Emily Herren confirmed the labelling so the new laboratory 
number can be used for identification from then on.

This list shows items 63 and 64 were labelled incorrectly.  The mislabeling was reconciled (pad 
in description was actually 2 pads).  Reconciliation is a protocoled process used by labs to 
ensure the sample’s identification is known before it a lab ID# is assigned.  Item 138 does not 
have any notations about the conflict in labelling.
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This section of the ADA’s email contains a section from Rooney’s report that was shown 
previously as part of the indications that evidence was planted.  The date of the entry at the 
top is 3/22/2013. ADA James states Rooney retrieved the seat at the request of Martinez.

On 04-01-2013, ten days after retrieving the seat covers from evidence and giving them to 
Ramirez, Rooney began to go through all the evidence in the case and figure what had went 
to the lab and what had been processed.  Both seat covers had been sent to the DPS lab and 
returned unprocessed.  Rooney, Rossi, and Ramirez certainly knew about the untested seat 
covers before Rooney brought Fred Lee’s 1994 Buick to the MCSO.  They knew before Rooney 
began looking for it.  The sequence of events on 3/22/2013 were (1) bring the 1994 Buick to 
MCSO, (2) find blood evidence in car, and (3) Ramirez tells Rooney to get the seat covers. 
Ramirez knew the plan to plant evidence using the untested seat covers before the 1994 
Buick was brought in by Rooney.  How did Rooney know they existed before finding this out 
when going through the evidence on 4/1/2013?  This plan had hatched long before this.

From the ADA’s email:
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On 04-03-2013, two days after beginning to go through the evidence from the victim’s car in 
2007, the evidence from the 1994 Buick is released to Rooney.  No mention is made of picking 
up the seat covers or the swab obtained from the passenger seat cover only.

Same section of ADA’s email.
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From the ADA’s email.

The ADA’s email shows exhibit #44 on the master exhibit list above.  Below is the same item but 
also shows the deleted column on the right and exhibit #45, driver’s seat cover, right below it.  
The ADA offers no explanation as to why only one was tested.  The column that was deleted by 
the ADA shows the seat cover was “swabbed” by Rossi on 4/3/2013, not on 3/22/2013 as he and 
previous documents he presented have stated.  Why delete the column unless you noticed the 
discrepancy?  There is no mention of Rooney releasing the either seat cover (#44 and #45) to 
Ramirez on 3/22/2013 though the ADA just documented they were with Rooney’s report.  This 
master list is fraudulent and unreliable.  Rooney has doctored it trying to cover-up their actions.

Where is Released to 
Ramirez “on 3/22/2013?”

Dr. Robert Collins - 40 -

Case 4:23-cv-03003   Document 3-2   Filed on 08/18/23 in TXSD   Page 40 of 63



From ADA’s email:

This section of the ADA’s email shows exhibit #138 on Rooney’s master exhibit list above.  Below 
is the entire page of the list that also shows exhibit #136, collected on 3/22/2013 by Rossi and 
Ramirez from the 1994 Buick.  Rooney’s WPD report, Rossi’s evidence list, and the ADA’s email 
document the swabs in exhibit #138 were obtained from the passenger seat cover on 3/22/2013. 
However, Rooney’s Master Evidence List (below), Rossi’s evidence envelope labeling, and ADA 
James’s email also document the swabs in exhibit #138 were obtained from the passenger seat 
covers were obtained on 4/3/2013.  Exhibit #138 was also intentionally mis-numbered to hide the 
fact that it was actually obtained from the single (passenger) seat cover (next page). 
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A meeting between several of the actors is covered on the following pages but first we’ll go 
over the intentional mis-numbering of the passenger seat cover swab (exhibit #138).   The 
ten swabs from the 1994 Buick and exhibit #138 (seat cover swabs collected on 3/22/2013) 
were sent to Bode on 5/7/2013.  The previously mentioned scent pads, a Hi-C drink box 
swab, and the swab from the straw in a cup were submitted at the same time.  The drink 
box swab entry (below) from Rooney’s evidence list illustrates proper exhibit numbering.  
Each evidence item (exhibit) is given a single number and swabs taken from it are given the 
same number with an “a” after it.  The swabs obtained from exhibit 48, labeled as exhibit 
48a are labelled correctly as shown below.  Below that is the swab from the Burger King cup, 
exhibit 53a was obtained from exhibit 53.  Exhibits 48a and 53a were only submitted to give
the scent pad submission (submitted to match the mislabeled set cover from the 1994 
Buick) credibility. These items produced expected results, the victim’s son and the victim’s
profiles respectively.  Over a dozen other swabs and items from the victim’s car were not
submitted including sun glasses with blood on them.  The real exhibits that Rooney, Rossi, 
and Ramirez wanted to submit were the scent pads from the victim’s car. They planned for 
the scent pads to match the seat covers mis-labelled as being from the 1994 Buick.  They 
matched but it was a mixture containing the victim’s profile that could not be deconvoluted.
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From ADA’s email:

