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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1.  Does the Fourth Amendment require that a search
warrant particularly describe the things to be seized?

2. Does the Fourth Amendment require that a search
warrant provide judicial authorization to seize things?

3.  Isit ineffective assistance of counsel under the Sixth
Amendment to fail to move to suppress items seized pursuant to a
search warrant that did not particularly describe the things to be

seized, and did not provide judicial authorization to seize things?



PARTIES TO THE PROCEEDING

All parties are listed in the case caption. Robert Paul Langley,
Jr., was the Appellant below. Jeff Premo, Superintendent, Oregon

State Penitentiary, was the Appellee below.
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PETITION FOR WRIT OF CERTIORARI

Robert Paul Langley, Jr., respectfully petitions for a Writ of

Certiorari to the Oregon Supreme Court.
OPINIONS BELOW

Petitioner filed for post-conviction relief based on a claim of
ieffective assistance of counsel who represented him at trial on
aggravated murder charges. Petitioner was denied post-conviction
relief by the trial court, and a General Judgment denying relief was
entered on December 10, 2015. (App-1). Petitioner appealed to the
Oregon Court of Appeals and the Court Affirmed Without Opinion the
denial of post-conviction relief on October 4, 2017. (App-5). Petitioner
filed for review with the Oregon Supreme Court which was denied by
Order Denying Review on March 22, 2018. (App-6). Petitioner sought
reconsideration with the Oregon Supreme Court which was denied by
Order Denying Petition for Reconsideration on June 21, 2018.
(App-7). The Oregon Court of Appeals then entered the Appellate
Judgment and Supplemental Judgment on July 3, 2018. (App-8). An

Order by the Oregon Court of Appeals was entered on July 12, 2018,



holding the Appellate Judgment in abeyance pending resolution of
petitioner’s petition for writ of certiorari. (App-9).
JURISDICTION
The Oregon Court of Appeals entered the Appellate Judgment
and Supplemental Judgment with an effective date of July 3, 2018.
An Order was entered by the Oregon Court of Appeals on July 12,
2018, holding the Appellate Judgment and Supplemental Judgment in
Abeyance pending resolution of petitioner’s petition for writ of
certiorari. On August 21, 2018, Chief Justice John G. Roberts, Jr.,
extended the time for filing a petition for writ of certiorari to and
including November 18, 2018. The jurisdiction of this Court is
invoked under 28 U.S.C. § 1257(a).
CONSTITUTIONAL PROVISIONS INVOLVED
The Fourth Amendment to the United States Constitution

provides:

The right of the people to be secure in their persons,

houses, papers and effects, against unreasonable

searches and seizures, shall not be violated, and no

Warrants shall issue, but upon probable cause,

supported by Oath or affirmation, and particularly

describing the place to be searched, and the person or
things to be seized.



The Sixth Amendment to the United States Constitution
provides in pertinent part: “In all criminal prosecutions, the accused
shall enjoy the right . . . to have the Assistance of Counsel for his
defence.”

The Fourteenth Amendment to the United States Constitution,
Section 1 provides in pertinent part: “No State shall . . . deprive any

>

person of life, liberty, or property, without due process of law . . .
STATEMENT OF THE CASE
A. Factual History

Petitioner Robert Langley was a resident at the Oregon State
Hospital in Salem, Oregon, as a participant in the Correctional
Treatment Program. He entered the program in 1986, and lived in a
cottage on the hospital grounds. He also had a personal room inside
the hospital. In 1988, a body was discovered on the hospital grounds
in a shallow grave. Law enforcement officials believed that the
individual found in the shallow grave was the victim of a homicide.
Mr. Langley was a suspect in the homicide investigation.

During the investigation law enforcement officials sought, and

obtained, five search warrants to collect evidence to use in the



investigation and prosecution of Mr. Langley on aggravated murder
charges. Over 100 items were seized during the execution of the five
search warrants. The search warrants varied with respect to the
relevant language in the search warrant affidavits, who signed the
affidavits, and who executed the warrants. None of the search
warrants particularly described any things to seized, and none of the
search warrants provided judicial authorization to seize any things at
all. The search warrants are identified by numbers, and were issued
to search different specified areas.

1. Search Warrant #164, residence located at 2660
Greenwood Dr., NE, Cottage 18, Salem, Marion Co., OR.; a
search of petitioner’s residence. (App-10).1

2. Search Warrant #167, Room 119, Ward 41A; a search of
petitioner’s room in the Oregon State Hospital which
resulted in, among other things, seizure of Mr. Langley’s
medical records and personal writings protected by state
law (ORS 179.505, 192.502(2), and 192.525) and federal
law (Code of Federal Regulations, Chapter 42, Part 2).
(App-18).

3.  Search Warrant #174, a 1977 Toyota Celica; a search of
petitioner’s car. (App-25).

! Each respective Search Warrant includes the Search Warrant
Affidavit or Supplemental Affidavit, and Search Warrant Return.



4. Search Warrant #239, a search for petitioner’s blood, hair,
saliva, foot casts and photographs of petitioner's feet; a
search constituting a physical intrusion penetrating
beneath the skin of petitioner’s body. (App-33).

5.  Search Warrant #319; a search for x-rays of petitioner’s
feet. (App-40).

Mr. Langley was charged with 17 counts of aggravated murder
in 1988. He was convicted of 14 counts of aggravated murder in 1989
after a jury trial, and sentenced to death. Counsel who represented
Mr. Langley did not move to suppress evidence on the basis that the
five search warrants failed to comply with the Fourth Amendment
requirement that search warrants particularly describe the things to
be seized, and provide judicial authorization to seize things.

The Oregon Supreme Court on automatic and direct review
reversed the judgments of conviction for aggravated murder on an
1ssue unrelated to this petition, and remanded the case to the circuit
court for a new trial. State v. Langley, 314 Or. 511 (1992).

At the new trial in 1996, Mr. Langley was convicted of
aggravated murder after a stipulated facts trial before the court, and
was sentenced to life imprisonment for a minimum of 30 years

without the possibility of parole. Counsel who represented



Mr. Langley at the new trial, like counsel at the first trial, did not
move to suppress evidence seized pursuant to the five search warrants
that were in violation of the Fourth Amendment. An appeal was filed
with the Oregon Court of Appeals, and the convictions for aggravated
murder were Affirmed From the Bench. State v. Langley, 184 Or.
App. 225 (2002). A Petition for Review was filed with the Oregon
Supreme Court and was denied. State v. Langley, 335 Or. 104 (2002).
B. The Post-Conviction Relief Trial

Mr. Langley filed a petition for post-conviction relief in 2003,
and argued, inter alia, that counsel in both trials were ineffective
under the Sixth Amendment for failing to move to suppress evidence
seized pursuant to the five search warrants on the basis that the
search warrants violated his Fourth and Fourteenth Amendment
right against unreasonable searches and seizures because the search
warrants did not particularly describe things to be seized, and did not
provide judicial authorization to seize things. In fact, the search
warrants did not particularly describe any things to be seized, and did

not provide judicial authorization to seize any things. A post-



conviction trial was held in 2015, and the court denied post-conviction
relief. (App-1).

Oregon has held that a search warrant is facially insufficient
when it fails to state or describe with particularity the items
authorized to be seized, and fails to have judicial authorization to
seize the items. State v. Miller, 188 Or. App. 514, rev den, 336 Or.
148 (2003). In its letter decision, the post-conviction court ruled that
Miller announced new law in 2003, which was years after petitioner’s
case, and that “at the time of this trial, a “competent attorney had no
way to predict Miller” (App-4). The Miller decision cites to the
Fourth Amendment in footnote 2, but the case was decided on Oregon
statutory law. 188 Or. App. at 517-18.

The post-conviction court did not address the issue whether the
five search warrants violated the Fourth and Fourteenth
Amendments. The post-conviction court did not address the issue
whether counsel in both trials were ineffective under the Sixth
Amendment for not challenging the constitutionality of the search

warrants.



C. The Post-Conviction Relief Appeal
The Oregon Court of Appeals affirmed without opinion the
denial of post-conviction relief. Langley v. Premo, 288 Or. App. 168
(2017). The Oregon Supreme Court denied review, 362 Or. 665 (2018),
and denied the Petition for Reconsideration of the denial of review.
The Oregon Court of Appeals then entered the Appellate Judgment
and Supplemental Judgment with an effective date of July 3, 2018.
REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION
A. The Oregon Supreme Court, by failing to address the issue, has
decided that a search warrant issued that does not particularly

describe things to be seized, and lacks judicial authorization to
seize things, does not violate the Fourth Amendment.

The five search warrants in this case did not particularly
describe things to be seized, and lacked judicial authorization to seize
any things. Over 100 items were seized pursuant to those search
warrants including petitioner’s medical records and his personal
writings that were required by the Correctional Treatment Program
in which he was a participant. In failing to address the issue of
whether search warrants that plainly violate the Fourth
Amendment’s particularity requirement can nevertheless reasonably

be presumed to be valid, the Oregon Supreme Court has decided an



important federal constitutional issue ignoring well-established and
settled United States Supreme Court precedent, and in conflict with
the express language of the Fourth Amendment that a search warrant
“particularly describle] the . .. things to be seized.”

The Fourth Amendment protects “[the] right of the people to be
secure in their persons, houses, papers, and affects, against
unreasonable searches and seizures.” In determining whether a
particular governmental action violates the Fourth Amendment, this
Court has been guided by “the traditional protections against
unreasonable searches and seizures afforded by the common law at
the time of the framing.” Wilson v. Arkansas, 514 U.S. 927, 931
(1995).

Nearly a century ago in Marron v. United States, 275 U.S. 192,
196 (1927), this Court explained why the Fourth Amendment requires
a particular description in the warrant of the things to be seized:

The requirement that warrants shall particularly describe

the things to be seized makes general searches under them

1impossible and prevents the seizure of one thing under a

warrant describing another. As to what is to be taken,

nothing is left to the discretion of the officer executing the
warrant.

(Emphasis added).
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This Court has reaffirmed the principle announced in Marron on
more than one occasion. For example, in Berger v. State of N.Y., 388
U.S. 41, 58 (1967), this Court stated:

The Fourth Amendment’s requirement that a warrant
“particularly describ(e) the place to be searched, and the
persons or things to be seized,” repudiated these general
warrants and “makes general searches * * * impossible and
prevents the seizure of one thing under a warrant
describing another. As to what is to be taken, nothing is
left to the discretion of the officer executing the warrant.”
Marron v. United States, 275 U.S. 192, 196, 48 S.Ct. 74,
76, 72 L.Ed. 231 (1927).

Although decided on different grounds, in United States v. Place,
462 U.S. 696, 701 (1983) this Court reiterated its view regarding the
requirement that a search warrant particularly describe the items to
be seized:
In the ordinary case, the Court has viewed a seizure of
personal property as per se unreasonable within the
meaning of the Fourth Amendment wunless it 1is
accomplished pursuant to a judicial warrant issued upon
probable cause and particularly describing the items to be
seized. See, e.g., Marron v. United States, 275 U.S. 192,
196, 48 S.Ct. 74, 76, 72 L.Ed. 231 (1927).

