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IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS 
CUYAHOGA COUNTY, OHIO 

CRIMINAL DIVISION 
 

STATE OF OHIO 
 
 Plaintiff, 
 
 v. 
 
MELVIN BONNELL, 
 
 Defendant. 

 Case No. CR-87-223820 
 
 JUDGE TIMOTHY P. MCCORMICK 
 

PROSECUTING ATTORNEY’S 
REPORT PURSUANT TO R.C. 
2953.75(B) 

 

 Now comes the State of Ohio, by and through Cuyahoga County Prosecutor Michael C. 

O’Malley and his undersigned assistant, and respectfully submits the attached report 

pursuant to R.C. 2953.75(B) regarding the prosecutor’s search for biological material and 

parent samples conducted in response to the Defendant’s Application for DNA Testing. 

Respectfully submitted, 
 

      MICHAEL C. O’MALLEY 
      Cuyahoga County Prosecuting Attorney 
 
      /s/ Christopher D. Schroeder___ 

CHRISTOPHER D. SCHROEDER (0089855) 
Assistant Prosecuting Attorney 

      1200 Ontario St., Eighth Floor 
      Cleveland, Ohio 44113 
      (216) 443-7733 

 cschroeder@prosecutor.cuyahogacounty.us  
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REPORT REGARDING SEARCH FOR BIOLOGICAL MATERIAL  
AND PARENT SAMPLE PURSUANT TO R.C. 2953.75 

 
 Pursuant to the Prosecuting Attorney’s obligations under R.C. 2953.75(B) to submit a 

report detailing its search for biological material and a parent sample in response to an 

Application for DNA Testing, the undersigned reports the following. 

On February 6, 2008, Defendant Melvin Bonnell, by and through counsel, filed an 

Application for DNA Testing pursuant to R.C. 2953.71, et. seq.  Bonnell sought testing of the 

following items: 

“Swabs and slides of blood recovered from the crime scehe [sic]; swabs and 
slides of blood recovered from my hands, jacket and other clothes; vomit found 
in kitchen; blood from my vehicle; hair on green pillow; plastic bags for 
gunshot residue; 1 or 2 guns recovered by Cleveland police.”   

Defendant’s Application for DNA Testing, p. 2.  Bonnell is an “eligible offender” for DNA testing 

purposes as defined in R.C. 2953.71(F) and R.C. 2953.72(C)(1)(a) and (b)(i).   

Pursuant to R.C. 2953.75(A), when an eligible offender submits an application for 

DNA testing, the prosecuting attorney is required “to use reasonable diligence to determine 

whether biological material was collected from the crime scene or victim of the offense” and 

“whether the parent sample of that biological material still exists at that point in time.”  

“Reasonable diligence” is “a degree of diligence that is comparable to the diligence a 

reasonable person would employ in searching for information regarding an important 

matter in the person’s own life.”  R.C. 2953.71(Q).   

In using reasonable diligence to determine whether biological material exists for 

testing, the prosecutor “shall rely upon all relevant sources, including, but not limited to, all 

of the following: 
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(1) All prosecuting authorities in the case in which the offender was convicted 
of the offense for which the offender is an eligible offender and is requesting 
the DNA testing and in the appeals of, and postconviction proceedings related 
to, that case;  

(2) All law enforcement authorities involved in the investigation of the offense 
for which the offender is an eligible offender and is requesting the DNA testing;  

(3) All custodial agencies involved at any time with the biological material in 
question;  

(4) The custodian of all custodial agencies described in division (A)(3) of this 
section;  

(5) All crime laboratories involved at any time with the biological material in 
question;  

(6) All other reasonable sources.” 

R.C. 2953.75(A)(1)-(6).  The prosecution must then file a report with the trial court 

addressing the existence and availability of the requested biological material.  R.C. 

2953.75(B).  “If the court concludes, based upon the prosecution’s report, that the requested 

biological evidence in fact no longer exists, the court may deny the applicant’s request for 

DNA testing.”  State v. Mayrides, 10th Dist. Franklin No. 07AP-658, 2008-Ohio-2290, ¶ 6, 

citing R.C. 2953.74(C)(1).   

 Pursuant to R.C. 2953.75, the prosecution hereby provides this Court, Bonnell, and 

the Ohio Attorney General’s Office with this report documenting the undersigned 

prosecuting attorney’s efforts to search for biological material in this case at all of the 

following locations.  Attached to this report as State’s Exhibit 1 is an affidavit prepared and 

executed by the undersigned prosecutor attesting under oath to his efforts to search for 

evidence in this case.  The complete contents of that affidavit are incorporated herein as if 

fully rewritten.   
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1. All prosecuting authorities in the case * * * and in the appeals of, and 
postconviction proceedings related to, that case. 
 

a. Richard Bombik. 

The undersigned prosecutor spoke to both Richard Bombik and Donald Butler, the 

two assistant prosecutors who tried Bonnell’s case in 1988.  See Schroeder Affidavit, ¶ 49, 

63.  Mr. Bombik, now retired, stated that he had no memory of the evidence in question from 

Bonnell’s case.  Id., ¶ 49.  He was certain that he did not have any items of evidence in his 

possession.  Id.  He retired from the Prosecutor’s Office in 2011.  Id.   

b. Donald Butler. 

Mr. Butler also stated that he did not recall seeing any evidence from Bonnell’s case 

outside of the 1988 trial.  Id., ¶ 63.  Mr. Butler was certain that he did not currently have any 

evidence from Bonnell’s case in his possession.  Id.  Mr. Butler further stated that he was not 

involved in any of the appeals or postconviction proceedings in Bonnell’s case.  Id.  

c. L. Christopher Frey. 