By the time we get to the last section of the email it is obvious that the ADA’s story and the 
documents provided are not accurate.  Here the ADA fills in the entire story for us in case we 
were not able to follow the bread crumbs provided.  It’s possible ADA James just told the 
story and passed on the documents given to him by Rooney and Rossi, but he edited key 
information out of the document excerpts he presented in his email.  ADA James knew that 
Rooney, Rossi, and Ramirez hadn’t said anything about this previous testing at the time both 
untested seat covers were discovered in 2017.  ADA James had to know at this time that 
Rooney, Rossi, and Ramirez had lied and he should have informed the defense and the proper 
authorities.  Instead he joined the conspirators and participated in the cover-up   He then 
leads us on a dog and pony show to Willis PD where, even though it is Friday, they can’t get 
into the evidence room because Rooney is off and he has the keys.  Note that Rooney controls 
everything in this case.  He ran the investigation, he wrote the WPD Report, he records 
evidence processing, and he controls all of the evidence.  The pictures ADA James sent of the 
evidence after Rooney let him in did not include a picture of the seat covers or the chain of 
custody that should be written on it.  This chain of custody on exhibits #44 and #45 should 
accurately reflect the release to Ramirez, processing by Rossi on 3/22/2013, processing by 
Rossi on 4/3/2013(?), or does it skip from 2008 to 2017 when they were discovered and led 
to the Motion to Consume?  After seeing that the pictures did not show the seat cover 
packaging or its chain of custody, I did not watch the video.

From the ADA’s email:
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Evidence List in State’s 1st Motion to Consume – 9/22/2017