(Emphasis added.)
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This Court again discussed the requirement that a search
warrant particularly describe the items to be seized in Groh v.
Ramirez, 540 U.S. 551 (2004). Groh was a civil case in which this
Court held that a seizure of items that were not particularly described
1n the search warrant was a violation of the Fourth Amendment, and
that the ATF agent who executed the search warrant was not entitled
to qualified immunity:

The Fourth Amendment by its terms requires particularity

in the warrant, not in the supporting documents. See

Massachusetts v. Sheppard, 468 U.S. 981, 988, n.5 (1984)

(“[A] warrant that fails to conform to the particularity

requirement of the Fourth Amendment 1S

unconstitutional”); see also United States v. Stefonek, 179

F.3d 1030, 1033 (CA7 1999) (“The Fourth Amendment

requires that the warrant particularly describe the things

to be seized, not the papers presented to the judicial officer

... asked to issue the warrant” (emphasis in original)).

Groh, 540 U.S. at 557.

Groh holds that regardless of whether a search warrant is
signed by a magistrate and supported by a fully adequate application
and detailed affidavit, if it fails to describe the things to be seized with

reasonable detail, the warrant is defective. Any search conducted

pursuant to such a warrant is considered to be warrantless, and,
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therefore, presumptively unreasonable. With respect to the search
warrant at issue in Groh, the Court stated:

[Iln the space set aside for a description of the items to be

seized, the warrant stated that the items consisted of a

“single dwelling residence ... blue in color.” In other words,

the warrant did not describe the items to be searched at

all. In this respect, the warrant was so obviously deficient

that we must regard the search as “warrantless” within the

meaning of our case law. See [United States v. Leon, 468

U.S. 897, 923 (1984)].

540 U.S. at 558 (emphasis in original).

As stated earlier, the search warrants in petitioner’s case did not
describe any items to be seized at all, and thus, were so obviously
deficient that the searches must be regarded as warrantless within
the meaning of this Court’s case law.

The Fourth Amendment protects two distinct interests: The
prohibition against unreasonable searches and the requirement that a
warrant “particularly describle] the place to be searched” protect an
interest in privacy; and the prohibition against unreasonable seizures
and the requirement that a warrant “particularly describle] . . . the. . .
things to be seized” protect a possessory interest. 7Texas v. Brown, 460

U.S. 730, 747 (1983) (Stevens, J., concurring in judgment). The

Fourth Amendment, by its terms declares the privacy and possessory
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interests to be equally important. As this Court stated in Arizona v.
Hicks, 480 U.S. 321, 328 (1987):
Although the interest protected by the Fourth Amendment
Injunction against unreasonable searches is quite different
from that protected by its injunction against unreasonable

seizures, see Texas v. Brown, [460 U.S. 730, 747-748
(1983)] (STEVENS, J., concurring in judgment), neither

the one nor the other is of inferior worth or necessarily

requires only lesser protection.

In this case there is a glaring deficiency on the face of the
warrants that did not particularly describe any items to be seized and
lacked judicial authorization to seize anything at all. The five search
warrants in this case, as in Groh, are so obviously deficient in failing
to comply with the Constitution’s particularity requirement that they
are facially invalid. See Bivens v. Six Unknown Agents, 403 U.S. 388,
394 n.7 (1977) (“[TThe Fourth Amendment confines an officer
executing a search warrant strictly within the bounds set by the
warrant.”). The five search warrants in this case resulted in over 100
1items being seized that were used in the investigation and prosecution
of the petitioner, including petitioner’s psychotherapist-patient

medical records and personal writings that were required by the

program in which he was a participant. Rigid adherence to the



14

particularity requirement is appropriate when confidential medical
records and personal writings such as these are seized because when
they are seized the privilege, for all practical purposes, is lost.
B. The Court should allow the writ to address the issue whether it
is ineffective assistance of counsel under the Sixth Amendment

for failing to move to suppress evidence seized pursuant to a

search warrant that does not particularly describe any things to

be seized, and lacks judicial authorization to seize any things.

The Oregon Supreme Court’s failure to address the
constitutionality of the seizure of the items means it did not address
the issue of whether failing to move to suppress the evidence seized
pursuant to the facially invalid search warrants constituted
ineffective assistance of counsel under the Sixth and Fourteenth
Amendments.

This Court in Kimmelman v. Morrison, 477 U.S. 365, 382-83
(1986), held that a habeas petitioner may assert a Sixth Amendment
claim based on his counsel’s failure to move for the suppression of
evidence that should be excluded under the Fourth Amendment. In

order to establish a Sixth Amendment claim, the petitioner must show

his counsel performed deficiently and that the deficient performance
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resulted in prejudice. Strickland v. Washington, 466 U.S. 668, 687
(1984).

Failing to know what a case this Court decided nearly a century
ago stated 1s ineffective assistance of counsel. Being unfamiliar with
the Fourth Amendment, which unequivocally states: “[N]o warrants
shall issue, but upon probable cause . . . particularly describing [the]
things to be seized,” is ineffective assistance of counsel. Failing to
move to suppress evidence seized pursuant to search warrants that
did not particularly describe any things to be seized, and did not
provide judicial authorization to seize any things is ineffective
assistance of counsel. Petitioner suffered prejudice as a result of over
100 items being seized, including journals and records protected by
state and federal authority. The foregoing shows that counsel
performed deficiently and that the deficient performance resulted in
prejudice to petitioner.

C. Summary

This case presents the Court with the opportunity to address the
Fourth Amendment search warrant requirement to particularly

describe the things to be seized, and to provide judicial authorization
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to seize things, to a criminal case and the applicability of the
exclusionary rule announced in Mapp v. Ohio, 367 U.S. 643 (1961).
This case presents the Court with the opportunity to apply the
principle announced in Marron and Groh that the Fourth Amendment
requires a search warrant to particularly describe the things to be
seized and to judicially authorize seizure of those things, within the
context of the Sixth Amendment right to effective assistance of counsel
when counsel fails to move to suppress evidence seized pursuant to

warrants that do not meet these Fourth Amendment requirements.

CONCLUSION

For the foregoing reasons, the Petition for a Writ of Certiorari
should be granted.

In the alternative, the Court should remand the case to the
Oregon Supreme Court with instructions to decide the Fourth and
111/

111/

111
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Sixth Amendment issues presented in this Petition for a Writ of

Certiorari.

November 18, 2018

Respectfully submitted,

s/ Frank E. Stoller
FRANK E. STOLLER, OSB #770848
Attorney at Law
392 Hwy. 99W
P.O. Box 459
Dundee, Oregon 97115
Phone: (503) 588-6724
fstoller@frontier.com
Counsel of Record for Petitioner
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE STATE OF OREGON

Defendant.

FOR THE COUNTY OF MARION
ROBERT PAUL LANGLEY JR, SID#, )
)
Petitioner, ) Case No. 03C10024
)
Vs, )
)
BRIAN BELLEQUE, Superintendent, Oregon ) GENERAL JUDGMENT
State Penitentiary, ) (After Trial)
)
)
)

The above-entitled matter came before the Court o November 19, 2013 for a Trial on 3rd

Amended for Post -Conviction Relief. Petitioner withdrew the following claims:

NOW, THEREFORE, IT IS HEREBY ORDERED AND ADJUDGED:
1. The 3rd Amended Petition for Post - Conviction Relief is:

Allowed and the following relief is granted:

The Petition is dismissed pursuant to ORS 138.525, as meritless, and this
judgment is therefore not appealable,

S Denied.

2 The parties stipulated to Petitioner’s Exhibits, 3 ,{{/ and Respondent’s Exhibits
O/d . After considering objections  Exhibits were

admitted and  Exhibits were not admitted.

Page 1 - GENERAL JUDGMENT Case No. 03C10024
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B Pursuant to the burden of proof of ORS 138.620(2), the Court has considered the record
evidence submitted by the parties, made determinations as to its relevancy and materiality, asscssed the
credibility of witnesses and testimony whether written or oral and ascertained for its purposes the

probative significance of the evidence presented.

4, The Court makes the following findings and conelusions:

i il kel

E. With regard to any issues not specifically addressed above, the Court relies upon and
adopts the facts and law in  Petitioner’s Trial Memorandum or Defendant’s Trial
Memorandum as the Court’s findings of facts and conclusions of law, Petitioner has

met his burden of proof  failed to meet his burden of proof. Except as specifically
provided herein, this judgment determines all issues presented,
5. This matter involves Y-Federal and/or’}{ State Constitutional Issues.
DATED this ’O(L day of December 2015,

o Do

@'m’da IL.. Bergman, Senior Judge /

Page 2 - GENERAL JUDGMENT Case No, 03C10024
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Langley finding

I Petitioner has filed per claims against attorneys Abel and Okawa who represented him in
the jury trial of this case, That conviction was reversed on appeal and remanded for a new
trial. Procedurally, petitioner’s clalms fail since that representation did not result in a
conviction and therefore pcr is not available under the statute. Pcr s denled on all claims
relating to that representation,

il. Petitioner’s remaining claims are against attorney Steele who represented him in the stip -
facts trial, The primary issue in Petitioner’s claims against Steele rest on the claim of
privilege and is a basis of the claims concerning all the searches, grand jury subpoenas,
records and testimony from OSH, and prosecutorial misconduct. Petitioners claims are all
denied based on the following findings:

1. Steele fully litigated the privilege issue in all of its facets, by filing timely motions. It
was agreed with the DA that the motions would be heard hefore the trial and that
walving jury and stipulating to an agreed on set of facts would preserve the issues for
appeal. The motions were thorough, They were fully and ably argued by both sides.
They were preserved both by the decision to stip to the facts and by objections made
by Steele to the testimony stipulated to, Itis hard to imagine what else an attorney
could have done to preserve the issues. The court denied all of the motions. It found
that the only matters that were privileged were those that the Court of Appeals clted
(documents written by petitioner as “homework”}.

2. The DA did not rely on any waiver by the attorneys in the first trial. He greatly reduced
the testimony from OSH staff that was used in the stipulation. He included
observations and a minimum of conversation by petitioner to another patient,

3. The rulings of the trial judge were appealed, completely briefed and the Court of
Appeals affirmed. '

4, Petitioner had a number of conversations with the trial judge about what rights he
was giving up by waiving a jury. After reading the transcript, there is no question in
this court’s mind that petitioner knew exactly what he was glving up. He chose not to
further litigate the case and risk another death sentence. He put his hopes on a
reversal of the trial judge.

5. Steele briefed and argued the issue of written waivers. The trial court found that if the
OSH records , testimony and observations were , in fact, privileged, the petitioner had
signed walvers. He was a prison inmate ,housed in a program at OSH. His waiver
stated that OSH could release information to the Corrections Division. It is hard to
believe he had an expectation of privacy concerning attendance, program compliance,
observations of his physical activities, readiness to be released into the community or
passes.
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6. Petitioner argues that the search warrants in this case authorized search but not
seizure and are therefore invalid, State v Miller was decided in 2003, years after this
case. Patitioner s position is that Miller did not establish new law and that since State
v Tanner in 1987, an attorney should have known the warrants were defective. This
court disagrees. Although earlier cases discuss the difference between a search and a
seizure, they do not point to the decision in Miller and at the time of this trial, a
competent attorney had no way to predict Miller.

7. Steele argued there was prosecutorial misconduct, The trial court found there was
none.

8. There was no contamination of the crime scene, The OSH staff who visited the
locations went after the forensic work was done. Any motion on this Issue would have
been denied.

9. The family cards and photos.seized but not disclosed were not Brady violations, They
also had no ablility to affect the outcome of a stipulated sentence, so even if not
disclosed, there was no prejudice. There |s no evidence that petitioner would have
chosen a different strategy if he had those documents.

10. Much has been made of criminalist Johnson’s opinion that someone else was In the
garage and helped drag the body. It is not clear to this court that he ever told the trial
DA's of his opinion. He testified at trial that only one set of shoe prints was
conclusively tied to a pair of shoes found at the scene. All other prints were similar to .
other shoes found there, but not conclusively, His personal opinion was not based on
any scientific evidence. Petitioner could have argued that the prints and shoes didn’t
match and that the prints were made by different but similar shoes worn by different
people. The defense knew of other people who were with petitioner that night. 8y
the time of the stip facts trial, Steele know of Johnson’s opinien and petitioner still
went ahead with the stip facts trial, '

One cannct read this file and think that Steele failed to defend. This court FINDS that in all regards
the representation was morve than constitutionally adequate in all respects.

There was no prejudice resulting from the representation.

This court has considered all of the claims and all of the evidence and arguments and denies post
conviction refief,
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AFFIRMED WITHOUT OPINION
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IN THE SUPREME COURT CF THE STATE OF OREGON
ROBERT PAUL LANGLEY, JR.,
Petitioner-Appellant,

Petitioner on Review,

V.

JEFF PREMO, Superintendent, Oregon State Penitentiary,

Defendant-Respondent,
Respondent on Review.

Court of Appeals
A161154
S065540

ORDER DENYING REVIEW

Upon consideration by the court.

The court has considered the petition for review and orders that it be denied.

Thos 081

App-6

Balmer, C.J., and Kistler and Duncan, JJ., not participating.

THOMAS A, BALMER
CHIEF JUSTICE, SUPREME COURT
3/22/2016" 11:20 AM

¢. Frank E Stoller
Ryan P Kahn
Timothy A Sylwester

ir

ORDER DENYING REVIEW

REPLIES SHOULD BE DIRECTED TO: State Court Administrator, Records Section,

Supreme Court Building, 1163 Stale Street, Salem, OR 97301-2563
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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF OREGON
ROBERT PAUL LANGLEY, JR.,
Petitioner-Appellant,

Petitioner on Review,

V.

JEFF PREMO, Superintendent, Oregon State Penitentiary,

Defendant-Respondent,
Respondent on Review.

Court of Appeals
A161154

5065540
ORDER DENYING PETITION FOR RECONSIDERATION
Upon consideration by the court.

The court has considered the petition for reconsideration and orders that it be denied.

Balmer, C.J., and Kistler and Duncan, JJ., not participating.

c:. Frank E Stoller
Ryan P Kahn
RTHA L. WALTERS

. A
Timothy A Sylwester PRESIDING JUSTICE, SUPREME COURT
6/21/2018 10:44 AM

ir

ORDER DENYING PETITION FOR RECONSIDERATION

REPLIES SHOULD BE DIRECTED TO: State Court Administrator, Records Section,
Supreme Court Building, 1163 State Street, Salem, OR 97301-2563
Page 1 of 1




IN THE COURT OF APPEALS OF THE STATE OF OREGON

ROBERT PAUL LANGLEY, JR.,
Petitioner-Appellant,

V.

JEFF PREMO, Superintendent, Oregon State Penitentiary,
Defendant-Respondent.

Marion County Circuit Court
03C10024

Al161154
APPELLATE JUDGMENT and SUPPLEMENTAL JUDGMENT
Linda Louise Bergman, Senior Judge.
Argued and submitted on September 12, 2017.
Before Egan, Presiding Judge, and DeVore, Judge, and Aoyagi, Judge.
Attorney for Appellant: Frank E. Stoller.
Attorney for Respondent: Timothy A. Sylwester.

AFFIRMED WITHOUT OPINION

DESIGNATION OF PREVAILING PARTY AND AWARD OF COSTS
Prevailing party: Respondent [X] Costs allowed, payable by Appellant.

MONEY AWARD

Creditor: Jeff Premo, Superintendent, Oregon State Penitentiary
Attorney: Timothy Sylwester, 1162 Court St NE, Salem OR 97301
Debtor: Robert Paul Langley, Jr.

Attorney: Frank Stoller

Costs: $100.00

Total Amount: $100.00

Interest: Simple, 9% per annum, from the date of this appellate judgment.

Appellate Judgment COURT OF APPEALS
Effective Date: July 3, 2018 (seal)

APPELLATE JUDGMENT and SUPPLEMENTAL JUDGMENT
REPLIES SHOULD BE DIRECTED TO: State Court Administrator, Records Section,
Supreme Court Building, 1163 State St, Salem OR 97301-2563
Page 1 of 1
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IN THE COURT OF APPEALS OF THE STATE OF OREGON

ROBERT PAUL LANGLEY, JR,,
Petitioner-Appellant,

V.

JEFF PREMO, Superintendent, Oregon State Penitentiary,
Defendant-Respondent.

Marion County Circuit Court No. 03C10024
Court of Appeals No. A161154

ORDER RECALLING THE APPELLATE JUDGMENT AND HOLDING REISSUANCE
IN ABEYANCE

Petitioner moves to recall the appellate judgment issued July 3, 2018, or to stay
its enforcement pending the filing and disposition of appellant's petition for writ of
certiorari in the United States Supreme Court. The motion to recall the appeliate
judgment is granted.!

The appellate judgment dated July 3, 2018, is recalled, and the court will hold
reissuance of the appellate judgment in abeyance pending resolution of petitioner's

petition for writ of certiorari.
| JAMES

APPELLATE COMMISSIONER
7{12/2018 2:53 PM

¢: Frank E Stoller
Ryan P Kahn
Timothy A Sylwester
Marion County Circuit Court

&

! For the following reason, the alternative request to stay enforcement of the appellate
judgment is denied: Petiticner appealed the frial court's judgment denying his petition
for post-conviction relief. The Court of Appeals affirmed the trial court’s judgment; and
the Oregon Supreme Court denied review of the Court of Appeals decision. Since the
trial court’s judgment granted no affirmative relief, neither staying it nor the appeliate
court decisions affirming that judgment would have any legal effect.

ORDER RECALLING THE APPELLATE JUDGMENT AND HOLDING REISSUANCE IN ABEYANCE
REPLIES SHOULD BE DIRECTED TO: State Court Administrator, Records Section,
Supreme Court Building, 1163 State Street, Salem, OR 97301-2563
Page 1 of 1
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IN THE DISTFUCT COUFIT OF THE STATE OF OFIEGON
FOH THE COUNTY OF MAHiON
IN THE NAME OF THE STATE OF OHEGON

WARRANT

Ta Any F'olica Omcer of the State of Omgon. , o r * - _ " _' _' # ‘_' '. Mo E
E
I

l <
T sy

-k

!ipan In!ormatlon glven under oath to me by an atﬂdavlt signad and sworn to by s s ":.'-"'. ERUETOLTI i
.".Z T.ﬂ.l.'F.Y L,a_n,g_ .CF.Q‘!#QFG s b g Couﬂ tinds probable cause tu beliave mattha

sFems dascnbad below are presanlly Iocated In th urea descdﬁed

'YOU ARE THEF!EFOFIE CGMMANDED to maka immediate. search ef‘

The rasidence. gdrage ‘and curtilege located at.2660 Greéenwood Dr. NE;
Cottage # 18, Salem, Marion Co., OR. It is a brown wogd frame hoise with-
r.wo stcries anﬁ a full’ basement, zmd an attached garage on the SE aide.

10 SEARCH FOR: : :

Bigod, hair, fibers, mud. ueapons; digging instruments, evidence of
indicia, or evidence’ which could Ibe associated with the crime of Murdar:, 2
or’ tnat: which may ldentify tna viatim or the perpetratot(s]. e

ind you shall rstum tu th:s Court within five (5) days of the data of axecutlon a signed nst of those minga E
" seized, setting forih the date and tima of the search. You are turther commanded to apen closad containers i}
‘(ou are further commanded to subjact substances seized to analysls, ) : é
E}
;

Thiswarrant shai{ be executed not later than 3 [S- PM‘ . on tha A /C? ....... day 01‘ k

ol
"D‘G“"Q ..... 10,88

This saarch warrant may be execuled at-any time of the.day or night.

.......................................

1 hareby certify that | have compared this gcopy with the orlgmal Se;m:h Warrant p!aced in my nands tor . 'ﬁég_,,_‘_

execulion and lhat this capy isa true and corracttranscript of tha w!‘u}fa thereo: /} //, r

A ' ’ !

u : L AL, “"«' - \--'-‘?-Pn B e o e T 2 ‘t
L onvves, o . # _ :
e —dJ—HH-‘-—'H—m‘-‘N—FﬂHf"c—- el i, s, ] o, Sl Sl s e et s, e e ] St e, A, et et Sty Pt il i St W
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ST%IE OF OREGON

_burglsries and thefts. Your affiant has personally been’ involved in over 1, Oo'gfi?

fanerrad

IN THE msmcr com' OF THE STATE OF OREGON &
FOR 'mz COUNTY OF MARTON o v Ny
! No. tlaH

IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION )'

AFFIDAVIT

)
5 )
Gounty of Harion ) 'Y

I Terry Lane Grawford do harahy dapqae and say that I am a pclice _,'

;pfficer amployad with the O:agou Stata Polica.. L have been so dmployod with thé
'fOregon State Police fo: a psxiod in axcﬁss of sixtaan yosra.- I also say,l.aq :

empowarad to maka application fur a search warrant.
During your affiant 8 tenura 1 hsvs had’ EOrmal trainiug in 311 phaaes of

-fiald polica inrastlgations. TTmsa phaaaa inclﬂda and are not limited to collec--

tion of avideuca from crime sceries, 1nvestigat£ons ariaing trom murders, rapes,”

burglary inrestigations, ovar 50 rape. investigations ard in exuess of ‘30 murdar

investigations. ‘
' That your affiant is 1aniliur with Jocards Ptinciples in which upon

entry into a sceno by a criminal element that the criminal element will laave :

. bahind evidance and- will also leave the gcena taking evidonce uith him.

b know from my training_and experianca that it is possible ta gather )
trace evidanca of various types which can assist in 1dentify1ng persons invoivad
in the crime and in reconstructing the course of the crime, This evidence cﬂn

"cousint of, but is not limited to, hair, blood, fibars. fingarprinta, aaiive, and

trace evidence. . .
o | also know that tests exist which can analysa such ovidnnca for identl-

‘ficaticn of parsoas 1nvolvad in criminal dets and in recanstructian of thQse e

acts : Tasts ¢an also be conducted on weapons,. bullets. ahells, and nthar articlea
to determine their origin and for othnr raasons pertinant to criminal 1nveatiaa--’

tions.
I an aléo aware that some avidance of the typa deacribad abova.can b§

igathered from the’ body and clothiag of persons who have been inVOIVed in erim_ﬁ*-f’

AFFIDAVIT - Page 1

-TLG: jlc

04/14/88
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-

acts. Some avidanca, including hlooq stains, fibars, and gnnahot rasidua, can E??‘
gathered despite the lapse of mﬁuy days. R : ; f ! »é%uf
I know frou my training and expafienca that tests and procadures axist
which can be useful 1n tho 1nvestiggtion of a homicide or’ assault: Coﬂparisou of
unknown subntancou uith know auhwéézkg;; comparison of hair gamplqg, blood typing
of driad and fluid blood; daterngnatiqp.of thu alcohol and controlled subatances
contanh of blood and bodily tluiis. ftnge:print comparisou and nnalysis, microscop-

ic compa:iuoqs of fibars, comp@xisqn of budily fluida such -as saliva"cumpariaons