Evidence List in State’s 2nd Motion to Consume – 10/9/2017

At the top of the page is the header from the State’s 1st Motion to Consume on 9/22/2017.  
The evidence items listed in this motion plus the items in a second motion filed on 10/9/2017
are the evidence items “discovered” in September 2017 to have not yet been tested in this 
case.  This is also the list of untested evidence (plus the four items that were submitted) that 
was known to Rooney, Rossi, and Ramirez in 2013.  Rooney stated that he had accounted for 
all of the untested evidence in his WPD Reported entry on 4/1/2013 (shown in upcoming 
page).  Rossi and Ramirez had collected these evidence items at the crime scene in 2007.  
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The last document excerpt presented by ADA James is from page 3 of a 4 page Supplemental 
Report (to the case file) by Det. Duroy.  The ADA says Det. Duroy mistaken put ‘94 Buick 
instead of Victim’s car on the Bode Submission Form on 5/7/2013 and made the same 
mistake when he wrote this report at least three days later.  I wonder if Det. Duroy knows he 
was thrown under the bus twice.  I believe that when Det. Duroy filled out Bode Submission 
Form, if he even did it himself, he used a list provided by Rooney or Rossi.  This list may be the 
same one he inserted into his supplemental report and he has no idea that he was blamed for 
these errors.  A closer look at the rest of this supplemental report follows.
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This is page one of Det. Duroy’s Supplement Report to the WPD case file. At a meeting on 
5/2/2013, Rooney gains the assistance of the MCSO.  This means the MCSO will pay for DNA 
evidence that is submitted to Bode.  Six years after the crime and Rooney can’t wait 2 months 
for the DPS lab to do the work.  MCSO Captain Zenor attended this meeting and authorizes 
the assistance by MCSO.  His signature is on the evidence submission form to authorize 
payment.  Rooney’s report does not include this meeting but does include the meeting on 
5/7/2013 described in paragraphs 4 and 5 below (and next page). 
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A second meeting is described in the supplemental report between Det. Duroy, Rossi, Rooney, 
Det. Greenwood, and ADA Michael Shirley.  They meet in the crime lab to evaluate the 
evidence in the unsolved Brandon Brazel murder case.  At the meeting on the 5/2/2013,
Rooney convinced MCSO Captain Zenor that this murder was done by Fred Lee.  He knew that 
Fred Lee was a suspect (also without any evidence) in an ongoing MCSO cold case
investigation.  Captain Zenor authorized payment by MCSO to Bode for processing Rooney’s 
evidence for DNA.  A number of items were selected for submission.  

From previous page.

From Rooney’s WPD report:

On 4/1/2013 Rooney began going over all the evidence based on the master exhibit list. 
Sections of this list were shown previously including the seat cover entries (exhibits 44 
and 45) and the 17 items listed in the 2nd Motion  to Consume.  By the end of the week, 
Rooney had determined “the outcome of all of the evidence in this case.”  Some of the 
evidence may need to be submitted at a later date.  This is ten days after Rooney had 
given the driver’s and passenger’s seat covers to Rossi and Ramirez for processing.
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This is the relevant portion of Rooney’s WPD report entry for the meeting at the crime lab on 
5/7/2013 with Rossi, Det. Duroy, Det. Greenwood, and ADA Shirley.  Rooney “brought all of 
the evidence in this case to the crime lab and we went through the evidence…”  Rooney then 
states “The item numbers that were released to T. Duroy  and T. Greenwood…” indicating a 
list with the items was given to the detectives.  This list had to contain the descriptions of the 
items made by Rooney and Rossi.  Det. Duroy and Greenwood were completely unfamiliar 
with the evidence in the Brandon Brazel murder and it is unreasonable to believe they would 
be able to fill out the evidence submission form without a list of the evidence made by 
someone who was familiar with it.  Rooney’s WPD report entry raises serious questions about 
the content of this meeting;

• Did Rooney bring all of the evidence in the case (23 items including the four items 
submitted and the 19 items discovered in 2017) and the five people present at the meeting 
chose to submit only one of the seat covers (Item #138), a straw from the victim’s cup 
(Item #53a), and a swab from a Hi-C juice box (Item #48a), and two unsealed scent-pads 
from the victim’s car while disregarding all of the other items discovered in 2017, including 
the then supposedly untested passenger and driver’s seat covers?

• If the above were true and a movie was made about the crime, people would be shouting 
at the TV to test the seat covers.  They, like myself, would be wondering how they hadn’t 
already been tested in over 5 years.  If the group chose to submit only the one seat cover 
(like they evidently did according to the ADA), the audience would groan knowing they’d 
test the other seat cover at some later time and catch the killer.  This isn’t a movie but this 
is what ADA James says happened at that meeting.

• Did ADA Shirley know about only submitting one seat cover and was he OK with it?  If 
somehow he did go along this, he and everyone else at the meeting would be excited 
about their good fortune in finding the seat covers and anxious to find out the results.  Just 
as they were in 2017.

• Or did a different scenario occur?  This is discussed on the next page.

From Rooney’s WPD report:
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Other scenarios also come to mind.  Perhaps Rooney and Rossi misrepresented the evidence they 
had and Duroy just trusted they were being honest.  The plan was to find Brandon Brazel’s DNA 
profile and blood in in the car formerly owned by Fred Lee.  They would say that Fred Lee had 
tracked Brandon Brazel’s blood into his car when it splattered on him during the crime.  

Rooney and Rossi had obtained swabs from the straw (53a) and Hi-C drink box (48a) before the 
meeting.  Perhaps they brought the scent pads (63 and 64) along with these two items and 
represented them as all the evidence they had.  The item #138’s description was on the list Duroy 
received from Rooney and Rossi.  It was actually labelled on the list as described by Duroy and 
submitted to Bode with everything else.  This does not explain how the sample labeling made it 
through sample processing at Bode. Though problematic, it may be the most likely scenario.

I believe Rooney, Rossi, and Ramirez cooked up this scheme long before this meeting.  Knowing they 
had the seat covers and believing the victim’s DNA would certainly be on them, Rooney and Rossi 
came up with a plan to plant evidence implicating Fred Lee in Brandon Brazel’s death.  First they 
found the 1994 Buick that was driven by Fred Lee in 2007.  They hoped Ranger Doolittle would say 
there was evidence of blood in the car.  However, Bluestar does not have the false positives, 
including beans and potatoes, that the TMB reagent has.  However he did not find any evidence of 
blood.  Rooney brought it in anyway two weeks later on 3/22/2013 where Rossi and Ramirez said 
blood was found in 6 places not found by Ranger Doolittle.  Ramirez sent Rooney to get the seat 
covers to set their plan in motion.  That day they took two swabs (#138) from the seat cover (maybe 
the driver’s) and probably wiped the passenger seat cover with the scent pad.  It is hard to 
determine what they did and what their thinking was but there is evidence both seat covers were
processed at this time (upcoming).

Rooney’s report states that on 4/1/2013 he “began to go through the evidence and figure out what 
went to the lab for analysis and what was processed (see master exhibit list).”   Rooney and Rossi 
had taken swabs from the seat covers 10 days before.  Needing to get the samples processed, they 
go to Duroy at the MCSO Cold Case Unit to get him on board.  They do this at the meeting on 
5/2/2013.  We are finding what remains in the documentation after the attempt failed and they 
tried to cover it up as best they could.  Some records could not be covered up though and we were 
left a legitimate trail of bread crumbs that led to the truth.  In 2017, they were almost caught when 
someone discovered the seat covers had not been tested.  However, ADA James ignored the 
implications of this discovery.  I’d like to hear the explanation they gave to him to explain how the 
seat covers had not been tested in 10 years.  In reality, Rooney, Rossi, and Ramirez knew the results 
already.  ADA James found this out a year later and wrote his email to cover it up.
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About 6 weeks after the samples are submitted to Bode, Duroy receives the DNA report from 
Bode.  Duroy writes this supplemental report on 6/25/2013.  The supplement contains a 
summary that Duroy made of the Bode DNA report and the actual report.

2nd Supplemental Report by Duroy After Receiving DNA Report from Bode. 

All of the samples from Fred Lee’s car and the swab from the seat cover are tested for blood 
as requested by MCSO.  They all test negative.
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2nd Supplemental Report by Duroy After Receiving DNA Report from Bode. 

Straw in victim’s Burger King cup produces the victim’s DNA profile.  