B

of other trace uvidenceq Lo W s He - - 4
r That on April 14& 1988 xgug Affiaq; wqg informad.hy Detactiva Sgp Knrl :
,Hdlson. That ha'd been informed o a_ﬁbssibla grnvs site Iocated on the grounds

of the Orogon Stata Hospital.,g-f 3 Yo . it .“__. s
_ “That on April 1& 1988 yqur affiant at:ivad at 2660 Graanway Dr. ﬂE iy

'Salem. Harion COunty, Oregoa, aiao knowu as Gottaga #18 on tha graunds of tha A

_Otegon Scaté Hospital. ; ; ol = T . il : li

- That ‘your affiant was s "f by Security Technichian, Kivk Buckley, an..

employae of the Oregon Stata Hoapit&l drag marks and what appeared to ba blo&d

marks from the 1nside of‘the ga:aga locntnd at 2660 Graanway Dr. NE' Salam, Har

county, Oregon, . =3 ? ; ; ; 4
- That these d:ag mnrks Ieft the garage and want to thu South ot cha resi~
dance to an open fiald approximutoly ?S feat Southuest of tha aforesnid resi* 5
dance. That your affiant. vieweﬁ & hole 1n the 3raund which was cqvoted by a shsat
of plywood. The dirt in the hoLe appanred to your: affiant to ba freshly dug. :
That at 10:20 am April 1¢ 1988, your affiant procaodad to dig tha freah-
ly tilled dirt from this same hnla, und at 10:30 _am your’ affianh stopped digging
upon coming to what appeared to q the hand’ of a, Caucasion human. ) iy ¥
| ' That your affiant on April 14 1988 had a couvursation with Kirk Bucklay
who told your affiant that on April 13, 1988. at about 3:20. pm he had vieued the ;
hole whete the body was found chklay said thnt on &pril 13, 1988 tha holo was 6
faet Iong, 3 feet wide dnd & feat deep and empty., Hucklny alao aaid that tha dirt
from the hole was piled besidé the, hole. e - dg T o
Buckley also said that ha*d chackad ths garage on April 13, 1988 and did
not notice any tire tracks insiqp uhn garagu. Bucklay slso said ha saw a ShOVBI
_naxt to the house near the watar hosas. K . S : (

e
AFFIDAVIT - Page 2 =
TILC: jlec

04714788



App-13

.
L

1 _ _
. g Bucklay told your afftant that on April 14, 1988, he saw the ahoval P
et 3 sticking in the ground in the raar of the- residance located at 2660 Graanway Da;h‘
. NE, Salem, Harion Countyr Oregou. He also saw a pair of muddy shoas on the Wast'."g
4 "side of the garage. ‘He saw tham a vehicle had been pnrkad in tha gpraga and that
|l the-: tire—tread was consistant wlth a paasenger vehicla. He also saw a drag mark
with whnt appaared to ba blood leaving tha.garage and going towards tha hole. in
the 3tound located to the. South of qha residence. He also viewed the hole and saw
that it had baen fillad up sinqa ha first saw it on April 13, 1958. : 4
That Buckley on- April 1&, 1988, as he approsched the front of the housa
aaw and racognizod Robart Paul :”'gley Jr, DOB 12/22/59 -a rasident of 2660
Graenway Dx. NE,- Snlem, ngipné ““
: ib grey in color, rapidly back out af éhe drivaway theu leava the residanca and pro-
: caed Hest on Greenway Dr.. at a :qpid spaed. / b - )
= ; That your affiaut was told by Dallas Northcott Oregon Stata Hbspital
;2 Security Hanager, that Robett Paul Laugley, Jr. DOB 12/22/59 was d residant at.
; is 2660 Greeuway Dr. NE, Sglem, Hari" Cqunty, Oxagqn,. while placad in tha Hentally
il and Emotionally Disturhad progrgm hareinafter referred to as the. HED program.=
o ,:+ -The MED program 13 oparated by tba Oiagou Dapa:tnent of Corractions. and is hoqgﬁd
i lS on the grounds of the Oregon State Hospital. That this program treats people ;, 2
ké personality diaorders, 1nc1uding but not limited to sociopaths, and thoae exhibit~

i
:m ;

Lg:'fpo-fnﬁ ey,

. || ing anti-social behaviorul pattarns.

';7 . That your affiant talkad to Lee Anne Samson, After Care Therapist in the
}B HED program. That she told your affiant that Robert Paul . Langley, Jr. s DOB
12/22/59, had on April 13, 1988, requested parmission to grow a. ga:den and needad

g T ,H a snoval. “hat Lee Ann Bamson was presqqt‘qn,ﬁpril ia, 1385 ac.apgrqximataly

j? .;20 11:00 am whsn Robert Paul Langley, Jr., DOB 12/22/59, obtainad a. shuval from the
4 g;ﬁ 21 plant. oparatox while ‘at Cott:age. # 13, 2660 Greenway Dr. RE, Salem, Har:l.on Gounty,
; §‘=§‘ 5 ' That your affiant baliaves that avidance of . tha cr:lma of uux.-der, oas
‘;3 '_g ,23 163, 115, prasaatly exists 1n the rasidence and garage and curtilege loqatad at :
iR ‘g. s
?9,*5§: 'F24 2660 Graanway Dr.- NE, Salem, Haripn cqunty, Oragpn.- That yéu: affiant bglieves
l: :g' .. |l the avidenca includas hair, blcmd fibags, mud, weapons, digging 1nstruments, and
5 13; _g%? " any other evidence of tha crimn of Hurder. Your affiant believes avidence of ;
{Tl,‘i_ 26 indicia uiso is preaent 1n the aforesaid residenca and requests permissiOn td 5
g 27
ﬁé:_ ".28 ' AFFIDAVIT - Page 3

’ : TiGC: jic¢
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Oregon Stat‘a Polido ' b
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SEARCH WARRANT RETURN

STATE OF OREGON )
- ) S5,

(OUNTY OF MARION )

I hereby certify that I received ‘the withm Marion _County District Court
Search Warrant $164 on the 1l4th day of April: 1988, at 3:15 p.m. and executed
he same on the l4th day of April at '4:18-p.m.". This warrant was executed by
seatching the residence at 2660 Greenway Drive NE,. COttage #18, Salem. Marion
Ccunty, Oregon. "The attached lxst of £tems we:e seized.‘_ ) _

nal Inyestigations n{ziglon
5 Oregcn State Police .

= - o -

..~ STATE OF OREGON )
. _ ) ss.
COUNTY OF MARION)

I, Terry L. Crawford, the office:”by wﬁom this search warrant was executed,
do swear the attached list of items,iq a true and detailed account of all 1tems
taken on the search uarrant. : L ) .

B ' i : M Crim;nal I vestigationa vaision
e ¥ . ' S Oregon State Police -

- TLC/nis Co e : o :
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Search Warrant Return

Page 2
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00071t

. The following items were seized from the address of 2660 Greenway Dnve HE, '
Salem, Manon County, Oregon, on April 15, 1988:

e

10.

1%

13.
14.
18.

16.

v B
18.
19.

2.

A
f S -2
23._
b B

i 26,

‘One green -.'_‘Longi_':i_fé_"' ‘mitking pen '

Miscellaneous cloth:.ng and carpet
I‘wo whlte towels '
Or;e blue demm clothes bag

One pair Ne'-: Balance ahoes i

One piece of paper a,nd plasl:ic bag '

One pair "B B" blue jeans

One pa:.r: “Wrangle:: ss $hirt

One blue/wmt.e atnpped ”GR“ long sleeve shirt -

One pair "Jerzees gr:ay sweat pants

Four: soiled uhite towels .
One white towel ‘

One pair gray shoes (no brandt)
One small beige bathroom carpet
Two white wash rags w

One wh:.te towel

On

L]

pair gr:ay/white Nike t:ermis shoes
One pau: white "Puma" tennis shoes |
One uhu:e towel ' .

One double pair whi'ce sOck.s

’One pa:.r wh:.te "Hainas" sheﬂ.s :

One white “Health Kmt" t:-.sh‘

One pair white w:.th blue str. pe men s shorta -

One pair gray "‘New Balance" 'ihoes w:.th bagg:.e of mar.tjuana in.side 73

Paint and debris samples
Stam samples B



Seatch Warrant Return

lage 3
G’
27.

28.
29.
30.

31.
32,
33:.

35.

36,
37.
3.

41.
42.
43‘0

| o e wwd maae

Sample of 5011ed footprints

One plastxc bag with asscrtea clothing

One plastic bag with solled clothlng

One strip of whita cloth '

'bﬁé box w;th miscellangous papers; ete.
'ép;,hourley work sheet ID Rooert P. Langley
One 4):8 " piece of plywood .

Two shovel impressions

One sack wit‘.h debns -

One piece of bloody cloth

lﬂne shoe impression

One'shoe 1mpression

| Blood stain samplgs _

One ;,':air gf;aY/la;gdilﬂike shoes, size 11
One shoveL |

One Sa.mple ‘of soxl fz.‘om shoval location

Crimin" :

e W BRI G e

One"sac:k with soil sampie T R

Invsastzgat:.o
Or:egon State Pollce

App-17
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i,‘ i. .i ) . * (l j
.' g_ ,' N TH*— DlSTRICT coum OF THE STATE OF OREGON 000“0

ro THE COUNTY OF h’AnlC"\' ..... . _,-;‘_;_;;tfz_,, 3
IN THE NAME OF THE STATE OF oa._csow e

Hiyeaees ::r:::x:u:unmm

;;1

l’ |

3

t:ﬂ:ﬁ:(t:iﬁr_‘fjsm PG -l ||

4
]
‘[.lil.'}] N

o~ N Ty
b :AR cﬁ'-v"iﬁr"-‘mﬁi\h =i

‘To_, fmy Pglice .D.ﬁ_icer of}be State of Orggon:

' Uppn Informatlon gwen under oath to me by an afﬁdawt sngned and sworn to by ; .TE#FS ..I-.an.e. .C.rawford '

Ozfegon: _S"t_:?:t:._e' .?P%?.‘.’? ’.;‘. s s sl s s v . 'mls Court fmds probable cause to beheve thatthe

. Items descrlbed below are presen!ly Iocated In ihe area described

YOU ARE TH"HEFOR*— OMMANDED {0 make Immediate search of:

s roed
. I
Rty :ﬁmmpmn

Room ‘119, ﬁarc AIA; Dregon State Bospital, 2600 Cen er Street N.E.,
Salem; Ma‘zton County; Oregon; :

i S R ST 2O e Ry 3

ot

: .TOS:;ARCH FOR:
vaqence of the present whereabouts of Robert Paul Langley, Jr..