ADA James’s email states Duroy made the same labeling mistake only twice when he
submitted the evidence.  Here he makes the mistake a third time 6 weeks later. There is no 
mention in the report of a seat cover from the victim’s 1997 Mustang.  If Duroy made a 
labeling mistake when submitting the item, he certainly would have noticed it now especially 
if expecting the results of the passenger seat cover from the victim’s car that Rooney 
supposedly brought to the 5/7/2013 meeting.  Either Duroy purposely wrote this incorrectly 
again knowing that it was incorrect (to help cover-up?) or it wasn’t a labeling mistake made 
by him in the first place.  Duroy wrote the description given to him by Rooney and Rossi and 
he, nor anyone else, expected results from the passenger seat cover.
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This is the DNA Report received from Bode.  There are 4 other suspects in this crime but their 
profiles were not submitted. The DNA profiles of two of these suspects were found on the
interior door release handle of the victim’s car and on a blood stain on the victim trousers.  
This information is in a DPS Crime Lab DNA Report dated 3/22/2013, the same day Rooney, 
Rossi, and Ramirez planted the DNA evidence against Fred Lee.  This DNA report and results 
are not mentioned in Rooney’s WPD Report nor is any investigation based on its results.  He 
ignored these results and devoted the next 6 years to framing Fred Lee for this murder.

2nd Supplemental Report by Duroy After Receiving DNA Report from Bode. 

Result for the seat cover as shown in the Bode Lab Report.  No mention of passenger seat 
cover.  It has been renamed CCA1390-0101-E11 now by the Bode lab.

Dr. Robert Collins - 52 -

Case 4:23-cv-03003   Document 3-2   Filed on 08/18/23 in TXSD   Page 52 of 63



This is the entry into Rooney’s Evidence Processing List. Rooney had no trouble recognizing 
item #138, the passenger seat cover swabs, even though they were labelled as being from the 
1994 Buick in Duroy’s summary and just the new number in the Bode DNA report.  The 
evidence list also states the swab was collected on 4/3/2017 but Rooney and Rossi’s 
documentation show it was collected on 3/22/2013.  The release of the seat covers to 
Ramirez on 3/22/2013 is not shown in this document.  The release from the MCSO crime lab 
back to evidence on 4/3/2013 is missing also.  Rooney, Rossi, and Ramirez know the DNA 
results of the victim’s passenger’s seat cover is a mixture of three or more individuals.  The 
question is: Does Det. Duroy, Det. Greenwood, ADA Shirley, and Capt. Zenor know the victim’s 
passenger’s seat cover has been tested with the results shown below or do they just think it is 
one of eleven 1994 Buick swabs submitted by Rooney, Rossi, and Ramirez that proved 
useless?
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As shown previously, Bode processed the samples out of order for an unknown reason. The
DNA report and MCSO supplement only covered the last 5 samples on the Bode submission 
form.  This is page one of Det. Duroy’s 3rd supplemental report after receiving the results of 
the first 10 items submitted, all from the 1994 Buick.  Nothing of any use was found on the 
swabs from the1994 Buick.  These 10 swabs were collected and submitted solely so they 
could say the mislabeled swab, from the victim’s seat cover in his 1997 Mustang because it 
likely contained the victim’s profile, was obtained from the 1994 Buick.  Only page one of this 
supplement report is shown for brevity.
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As fate would have it, a discernable profile for Brandon Brazel was not found on the swabs 
from the seat cover so the plan didn’t work.  However, now only Rooney, Rossi, and Ramirez 
know that the passenger’s seat cover from the victim’s car has been tested and nothing of 
value was found on it.  The driver’s seat cover was not tested at the same time.  How do you 
explain why only one was tested if anyone are found?  How was it explained to ADA James 
when they admitted what they had done in 2018? He just ignored this oddity in his email 
explanation.

Rooney, Rossi, and Ramirez decided to not say anything and pretend they don’t know 
anything about the passenger seat cover having been tested already.  Hopefully, no one would 
ever discover they exist.  They knew there no DNA profiles of value on them so what does it 
matter if they didn’t tell anyone?  The seventeen other evidence items that also remained 
untested probably didn’t have the real killer’s profile either.