DOB 12/22/59 and. evidence linking Robert Paul Langley, Jr., DOB’ 12/22/59
“and’ Larry Ricliard ‘Rockenbrant, DOB 7/5/€3 via financial and/or drug - :

AR TRt

lﬂt.)l‘..';r_'ﬂ:.&'::J)'_I!..T.::E!!‘-?i:ll:’_lﬂ-'lﬂﬂﬁmﬁﬁnﬂﬂﬁ'ﬂﬂﬂﬂﬁiﬂﬁﬂmﬁﬁmmmﬁm

EXHIBIT 2

3 t*ansacuons -and.any other evidence of 2z .crime of homicide. "
) o 'f-.and you shall retum to this Court within five (5) days of the cate of execution 2 signe&i lis: of those things - -
A 1 § seized. sening forih the date and time of the'search, You are further commanoed 10 Tpencicses t:*mamers--w
Sy Ynu -are iunher.c,mman::_...m.s.ub;e.c...sub,s.an;e_& stizec 1o analysis. -
-» o E v >¢'(" :)N 1 [} -
R This warrant shall he exeguted not laxertnart s Bl T g g o ontne ..... w2l %.... cayof
,"'"." e, s ..- . i . " . wﬂt A
! O~{>’v~(1oﬁc aamam“‘;"“g‘“ S \ -
g Wil L de S Fil /S/Jahmﬁwn\uv\ .....
> - . ¢ 'i ) . ) 4 % e Judgs ¥ ‘:.u'...-a
TR SRS - s iy b RN BN e ek LA
A | |.BEARD TLr . Dmer e 7T g
A B l:f i, oo TAMARA L otﬂc-éf . - L : §
N .. Clerk/Acm. . _ L 4
S This searc'\ warrzm rray be executedat mor«mgm s ~=¢- LG St |
A BipT ek TR L O P SIS SN
b, L N . ¥ ,‘ . BPY oo T T Judge - T T ..'—3:’“.2"%
1 Inereby cenufythatthavenampated this copx,wjtb the or{gmalSear*h Warram placaﬂ m-mghaadsfor. A e .:;';]
b, W execuuon andtnunms oopy*rsa-trae—ammrr ﬂmnscr:matilrwmvm'eekn' L gnme nargnd 1]
: DA T8S s L o B
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: mpnwered to meke applic;ticm fqr & search wa,rrant. 5 g S
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IN THE DI&'IRII’I‘ COURT DI‘ 'I'H.‘E STATE OF OREGGN o
FDR 'I‘HB CDUN'I‘Y 0}‘ P.!.RIO‘Q
l!:.ﬂ

) .

£ HATTER ov THE APPLICATION, i &
) a L e
) : '

TR THE

snaacu WARRANT : M
: | SUPPLEMENTAL AFFIDAVIT -
STATE OF OREGOR . :

Gtmnty uf Hnr:lon

L -

'- I, Terry La.n.e Cxawio;d, dp he:gby dapose qndl_sny' that I a.tn a police
foicer employed with the Gregan ;nte ?olicg.- I hqvq been 50 employed with the,-;
Oregon State Polzca for 8 pe:iod [n excass of sixteen yenrs. T also sey I an
—wn~. = .During your, afﬁ.ant s t:.nure 1 havie hnd fomal training in all phases -of
field police investigations. The‘in phases includa aml are oot limited to o:ollac-
r.ion of evidence frow cxime seene's, investigations aris:.ng fro:p muraers, rapes,
burglaries end thefts, Your affi;mt hes pe:sonaily he.en involved in over 1,000 °

buxglary investigat.io:;s, over 50 cape investigatians and in excess of 30 mu:de:

mvestiggtio‘ns‘ TR I C TR TR g
That - vour af‘iant is familia:: with Jocnrus 'Principles 4n which" ‘upon
entry into a scene by .8 r.riminal alemam; that the c—iminal elemengﬂ 11 leave ooo...

behind eviuauce and will also leem the .sr:ene 'taking eviuence with him,

I know .f,rom .m)m.andmu_m_hat_:,d_{_pms_hle .:p__gathe.._._.._._
trace w:l.dence of various types waich can assist in :.dentifying ps:csuns :anolved

in the. crime -end in reco:"::mctiug the cm.rse of the crime., This. evxdenca can _

uonsist of, but is not limited to, haiz. blood fibers, finge:p:;nts, sal;vs, nnu
t:ace evidence. :; > g =i ' : )
"-I— -alse know that tasrs -e..xi'sr which can *a.nulyse suc‘tt*endence Fon identi-

_-,.

! fica*ion of persons i.nvclved in cr:l.minq.l. nc.ts a.nd in :econstruction n:E thase. 2 ..

acts. Tgsts can also be ¢onducted oi weapoas,.hullets, shells, .and ‘other art icles

Tto uatemine thair aori.gdz: und for rother"reasons pe:tinant uoxc:imihal :anes'-ige#xn-

-o
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I am also aware that socve evidance of “the type ‘described above can be ~
gathered from the bodyaand ¢lothing of: pe:snns who have been invclved in eriminal=].
acts. Some evidence, including blood stains, fibe:s, and gunshot residua ‘can. be -
gatheréd despita the lapse of many days. ;

I know from oy training and experience that tests. and procadures exist-.

' which can ba useful in the investigation of a homicida or assault: Compnrison of

unknqwn substances with know" substances, comparison of hair semples; blood typing

ot dried dnd fluid blood; detam:l:mt:lon ©of the alcohol and controlled substances

content of blood.and hodily fluids' finserprint comparison and nnalysis- microscop~
ic cqmpurisons of fibers~'comparison of bodily fluids such as saliva"comparisons '
of other t-ace evidance. i i '”'L‘ ' :. < ‘”

I ﬁnka this a;fidavit -8k, a supplsmzat to thn affidavit 1 submitted for

'signature April 1& 1988 It is uttachad hereto as Exh:bit 1 and' incorporateﬂ by

rafaransa herein. - : ; &1, _
That your affiant o hp:il 14 1938, qncova;ed the body of a white mala

. adult -at 2660 - G:eenuay Dxr.- NE Satem, Harion County, Gregon - .- ::*"

: “That this white male adult was subseqnently identifed 8s Lerry Richard
Rockenbrant, DOB. 7/5/63 through posi ive idantification of fingerprints by Senior
Trooper Jan Painter, Qregon State Pol;ce Bu:esu uf Ident;ficstion in yous affients
p:esenca. ' ' : ' ' .
- That your affinnt was told by Rirk Buckler, a security ‘staff member &t
the Oregon St ate Hospitnl that he saw Robert Panl Langley, Jr., DOB 12/22/59 on
aprzl 16, 1988~ st 9:27 am’ leaving’ the rasidence located at’ 2660 Gzeenway D= N T
Sa;vm, Marion County;'ﬂregon in ﬁ“xrey Pontiac Firebird—with no- £ron:“license
plate."?ha* he'thuught*the‘ticanu“un—*he“Pcn‘iﬁt'?trehird'was-ﬂmeg*n‘L?T 497 F =T

' ' Thet your affiant was tuld on April 14, 1988, by 5gt. Merle Her: of.the .
Oxegon State Polﬂca that he located a 1982 3tay Pontisc Firebird, Oregon.license
CVZ 430, regigte;ed ouner Larry Rxchard Rockenn:an», DOB 7/5/63 et the RO4 parking’
lot iucated at 1595 Lancgster Dr. SE;, Salem, Hn:inn County,-ﬂ*egon'on Apedl, 147
1988 at’ i‘l 40 ARy " Tt T Bt

A That on Aprll 1& 1983 your nffiant ﬁhs tnld by'Yixk Bucklay that hess o
viewed the 1932 ?ontiac Fireblrd Oregnn license CvZ 430, at. the: Oragon Btate Po- -

flice office lncated 2t 2950 Stlte Stxaet, Salem‘*uuxibn Bbun‘y, Dregor and: ha felth
that iv was similar to the ons he sau Robert Paul Langley, Jr.,*DOB. 12L22;59,._.- £

- > o ) i o P _h.
4 ’ " 5

4

. ;u

O s
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000028
drivins Lpril 14, 1958 et 9:27 ar nt 2660 Greenway Dr. ‘NE .- Salem. Marion County,~u
Oregon He also pninted out that ‘the- Dregon lzcensa cvz 430 was also missing the -

front license plate, =~ - - - - ;

That your affiant was told by Detactive Loren Glover of the Oregon State
Police that he interivewed Ju}.ie R;ggl,. DDB 2/6/63 ,' on Apr:.l 1& 1988 She telﬁ -
Betectiva Glover that she was the gixlfriend of Lsrry Richard‘nuckenbrant, DOB

?{5{63 She said that on - Apri1 }h 1938 at % 40 am, Larry Richard Rockenbrant"":
DOB 7/5/63,. left to. mqat Roba:t raul Langlay, Jr., DDB 12/22}55 to engsga ina
Narco;ics transa:tion ; £t : ; -

_ That youx uffianp was tqld by Dallas Northcott, OSH Sacurity Hnnuger,
that Robart Pani Lnngley, Jr., DUB 12}22[59"9as n*resident*ht 2660 Graenway Dr.'*v-
NE, Salem, Hﬁrion County:'OIngn, whif%Jp_"cﬁd in the Héntally and Emotionslly ﬁ
° is thB HZD p:ogram. The HED progr&m is

: operated by the Dregon Departmeni o_;Cerentinns and is housed on the grounds of

the Oxagon State Bospitnl. That Robert ?&ul Lgpgley. Jr., DOB 12/22/59 "had dual -
residencx,at.both 2660 Gxeenway Hr. NE,-Salég, Harion County,rexegOn, and Room
119, Ward alk, Uxegon State Hospmtal, 2600 Eente: St. HE! Salem, Harion County,
Dregun. _ .'ﬂ B R .h- " L | ; ; ; , ’
Taat on April 1& 1953 your agfiaat was told by'Hick Raxoczy, D03
1{20/4? Physical Aid II - OSH, Lhat he is the Swing Shift Supervisor for ?ard 414
Uregnn State Hospital. That Robnrt Paﬁl %angley, Jr.;'DDB 12/22/59, was assigned ™’
to Room 119 whl:h.is 8 single ocuupanpy xaom»on kard b1y GSHT Balem;: +Harion: Loun~-
ty, Oregon. .. ... o ! b

. That on April 15, 1988 your“a f;an: was-told by 'Wesley~Allen 'Todéd, “BEB~=~
-5!23!63~tnat he knuus Lurry'Ricnmruﬂkynkenurzn 'Bﬁﬁ*?fﬁfévfzud'ﬁnner- Pxn'-* —
Lnngley, i 5 g DOB 12/22!59.- He Eurthe: stﬂ;ed tha- on April 9, 1988 in the eve-.
nxng hours that Robert Paul Lnnglé), J:.;“DGB 12{22}59. wold hzm taat. Lezry ‘Rich«
ard Rockenbran ) DDB 7{5/63, owel . him 4 1nxge amount of money and that he was mad
st La;ry rmmrd Bockenbra.n..',' D03 775153 AT '

That your atfiant and mthe: office: haveuattempted to }ocs:e Rnbert-?aul-
Lsnsley, Jr 5 BOB 12/22/59,6with 0. snccess :nd his“present'nhereanon:s'eze-un-
Ywciriis : i . :

i_s,-

That your aifiant E&liaves thn e?idence nf the p:asent‘ﬂhe:eabonts"af'::

-
‘ Rbbert Paul Lﬂnslsy*aax.,-BQB 12ﬂ22f59,~nnd nvidence'linkinxﬂﬁnbert*Panl Ianglayf--

= . ’ 'Ot--—- ¥ .'
b.l_ 1‘ pl 3 ;
s l
'
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4 Jr., DoB 12/22/59, and Lercy Richard Rockenbrant;’ DOB‘?.!S}GB*via'ﬂnmcial and,"or
drug trmsactions and any. other eviuienoa of tha crime of homicide presently exists
in Room 119, Uard 41A, Oregon State Hospitn] 2600 Center st.- NE, Salem, Harioen

mL(‘J

Bl ' 3 . - Terxy Land Crawford, Detectiua

' , f Oregon Sta,e Poiica L '
T ' ,pf :
Subscribed and swo:n to bafora me this ! dny of April 1933‘

Gl o as ’5/_J,~\M\ b w(
" oo T T UDISTRIGT GOURT JUDGE

Pl ?

4 County, Oragon.

T — - L g s oS .
= .

1%

i« | ,

v g

18 ;1

20

a
23 ;
. h: a
% A
22 sowh e W

.
L

LR L TR
g e 3

N
e ¥ h‘
TRS1l)

.

X
=2 :l 1%

L e s I I
. .

. SaltM oregowsr T |

o
-

S
+*,

[}
3 B A

HELE R T

28 || = :

- A:‘TID&VIT - Page h m'ﬁ""’ . r’a-t.m &
TLC: jle - '
04/15/88°




App-23
3071 S

SEARCH WARRANT RETURN

L A I hereby certify that I. received the within Marion COunty District Court

L Sea:ch Warrant '#167 on the 15th day off April, 1988, at 2:25 p.m.  This warrant
5 o was,axecuted by’ séarching Room 119, Ward-41A, Orégon State Hospital, 2600 Center
: -Street NE: Salem; Marion County. Oregon. - The attached list of 1tems were aeized

‘Curt Curtis; Sergeant
General Headquarters .

‘Oregon_stgte Police e

'.'-'.-STATE OF OREGON .

s o o ) 88

N ;-u' 1, Curt Curtls, the officer by utom this search warrant was executed, do
T b suear the attached list of ‘items is a true and detailed account of all ‘itenms:
;~ taken on the search warrant. .

Féz':f:;';fl;‘;;A ‘-'_f:" 5 & W, -7 Curt Curtis, Sergeant
N e WA Bowei ; ) General Headgquarters
" % 3o TRE TR . g . Oregon State Police

b




g <7

Search Warrant Return

v

Page 2
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: The'follomng items were seized from Room 119, Ward 41A, Oregon State
Bosp:.tal; 2600.Center Street NE, Salen, Marlon C.'ounty; Oregom on April 15,

1988. _

Riba Ay

Fiz .»';' -1. ‘
g ‘.-2".'

One sack with mlscellaneous papers )

One not:e pad with red marks

. One envelope with 'soil sampla _ A
: 'Qne large blue notebook

wrapped gift thh card t-: Encka from Bob. .

- bhe. "New Balance" shos" box ulth miscellaneous papers
met:ellaneous notebooks. and ;:apers e BE 2R m o aat”

f{':'One plece carbon paper

i _‘One sack with miscellaneous ;aapers

One sack with miscellaneous papers
One pan: blue/uh:.te Pro Jogs shoes

One pair blue shorts

e T S 21 e e

Curt Curtie, Sergeant
General Headquarters
O:egon State Pol:.ce

e envelope contaming uorksheets with carbon papers _



App-25
P (100 ',LG

IN THE DISTFHCT coum OF THE STATE OF OREGON ' H
_ FOR THE COUNTY OF MARION "
INTHE NAME OF THE STATE OF OH—EGON

SEARCH WARRANT

ro Any Polica Ofﬁcar of the State ot Gregon. A

S

L

IJpgn informaxlpn glven under oath to me. by an amdavlt s!ﬁned and sworn tn by Denes:nve Tem:y Siuid

La_pe Crawford i Oragon State p°l ics Lok thls Cour{ﬂnds prnhabfe cause to beheve thatthe

ltama described betow are prasamly located In the area des,cdbed _ )
4 ' YQU AﬁE THEREFQHE COMMANDED to make lmmedla:a search oi o u._., s
E

o a 197? Toyota CQ.Lir:a, Otegon 111~enae ELA 930 and VIN number Razmez;ée‘.; &
Cat’ the Oregon .State Police Crime Detection Laboratory lacated at
; 3620 Gat:ewhy Loop, Springfielda Oregon. - _ :

g

§ ro SEARCHFOFI * / | "7 s /o TR —-
;_ Bai:; hlood; fibers; mud, ueaponsa digging instrumants; and: any cther: !-e
- - 3 " B ‘

t Bty L o Lo el fs,a_ i

.'evidenca of t'.ha crime of homicide;

- and you sha!l retum to this Court within tan . days of the date of execution & sigried list of. those: mings K
. saized, setting forth the date dnd time of the search. You are further cammarsded to opan closed containers.

Yeu are further cammanded to subjact substmcea aeized to’ analysis. V3 ;*’Hh_,‘ £ _.i":'

ey

3 t-.».:' T Ve

Thls warrant sha!: ba executed not later than . .' ) .0

[\I“j vevenr 18, ‘E’Y smmﬂwﬁtwc@t‘
: FILED g

'D‘FH 25 ]983
TAMARAL BEARD.

P} . onthe - 7., . .-dayof | f

Date '

. - Cleri/Adm, O ' : e g
This search warrant mlyheexeqmed a; an}??fma ot tha dayar night. - TR B

.":.

i hereby cartify that i hava c::mpared this copy with the orig!nai Search Warrant placed In my hands tor
exec.mon and that tnra copy is atruse and correr“t transcrim ot thie whole mereof _ e
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’ . "IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE STATE OF OREGON

FOR THE COUNTY OF MARION

No. 174 -

IN TI{E m*m:}‘c oF THE APPLICM‘ION )
)
FIJR A SEARGH WARRAHT - )

SUPPLEMENTAL AFFIDAVI

' STATE 01-‘ onr-.emq )
g
County of Harion )

: ’ I Tarty Lane. Grcwfcrd, bcing first duiy suorn do deposa and say’ that I
am 8 police officcr with the Oxegon Stata Police, Un April 14th nnd ISth 1938,

I was the affiant for thrcc (3) Harion County, Oregon, saarch warrcnts, numbars :

16& 1&7, and 168. I hava rend a&ch of the affidavits and ‘am fnmiliar with the -
info;@ggion cqntaincd therein. I submiﬁvth;s aypplcmgctal affidcvit, and tha-
. cfcfcﬁcﬁtionad'affidavits and aenrch Uarraﬁtc as é;ﬁibiﬁs 1,12,_cﬁd 3, wﬁ;ch{ch_
b? this reference incorpcratad herein. 3 _ - o
I ' . On April 14, 1988 a femcle by the name. of Sacha Thayer contacted tha
Orcson State Hospital with informntion ragctding thc subject Robert Psul Langleyr
‘{ 3{. I know thnt Sachc Thayer was subaequcntly 1ntsrviewed by Detective Lcran o

'”GIOVer cf the Oragcn“State Police. Detective Glovcr, uhom x have aluays found to

he truthful and. reliabla, relatcd the forluwing convexsaticn bctween himself and

t
.Bacha 'I‘hayer.

‘ Detective Glo#er told me that Sccha Thqycr explnined she Uas a
girlfriend tc the aubjact Robert Paul Langlcy, Jr., and hus ‘had a xclntioﬁship
- with him dating hack to at least Dccnmber, 198?. Sachd Thayar tcld Dotactiva
Glover that ahe naw Robert Paul Langlcy, Jr. on - ‘a tagulcr hssis and wca familiar

ith his vabicle, a 1977 Tbyota Celicc. O:egon licensc ELA 930.
} . ‘Sarita Barbara Munlcipal court

N .. FILED

- AFFIDAVIT < Pe 1 38 - : o
TIC: jle - " _ S B ow w Hfﬁ,z-s 1988-

g . TAMARA L.-BEARD-
G e Clark/Adm. Officer
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_ April 14, ma.

: drive him ta Eusene - Sacha Thayer refused Robert Paul Lnngley, Jr, -then asked

App-27
C005is

Sacha Th;yer told Detactiva Glover fhdt the lastltime sﬁa saw Robért'
Paul Langley, Jr.lnn April 13th was at approximately 10 00 p, W Sacha Thayer
sald Robart Paul Langloy, Jr. told her that he had an appointment in Hest Salenm

and Robert Paul Langlay, Jr. left in his Toyota Cali;a. Sacha Thayar next saw .

-the Toyota at npproximately 3 30 a.m. on April 14 1988. Sacha Thayet told Datac-
'tive Glover she was awakened by tha aonnd of her aczaan door closinz._ Sacha .
"Thayar‘said ahe gut up and 100ked outside and ﬂaw Robart Paul Langley, Jc." .
'ﬂTbyota parked in the drivaway. Sachu Thayer found the kays to Robert Paul '
'ﬁ.Ldnglay, Jt. B Toyota between the screan and the door¢ Sacha Thayer toid Datac-‘
_tive Glover this was tha usunl way Robart Paul nangiey. Jr. laft the keys ' for her

I.as Sacha Thayer does not hava a car.. Sach; ThAyer snid she has oftentimes used

Robert Paul Langley, Jr.ts nar to get tn and.from wofk at Thu Club Wholasale on

: 3795 Hagers Grove Road Salem, Haticn county, nregen.. Sacha Thayer did not see

.Rcbert Paul Langley, Jr. when tne car was raturnad at approximately 3 30 a.m. on

Sacha Thaygt told Detective Glover that she had driven Robert Paul

ALangley, Jr.'s Toyota to. work on April 14 1988.' SEcha Thayer said Robert Paul

Langlay, Jr. had contacted her at work on April lath at approximately 10 00 a.m.

-Sacha Thayer said that Rohert Paul Lnngley, Jr. wanted lier (Sacha Thayar) to

3

: her to d:ive him to Silvar c:eek Falls - Sacha Thayer dgain refused. Sacha

Thayer sa:d that Rdbart Paul- Laugley, Jr. dropped her off nea: her house and left

in his whita 1971 Tbyota Celica, Oragon license plata ELA 530.. Sacha Thayat said
she hus not seen Robert Pnul Langley, Jr. since that dute. ' L
. Om April 21, 1933 T spoke with Datectiva 'I‘arry Lacka of tha S&lam Po-

lica Dapartment whom I have aluays fonnd truthful and reliable. Detactiva anke

:told me thﬂt he had spoken with a Joseph H. Johnson.l Jbgmﬁﬁpﬂhmﬁﬁﬁﬁgbﬂtkﬁﬁd hio

FILED.
AFFIDAVIT - Page 2, Ly 8 e BT N
TiL1ile ; ) : ¥ o
wii;ﬁa 2 ' S : ‘“"“251933
.- . TAMARAL BEARD

Eoa & RLG0 " Clerk/Adm. Officer
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that he had talked to Robert Paul Langley, Jr. on'April 13, 1988, af approximata-

ly 9:40 p.m. Joseph H. Johnson said tha ccnveraation tqok place at the Thtiftway

_stora at 935 Commertianl Street 5.E., Balam. Oregen nsar tha apartmantn where.