The problem was, if anyone finds out that they exist and are untested, they’d be excited about 
it just as anyone at the 5/7/2013 meeting would have been if they had known they existed.  
Somehow ADA James discovered that two seat covers existed and both had not been tested 
yet.  Perhaps he or a new pair of eyes looked at the original evidence list.  Filing the Motion to 
Consume shows he was excited about the seat covers and took extra care to protect any 
results.   He hoped that Fred Lee’s DNA profile would be found on them.

I wonder what Rooney, Rossi, and Ramirez’s reaction was when the seat covers were 
discovered in 2017.  The ADA’s emails from that period in 2017 when the seat covers were 
discovered indicate Rooney, Rossi, and Ramirez were heavily relied upon in the decision 
making process.  They did not tell the ADA (or the court) that the seat covers had already 
been tested and they knew the results were not probative.  Instead, they pushed for a sham 
motion to consume evidence they already knew the results from.  
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About a year later, on 5/15/14, Det. Duroy and Greenwood receive the DNA extracts from 
Bode for the previous evidence submission.  Again, why are DNA extracts returned to law 
enforcement agencies? What can they do with them that isn’t bad?  This will be a constant 
complaint of mine until this practice is stopped!  Det. Duroy submitted the extracts into 
evidence (gave to Rooney?) on 5/16/14.
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This is the FEDEX envelope received by Det. Duroy and Det. Greenwood.
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This is the inventory of the extracts received from Bode.  Sample E11a1 is the DNA extract 
from the victim’s passenger seat cover.  Greenwood is included in the ADA’s emails about the 
DNA consumption motions so is he involved in pushing for a sham motion to consume when 
he knows the seat cover extracts are sitting in evidence?  I think not.  If they wanted to test 
the passenger seat cover, this is the best reagent to use.  Not only did they have the extract,  
it was 10 times more concentrated than the extract obtained from the passenger seat cover 
in 2017. This is reflected in the data generated by the extracts.
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From Rooney’s WPD report:

This is the last entry in Rooney’s WPD report.  Rooney, Rossi, and Ramirez obtain swabs from 
the seat covers again after they are discovered in 2017.  Check out how awkward the first 
sentence is.  He also states the swabs from the seat covers would be submitted to the DPS
Lab in Houston but they were submitted to Bode. They again give the seat covers improper
exhibit numbers, 198 and 199, when they should be 44a and 45a. The passenger’s seat cover
now has three exhibit numbers (44, 138, and 198) instead of one.  How is this handled in 
court?  Pick up the seat cover and state “Here he have exhibit 44 and 138 and 198?”  The 
driver’s seat cover is now two exhibits (45 and 199).

I would like to hear the conversation that took place here.  I wonder if any of them thought 
they should “come clean” and admit what they did.  Another interesting conversation is the 
one between these three and ADA James when he asked them to explain their actions to him 
when confronted with my concerns a year later.
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This is an email from ADA James to Det. Greenwood on the day after Rooney, Rossi, and 
Ramirez took the swabs from the seat covers in 2017 (previous page).  ADA James describes a 
meeting on the day before with Rooney, Rossi, and Ramirez.  They discussed the remaining 
untested evidence that was discovered along with the seat covers that Rooney, Rossi, and
Ramirez had processed the day before.  This meeting raises a number of questions:
1. Did Rooney, Rossi, or Ramirez inform ADA James at this time that the passenger’s seat 

cover had been processed in 2013?  
2. Did they tell him the results and he submitted the Motion to Consume to the court on the 

next day anyway?  
3. How did they explain why they had said nothing about the existence of this evidence since 

the crime was committed in 2007?  
4. Kenneth Bivens, a new character in this story, is among the recipients of this email. Who

is Kenneth Bivens? Is he the new pair of eyes that discovered the untested evidence in 
2017?

5. How could ADA James use documents and explanations provided by Rooney, Rossi, and 
Ramirez in his 2018 email to the defense explaining evidence tampering when he knew 
they had been lying to him for years?  Reprehensibly, he chose to help them cover up their 
illegal activities.
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Passenger’s seat 
cover in 2013.