Sacha Thayer lives. Robert Paul Langley, Jr. told Jaseph H Johnson that ‘he had

to hyrry and got a "geltzer" back to Sach& fﬁayar 80 he (Robert;PaullLanglexi .
Jr ) could muke a 10 00 p.m. nppointment in Hast Snlem. . |
On April 20, 1988, at about 6 15 p m., Sgt Thomas Dixsoﬁ of the Dregon

_Statq Police Springfield Office, received a phone call fzom a H:s. Kristen Dowty

in Eugena, where her husband Ve:non Bouty Sr., owns a :oofing company for which

Robart Paui Langlay, Jr. was £ormer1y employed Sha ststed that she hnd racaived
a phona cﬂll a few minutas earlier f:om tha Holiday Lodga An Santn Barbara, Cali-
fornia. -She was. :old ‘that a. man-claiming to ha anie .of vﬁrnon ﬂawty-s-amployaes
had checked in a few days earlier but had nut paid his bill. Ihe.motel peraon
also indicated that the ‘man was driving a 19?7 whito Toyota. -

Sgt. Karl Nelson of the Oregon §tnte Pp}ice, whqp I hqvb always found

to be f;uﬁhful and reliable in our dealipgg, r#lﬁféd the follewing to-me. Based

upon éhﬁ'iﬁformatipp provided by-sgﬁ. Digsun; Sgt. Nélqcn called the‘Sanga Bar=
" bara Police'nepnrtment (SBPD) and'apoke‘ﬁith E-Lt. John Thayer to verify this

~informationa— Lt: John Thayer hnd Sgt. David Tbnello vf “the--SBPD go to- the Holi~.

day Lodge to ccnfirm the preyenca of the 1977 Thyota. This was cmnfirned by the

-'SBPD and related back to Sgt. Karl Nelson

I have run 8 computer check and. found that Robert Paul Langley, Jr. is

-tha ragistered owner of a 1977 Tbyota Calica, Oregon license ELA 930 and "VIN
) ntmber mzanazssa On dpril 21, 1988 at moz P, contacted Sgt. ‘Richard

;Abnay of the SBPD. Ha gnve me tha VIN numbar of tha 1977 Tbyota Celica parkad at

; the Holiday Lndge as RAZ&BBZSSG which ia tha anma a.s tmmme&&l in

Chma s s it o | R ¥ N ._ o D Fl L E D
AFFIDAVIT - Paga : | e B m‘ (o, ;
ol .‘ o - ; N?:S 1988
T L TAMARA L. BEARD

J 3-SR - N T s s = cmmmmnOﬂmﬂ
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the State of Oregon to Robert aul Langley, Jr's, 1977 Toyota Calica, Oragon li-
cense ELA 930. |
He also told me that a positive identiiicatian of Robert Paul Langley, .

.Jr. in Sants Barba:s, Californ la, was made by Ann Sykes, DOB 6 13-29, from an
Oregou State Polica/Salam Poliue Dapartmant wantedf poster. A copy of the pbé;-
ex 13 attached as axhibit &. £ | - -

. Th&t as tha 1977 Toyola Calica, Oregun license ELA 930, is IOcstad in
Ssnta Barbar&, Galifornia and uill the to be tranqu:ted to Springfiald Oregon

at the Dragon Stata Police Gr:’.tae Datecticm Laboratory for qxamination., 'I'herafore

your afﬂunt requests, due tc 1.ha distanca neaded to traval and tha time naces-

i sary to travarso this distd.nca., that thia warrant ba 3rant:ed tha max:l.mum of tan.

(10) days under ORS 133 565 (ZT for executibn. - ’ ‘
Hased 'upon tha above iﬂfomntion, your affiant has probsbla cause. to
helie.ve that the above desctibud Toyots Calica contains avidance of tha crime of
homicida, innludi.ng -hair, blao:l, fibe::s, nmd, weapons, digging :Lnstments, a.nd. ‘
Imy other evidenca of tha c.rimts of homicida. Your affiaat 'beliavaa avidanca "::‘:-'-::.-

could be prasent :Ln the aforasuid vehicla nnd requasts pamission to search said’

'._i:‘. W e

hou:icide.. s o b SR ~ ey L Tag s

Te:ry I;a:ue] ﬁrnwford _l?gt_:ecte.j

A Uragon Stgte Police

Subacribed end- swom 10 bafon r ﬂais.. o ',Ap_r.:'.l; .19“;

- PSTRICT COURT:-JUDGE "1, itara Municipal Gou

_ e : FILED™
| AFFIDAVIT - Page 4 s LT e w _ _
TLC: jle B T e e weE KPR 9.5 1988
ke e WU S " TAMARAL.BEARD

Clerk/Adm, Officer '
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(D[NI’YOFPP.RI(JN)
ny I, '.'ﬂen:yL. Cravford whoonhpr.i.‘l. 215!:, 1988 ob':amedtheﬁarion .
ODmn;:,rSearchwamnt #l'M,dosweartha,- on April 24,1988, at 7:00 am.,
served the:aforenentioned search warrant on-the usteé vehicle at: the
'Qxegon Sta.te Polioe Cri:re Iaboratozy ' Spr. ygﬂeld, 0negom o

.L /

STATE OF OREGON ).
S e ) B8
QOUNTY OF MARION )
- I,Tem:yL. Crawfoxd,theaffi::erbyvdmtmssearchwarrwtwasmmmed,
cbweartheattactﬂdlistofitarsxsatmeanddetuledaccountofallitems
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-‘\ 7 o e
OJJaia
Search Warrant Return '
Marion Cnunty Search Warrant §174
?age 2

The following items were' S&lzed f.rcm a 1977 Toyota, G‘I' Cbupe 2-door hardtop,
white in color with red and black pmstripi.ng, -Oregon license ELA930, currently ‘
stored at: the Or.egon Stat:e Pblice &me I.aboratozy, Sprmgfwld Oz:egon 3 N

) 1. Che (.1_) pa.u:of at:hlet:ic sh:es, Mldas brand, si.ze 10!5, vﬂﬁte with
, . .-'bladcshoelaoea...-.. X

2,

(i) blua and white. shoe l:ox, Brooks hrand, oontairung several
casset‘.te tapes : i _

¢fi?:'
‘) ‘sa
fm_
o
() sana Bubsra eperie
(1): pair of gloves, blue and ;ray stn.pes :

‘ = .3-1

(2) T-shirts

(2) ’I'-shirts

(_1) Santa Ba.rbara street map
(;{ wiute soiled tmel 4
&.u peur of sunglasses

'.(1) gray plastic cxmb

(1) box of l:oan's P;Llls \m:h 12 pills

17, Mj.scellaneous pape.rs .

18. ‘1‘race .'I.tG!'EB frcm floqrbaazds - g
mtgr 9:: of the veh:.cle

joe g._'g 373883 % Hg

et

' 19 Vacuum sx«aeepmgs fm t:he

i B s

22. one (1) left rear taJ.l lx.ght asse.rrbly from t.he trunk
23. Carpet flbers ' !
24, Qna (l) sanple. of blood unde-r mbber st.rip

.25. 'Iwo (2) cans of pamt



Search Warrant Return .
Marion County Search Warrant §174
lhge 3 - .
26. mé (1) PJ.aJ.d Pantry coffee g
27, one (1) pa.r:kmg t:.cket '
28, me (1) strandoﬁha.u:
29 e (1) piece of grass

- 3o (1) pisge of sicked curved glass

: 31 Seventeen ,(17) &eparate latent Qrint;s

'JIC,/njs
04-2 8*88
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IN THE DISTHICT COUFiT OF THE STATE OF OREGON
FOR THE CCIUNTY OF: MAHION
IN THE NAME OF THE STATE OF OREGON

SEARCH WARRANT

To Any qulc;e‘ Oﬂgc_er of the County of Ma_aripn_, Stat_e pf Qrern: 1

................................ EOR T T e SR A R R SR S

3 ‘3“’90" St;ate P°11°e* - g e this Court ﬂnds pmbable cause to bel:evethatthe

I

nems descrlbed be!ow are presently located [n thc* area deserlbed

YOU ARE THEHEFORE COM MANDED to make :mmed:ate searcb of:

Robert Paul Langley, " DOB 12 22 59, presently housed at the Oregon -
State Pentltentlary, 2605 State Street, Salem, Marzon County, Oregon'

Blccd, body hairs, saliva, foot casts and photographs of the feet;

_and if you ﬂnd the same, you shall return to Ihl‘ Court a slgned list of mose thmgs senzed sett:ng forth the
date and time of the search. : '

G- N 19&8

----------------

This saarch warrant may be executed at any tame or the day or- night

%I
i
i
1
1
1
0
=
E
ZTOSEAHCHFOR . . ALY e e e, g
B
|
E
i
E‘
i
i
I
0
i
i
0

‘. 0
i hereby certify that [ have compared this copy with the ortgtnal Seafcn Warram placed in my hands for !-3
executton and that this copy is a true and correc t 1ranscnpt of the- whole thereof, . - ;

: ‘ v
--------- LA R I R L T T T I T SR e G S {

:mm—mq—m-mm NW‘-WHW—W,—




DALE W. PENN
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Gounty of Harion

App-34
001942
IN THE 1 DISTBICT COURT or THE STATE OF OREGON

FCR THE COUNTY OF HARIDN

No. 239

IN THE HATTER OF -m: APPLI_GATION g
PR A SECH wARRANT ) o
L - SUPPLEMENTAL AFFIDAVIT

sTA'TE OF rmz‘son LY LEe i ey, LT
I, Tarry ugne Gpawford baing first duly sworn do depose an a; tﬁut.
Iama police officer with the ﬂregon State Polica On April 1&th, 15tb and 2lst,
1988, i | was the &ffiant for fouf (ﬁ)lﬁarion Uounty, Gregon, Senrch warrants, num-‘
bars 164 167, 168 and 1?# I haqa read éach of the affidavits and am familiar
with the infarmation contained iherein. I submit this supplamantnl affidauit and

the aforamentioned affidavits and saarch warrants as exhihits numberqd 1 2 3,

16 || end 4, respactively, whiph are by this xeferanca incorporsted herein

17
18
19

f
20

21

224
23

24

25 |-

26

27\
28

Your affiant has been.the lead investigstor investigating the homicide
of Larry Richard Rockenbrant, DDB 7-5~63 which started on April 14, 1958 with the
discovery of Larry Richard Rockepbtant 5, DOB 7563, bady buriad in Salem, Haxiun
Gounty5 Orason. Du:ing this 1nwestigation informution as outlined in exh;bits #1,
#2 {3, and #4, h&ve ‘come tu ligat which points to~Robert Paul Langlay, Jr., DDB

12-22-59, as a.focal suspect in this crime. T

Your affiant was involvcd on &pril 25, 1988 4in the service of the search.

' warrant #17& whete blaod ha{r. and-ahdes were found in the listed 1977 - Tbyota

Celzaa, Oregon licanse EL& 930, VIN R&2&082556, registered owner~Rdbart Paul

Langley, Iry, ﬂDB 12 22-59..

* AFFIDAVIT - Page 1
" TLC: jic
.07/12/88,
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Your offiaﬁt was accompunied to Yuma, Arizona by Detective Terry Locke,

Salem Poiica Department whoré on "atufdo?, Hay 28, 1988 at 7:00 a.m, Robert Paul

'Langley, Jr., DDB 12 22- 59, was tsken into custody on authority of an escape war»

rant issuad by the Stato of, Oregoa Dopartment of Corrections, Oregon Stato Peniten-
tiary, Salom, Harion Gounty, Dregon, and transported to Salem, Oregon, after he

fled from the State of Oregon.

That your affiant is familiar with tho "Jooards Principle" in whioh npon

.'entry into a soeno hy a oriminal element that the criminal element will loave -

_behind ovidonoa and Hill also leaﬁo tho.soeno tnking evidence with him.

I unow from my trnining oad axporience that it is posoible to gothor

_traoe evidance of-vsrious types nhioh can assist in identifying persons involved

in the crime and 1n reoonstructing thp courso of the orima.. This evidence can -

consist of. but is’ not limited to, hair, blood, fibers, fingnrprints, snliva, gnd

-traoe evidence.

I also know that tests o#iot whioh cdn analyse such evidenoe for identi-
fication of persons involved in oriminal acts nnd in reconstruction of those :
opts. Tests can also be oonduoted.on woapons, bullots, shells, and other articles
to degormine the;r o;igin.onﬁ for:o;hor ronsoqs pertinant to crim;nal ;nvestiga-f
i L . T | '

I am also aware that somo ovidenoe-of the type doscribed above can be 55
%

Jgathorad from the body and clotking of porsons ‘who' havo been involvod in criminal

. acts. Some evidonce, inoludxng blood stains, fibors dnd gunshot rooidue,_oan Po

gathered despite the lnpsa of nuny days.

I know from my t:aining and experience that tosts and prooedures axist

! which can be usoful in the invowtigution of a homioida or o;saultt Gomparison of

unknoun substancos with known substances, compnrison of hair samples' blood typing
’ .

of dried ond fluid blood, detormination of the aloohol and controlled substanoes

._AFFIDA?IT - Paga -

TIC: j1c -
07/12/88
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App-36
001944

i content of hlood and bodily fluids, fingerprint compsrison ond analysis microscop-

ic comparisons of fibers, comparison of bodily fluids such as saliva, comperisons

of other trace evidence.

That certain types of examinations that can be conducted by the Uregon

.Stete Police Crime Laboretory need standards or semples from the alleged suspect,,

thet being Robert Peul Langley, Jrf; DOB 12 22 59 These standards consist of

- heed facisl body, including pubic, 1eg heirs, saliva, and blood Also requested 7-

Tere casts of Robert Psul Langley, Jr s feet These casts would be utilized_to :;i

determine if in fect they matched th ,imprints inside the shoes utilized'to welk

._«‘-

‘through hlood £ound at the buriel scene of Lsrry Richard Rockenbrant on ApriI 1&

; .1988, that being 2&60 Grennway Dr., HE, Salem, Herion County, Oregon, and the
:resxdence of Robert Peul Langley, Jr., DOB 12 22 59 These shoes ere elso the

,nsame ones found in the 1977 Tbyote Celica, Oregon 1ioense ELA 930,  on April 25

'1988

On July 7, éBB, I contacted Thomas J. Loome, Doctor of Podzatric HEdl'.

eine, DOB 12/05/21, in Eugene, Oregon, by telephone . Loome advised that he 1s 5

‘a Iicensed podiatric physician and has had-a professional practice ss such for ;~

'i

oome 31 yeers. " He retired from practice in 1985 and has since kept professionally
actzve as an, expert in podiatry. Podietry is the study of the treatment end disor—-

ders of the human foot; He has heen recognized as an. expert in his given profes-; :
'i

‘sion of podiatry by the circuit Lo qt, Herion County, Oregon. He told me thet

upon his examination end study oE the feet and shoes of an individual he is~ab1e

to identify certain "land marks found in the-shoes which can be. compared He can -

2z>' thereupon match the feet with the shoes, of the shoe weerer These land markj,ﬁ}
25
26
271 °

i includo pressure spots. wom spote, ntein opots and particulsr foot pathologies

whioh ere essociated with the feet of the shoe weerer To eocomplish this compari-

.‘",

AFFIDAVIT - Page 3
TLC:ijle: - -
'07/12/88
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001945

son pzocedure, it is he;éssarj tb phutégrapﬁ the'feet of the subjéct being come
pared as well as the preparation of a cast of the subject's feet. |

Therefore baSed .on the ioregoing info;mation your affaint requests that
a'saarch warrant be issued to seime blood body hairs, saliva, and foot casts and
photugrapha of the feet of Robert Paul Langley, Jr., DDB 12- 22-59 preseutly

housed at the Oragon State Penitentiary, 2605 State Street, Salem. Harion Caunty,

I Oragon.

,5':5' dlay of July. 1933 o

il AFFIDAVIT - Page “
TIC: jle :
07/12/88




- | App-38
§l X '”' ‘ T | o 001332

ko A
{*" . SEARCH WARRANT RETURN
ST&TE OF OREGGH )
e X i
¢OUNTY OF MARION }
I hereby certlfy that I received the withzn Marion COunty
Dist;ict Court Search Warrant 1239 ‘on the 18th 'day of July, 1988,
at 8500 a.m. and executed the same ‘on the 18th day of July, 1988,"“
at 93 30 ‘aJm “Phis warrant WiS' executed by taking blood, hodyj‘
o e ngted sallva,? foot  casts and photographs’.of the feet, from_
= Ropert Paul - Langley. : The attavhed list of ltems were selzed 2

horen T. Glover . ' :
Criminal Investiqatlon vaision
Dregon State Police g %

'STATE .QF . OREGON )
) ss.
COUNTY OF MARION )

I, Loren 2 1 Glover, the officer by whom . this search warrant
.,Has executed. do swear the attached list ‘of items is a true ‘and
detailed account of all items taken on the search-wa

Lo:an T Glover ' -
- Criminal Investigat;on Division
Oregon state Police '

® ‘.'-:';'-E—': n

LTG/n3s
07-19-88 -
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. The

_ July 18,
;‘;.‘
| ?T?;_~

"
gl

.?}-

9.
10 ®

11 n‘

12.

‘Search Warrant Return
“Search Warrant #2319
~Page 2

following items Here seized frOm Rohert Paul
1988. o

Three {3) blood samples
Two {(2) oral swgps

Two (2) oral swabs

Body hair

'Body hair

;aody hair

Bp@y hair ’
BeoY tadx
‘Boéy hair
Body hair
:Epot casts

Photoﬁraphs of feet

App-39
001933

Lgngley dn-



' IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE STATE OF OREGON (00229
FOR THE COUNTY OF MARION |
IN THE NAME OF THE STATE OF OREGON

SEARCH WARRANT

T _ﬁgby Pglice 'Gf;‘i‘cgr of the Stqie.ot Qragnn:

; U;:-cm intormatlon giuan under oath lo me by an arﬂdavit slgned andsworntoby..... Rabert, ‘I‘erencg

. this COUrt ﬂnds probable cause to beheve lhat tha

YOU ARE THEREFORE COMMANQED to make lmmedlate search of:

Robert Paul Langley, DOB 12-22-5‘?; prasently housed at the Oregon

E ) '_ltarqs descritaed belqw ara p(esentlr Iacatad in lhe area descrlbed
E .:tate Penitentiary, 2605 State st reet. Salem, Marion County, Oregon.
L

| 'TfJ semcr«a FOR: :
: x-Ray5 of Robert Paul Langlaf, Jr.'s feet

and you shall ratum 10 1his Court within five (5) days of the date of execution a signed list of those things
’ 'aej‘zed setting forth the date arld time of the search. You are further commanded to open closed containers.

‘rou are iurther commandad to subiect substancm selzed to analysis. 4

Thls warmnt shal! be executqd not Iater than ao Q GVP /' 7’ ont

[ hereby certif that | have compared thls copy wilh the original Search Warrant ptaced in my hands for
execuuon anc that thiscopyis a true and correct tran,scrlpt of the whole thereor

mmm=mmmmmmmmmmm
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IN ‘I'HIE DISTRICT GOURT OF ‘I‘HE STATE OF OREGOM

FGR THE COUNTY OF MARION

NQ.
IN m: um_:lm OF 'mE APPLICATION ) )
|

YOR A. samcn wmm | 2 )

SUPPLEHENTAL_AFFIDAVIT

3

'Gounty of Hnrion &)

'15'3§h§;t fgg?née quﬁg; ké}ng'figs§ duly sworn do depaseignd

7 * ekl deim

1 nm a ?olice Uffice: with the City of Sdlem, Oregon Police
Department.  Since A;mil 15. 1988 I have been jointly
working with polic& offi¢azs ©of the Oregon State Police
j1nvestigating the mu:ﬂggs of- Larry Richard Rockenbrant
DOB/070563 and -Anne Jfﬂ;ﬁsa Gray, DDB/020648., I am familiar
- with andﬁpaya read Hp%i;n Qbﬁnty.'ﬂrggop,.&aq;ch Warrant
I__-l-ffi-tiavits numh&reci i',a"é 187,'163, m end 239, I submit‘ |
"this supplemantal afiid&vit and the aforementioned- affidsvit;
and search warrauts us axhibits numbered 1,2, 3, 4 end 5,

respectively, which ure by this referenca incorporated horein.

_ On.Auguat 16 1988, iy qpake uith Dr. Thomas D. Loome. AT
that tima he edvised me that tu complete the comparison procadura it -

would be nacessary for him to hnka x-ray pictures of the feet of Rohert :

7

Paul Langley, Jr., 9031122259.i This x-ray pxocedura would bs uSed to

+
¢ .




' '-..August, 1988,

App-42

i

002301

*

ensure 4 most accurste comparison of the feet and the shoes of Mr.

Langléy. .

-Tharefora, bhsed on thr fo:egding informatiou you affiant

. raquests- that 4 search warrant be issued for the taking of X~Tray

pictures of the feet of Robert Ptml Langlay. Jr., DOB/122259 presently

.housad ut the Oragon State Penitcntiary, 2605 State Street, Salem,

! y Harion Gaunty, Oregon.'

‘Robe: u'Terence Locke
Sulem Palice Bepartment

‘Bubscribed and sworn tn before me this

"j-m,._s;"arcr COURT JUDGE
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*'" SEARCH WARRANT RETURN

STATE OF OREGON )
. * ) es.
COUNTY OF MARION. )

R 7 Robert T. Locke; Detectlve; Salem Police Department, certify
that I received the within Marion County District Court Search Warrant

* lon'the.17th day.of August, 1988, and executed the same of:August 18th,

-1988; accompanied by Detective Loren Glover:. Oregon State Police. The
-.wau:rant was- executed by taking x-ray pzctures of the feet of Robert Paul
Langley, Jr., dob 12-22-59, at the Flmi.ly Foot Clinic, a- b_usmess located

A_,at 180 Easl‘. 18th street: Eugene: Lam cPunty: Oregon.
The followmg 1tems vere seized: g

(six) x-ray pictures.

Brian A. Rxley
. Chief of Policp
L

"Re W LOCKE 9

Criminal Investigations Section

Salem Police Department

STATE OF OREGON ' ) -

:coumos'mnléu )

' . I, Robert T. Locke, the off.icex hy whom this search warrant was
executed, do swear the above property isa true and accurate account
'of all property esized on t.his warramt.

Brian A. Riley
Chief of Poli

L.7

RO T. £ .
*Criminal Invesngations Section

Salem Police Depart.ment

PR —CQ.Mt oy Z ‘\nmdo i
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