Driver’s seat 
cover in 2013.

Passenger’s seat 
cover in 2017.

Passenger’s and Driver’s seat cover results in 2017.

Above are the results for the mislabeled seat cover in 2013 on the left and for both seat 
covers in 2017 on the right.  In 2016, seven more DNA loci were added to the original loci in 
the 2013 results and the order of the loci in the table was changed.  I have put numbers next 
to six individual loci for easier comparison between the two tables.

The DNA obtained from the passenger seat cover in 2013 is of good quality and generated 
DNA profiles but is a mixture.  The victim’s entire profile is found in this mixture.  This shows 
the seat covers had been stored properly (e.g. kept dry in a paper bag) since they were 
collected at the crime scene in 2007.  This is important because it shows the driver’s seat
cover had also been stored properly.  In 2017, it could be expected to produce good DNA 
profiles (if DNA is present).  However, the previously unprocessed driver’s seat cover appears 
to have been processed already since most loci have no results compared to the robust
results obtained in 2013. It appears it was processed in 2013 just like the passenger’s seat 
cover that we know was processed at that time.

This is the evidence that the driver’s seat cover was also processed in 2013 as discussed.  
Anecdotal evidence but fairly strong anecdotal evidence.

Dr. Robert Collins - 61 -

Case 4:23-cv-03003   Document 3-2   Filed on 08/18/23 in TXSD   Page 61 of 63



Full Circle

This story began at ADA James’s 1st Motion to Consume and ends with the results produced by the 
DNA testing sought in that motion.  The documents presented, all obtained from ADA James, 
clearly show there was a conspiracy to plant DNA evidence intended to convict Fred Lee of Capital 
Murder.  The conspiracy was put into motion in 2013 by WPD Sgt. Rooney, MCSO CSI Rossi, and 
MCSO CSI Ramirez.  Since the original conspiracy, these three have worked to actively cover up 
their actions.  In September of 2018, MCADA Andrew James discovered their actions and, instead 
of revealing their conspiracy, he chose to join them in an attempt to continue the cover-up and 
convict Fred Lee of Capital Murder.

I have presented documents and explanations that might seem to implicate individuals that I do 
not believe are involved in these conspiracies.  There is no intent in this complaint to cast 
aspersions all law enforcement officers, crime scene investigators or prosecutors.  Based on the 
documents presented, I will give a summary of each person’s involvement in the conspiracies.  
This is done based on the cast of characters listed at the beginning.

WPD Sgt. Kevin Rooney – Rooney is one of the three main conspirators in a scheme to plant 
evidence intended to implicate Fred Lee in the Capital Murder of Brandon Brazel.  At no time did 
Rooney properly investigate this crime before determining that Fred Lee did it based on a phone 
call.  Rooney and his co-conspirators initiated their plan to frame Fred Lee before they had even 
received the DNA test results of items previously submitted from the crime scene.  These DNA 
results provided strong evidence of who actually committed the murder but these results have 
been ignored to this day.  The evidence planting scheme only failed because, unknown to the 
conspirators, the planted DNA was a mixture.  After the failed attempt, Rooney actively worked to 
cover up his crime until the time of Fred Lee’s trial in January of 2019.  During the ongoing cover-
up, Rooney finally had Fred Lee arrested for the crime and he sat in jail for over three years waiting
to go to trial. The jury found that Fred Lee was “not guilty” of the crime.  Rooney’s actions were 
criminal and a complete betrayal of the public trust.  He should be ostracized by everyone inside 
and outside of the law enforcement community.  I hope the contempt I have for Rooney and his 
conspirators is apparent in this complaint.  They should be shown the same compassion that they 
showed Fred Lee.

MCSO CSI Celestina Rossi – Rossi is the second conspirator in this corrupt undertaking.  The things 
said about Rooney above also apply to her.  The damage to the public trust by Rossi may be even
greater than that done by Rooney. Rossi and Ramirez have been the crime scene investigators at 
(many, most, or all?) crime scenes in Montgomery County at least since Brandon Brazel’s murder 
in 2007.  How many times have her attempts to plant evidence been successful?  A close look 
must be taken at every case she has been involved with.  The nature of her job makes taking part
in this conspiracy especially heinous.  She must be dealt with severely to demonstrate to the 
public that this kind of behavior will not be tolerated.

MCSO CSI Christine Ramirez – Ramirez is the third conspirator in this crime.  Documents show she
started the ball rolling on 3/22/2013 by telling Rooney to get the seat covers from evidence. The
three seem to have participated equally from planting the evidence in 2013 to swabbing both seat
covers in 2017 when they already knew the results.  Again, punishment must be severe.
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MCADA Andrew James – ADA James is not one of the three original evidence planting 
conspirators but his actions may be even worse.  It’s one thing when local law enforcement 
officer’s are corrupt. However, it is another thing entirely when the representative of the State of
Texas discovers the corruption and actively works to cover it up in order to convict an innocent 
man of Capital Murder.  ADA James knew Rooney, Rossi, and Ramirez had lied when he asked 
them about my concerns with the DNA evidence and they admitted to the previous testing.  How 
much they told him of their conspiracy is unknown.  However, they provided him with false 
documents and he used them to fabricate a story that he knew to be false.  He knowingly deprived 
Fred Lee of his freedom and civil rights from that point up until the trial where he sought to put 
Fred Lee in prison for the rest of his life.  Perhaps if he receives a similar fate it will send a message 
to prosecutors across Texas that this type of behavior is unacceptable.

MCADA Michael Shirley – I don’t believe ADA Shirley was involved in or knew about ADA James’s 
cover-up of Rooney, Rossi, and Ramirez’s actions.  There are two reasons for this. First, ADA
Shirley was unaware that ADA James had filed the Motion to Consume.  Many times at a trial, the
prosecution has an ADA who has more experience with DNA witnesses but hasn’t been involved in
the case every day like the main prosecutor.  I believe this was ADA Shirley’s role.  During a lunch 
break at the trial, he and I went through the slides I wanted to use in my testimony.  This went 
quickly until we came to the Motion to Consume.  Just like I had been, ADA Shirley was surprised 
to see it and said he hadn’t seen one in many years.  Then we moved on.  I was suspicious of him 
since I already knew about the evidence tampering.  However, I believed him.  Second, he had 
heard the DPS Crime Lab’s Andrew McWhorter’s testimony.  He also understood that the chart I 
had made to rebut his false testimony directly contradicted McWhorter and showed his testimony 
to be false (Texas Forensic Science Commission complaint by Dr. Robert Collins dated January 23, 
2019).  When I showed him the documents I would use and said I would destroy McWhorter if he 
tried to challenge my testimony, he backed down and the prosecution let my chart into evidence 
without objection.  This chart led to the not guilty verdict.  I think ADA Shirley knew things may 
not be as they appeared.  Time will tell but I was listening for him to say things that would 
implicate him in the plot but did not hear anything.

MCSO Det. Duroy and Det. Greenwood – I do not believe either of these two were aware of 
anything that happened regarding this incident and cover-up.  They were duped by Rooney, Rossi, 
and Ramirez just like MCSO Capt. Zeno and ADA Shirley were.  They did not have any reason to 
mistrust these three and ADA James.

Bode Lab – A couple of issues about the Bode lab were brought up in this complaint.  These need 
to be followed up on especially the questions about the evidence envelope submitted.

The seat covers – After years of misuse and abuse, may they rest in peace.

This document is true and correct to the best of my knowledge.  There are documents following 
this page that support the statements in this complaint.  Documents submitted with this complaint 
include my curriculum vitae, Bode case files, DPS case files, MCSO files, WPD files and various 
documents and emails received from ADA James.

Respectfully submitted,

Dr. Robert Collins
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