The undersigned prosecutor spoke to former Assistant Prosecutor L. Christopher 

Frey.  Id., ¶ 62.  Mr. Frey represented the State of Ohio in many of Bonnell’s appellate and 

postconviction proceedings prior to leaving the Prosecutor’s Office in 2003.  Id.  Mr. Frey 

stated that he did not recall ever seeing any physical evidence in Bonnell’s case, and that he 

did not know what evidence might exist.  Id.  Mr. Frey said that he did not recall ever 

searching for any evidence in the case.  Id.   

d. Jon Oebker. 

The undersigned prosecutor spoke to former Assistant Prosecutor Jon Oebker.  Id., ¶ 

48.  Mr. Oebker also formerly represented the State of Ohio in many of Bonnell’s appellate 

and postconviction proceedings prior to the time at which he left the Prosecutor’s Office in 
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2008.  Id.  Mr. Oebker indicated that he did recall seeing either a jacket or a square cutting 

from a jacket in the “dead files” section of the basement of the Eighth District Court of 

Appeals.  Id.  He did not recall seeing any other exhibits.  Id.  He did not recall the Prosecutor’s 

Office ever being in possession of any exhibits in Bonnell’s case.  Id.   

e. Matthew Meyer. 

The undersigned prosecutor spoke to APA Matthew Meyer, who represented the 

State of Ohio in Bonnell’s state postconviction proceedings between approximately 2008 and 

2011.  Id., ¶¶ 12, 14.  APA Meyer stated that the last time he had seen any physical evidence 

in Bonnell’s case was in 2008 in the “dead files” section of the Eighth District Court of 

Appeals, when he arranged for Bonnell’s maroon jacket to be sent to the DNA Diagnostics 

Center (DDC) for testing.  Id., ¶ 14.  APA Meyer did not recall ever seeing any physical 

evidence in Bonnell’s case except for that jacket.  Id.   

f. Prosecutor’s Office property room. 

In addition to speaking to the aforementioned prosecutors, the undersigned 

prosecutor also searched the Prosecutor’s Office file and storage areas for any evidence 

related to Bonnell’s case.  At the undersigned prosecutor’s direction, employees of the 

Prosecutor’s Office conducted several checks of the inventory of the property room located 

on the eighth floor of the Prosecutor’s Office.  Id., ¶¶ 9, 13, 28.  One of those searches also 

included a physical inspection of the contents of the property room itself for evidence.  Id., ¶ 

29.  Each of these searches revealed no evidence related to Bonnell’s case.  Id.   

The undersigned prosecutor directed two employees of the Case Management Unit of 

the Prosecutor’s Office to search for any items in storage in the Prosecutor’s Office from 

Bonnell’s case.  Id., ¶ 10.  The prosecutor also personally conducted a search of the storage 
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areas in both the basement and on the 25th floor of the Cuyahoga County Justice Center.  Id., 

¶ 25.  The only items found to be in the possession of the Prosecutor’s Office were four boxes 

of paper documents, about which the prosecutor promptly informed the defense 

investigator.  Id., ¶ 5.   

g. Prosecutor’s Office file. 

The prosecutor has also reviewed the complete Prosecutor’s file on its digital 

discovery database known as “Justice Matters.”  That file consisted of more than 9,000 pages 

of documents, although the prosecutor found that many of these documents were duplicative 

or consisted of irrelevant case law.  That file does not contain any inventory, chain of custody, 

or any other documents indicating where any evidence from Bonnell’s case may be currently 

located, apart from the sources discussed in this report.  There are no other items in the 

possession of the Prosecutor’s Office from or related to Bonnell’s case.   

2. All law enforcement authorities involved in the investigation of the offense for 
which the offender is an eligible offender and is requesting the DNA testing. 
 

a. Jack Bornfeld. 

The undersigned prosecutor spoke to Jack Bornfeld, formerly a detective with the 

Cleveland Division of Police, Homicide Unit, and currently an investigator with the Cuyahoga 

County Prosecutor’s Office.  Id., ¶ 55.  Mr. Bornfeld stated that he had no recollection of 

Bonnell’s case and no information as to where any exhibits in the case might be located.  Id.  

The undersigned prosecutor provided Mr. Bornfeld with the original complaint number so 

that Mr. Bornfeld could check with the Cleveland Police property room.  Id.  He later informed 

the undersigned prosecutor that he had checked the run book in the property room from 

November 1987 through the summer of 1988 and found no listing for either a jacket or a 
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pillow in Bonnell’s case.  Id.  Mr. Bornfeld stated that the property room records indicated 

that the items were sent on November 28, 1987 to the Coroner’s Office and that there was 

no record of them ever coming back to the Cleveland Police property room.  Id.   

Investigator Bornfeld later conducted a second review of the Cleveland Police 

Property Room records.  Id., ¶ 55.  Mr. Bornfeld again informed the prosecutor that the items 

in Bonnell’s case were sent on November 28, 1987 to the Coroner’s Office and that there was 

no record of them ever coming back to the Cleveland Police property room. Id. ¶ 55, 69.  The 

run book from the Cleveland Police Property Room also confirms that these items were sent 

to the “morgue.”   See State’s Exhibit 2.   

b. Dets. John McKibben and Anthony Zalar. 

The undersigned prosecutor also asked Mr. Bornfeld for contact information for 

former Dets. John McKibben and Anthony Zalar, both of whom worked were assigned to 

Bonnell’s case out of the Cleveland Police Homicide Unit.  Id., ¶ 56.  Mr. Bornfeld stated that 

Det. McKibben was now deceased.  Id.  He did, however, provide the undersigned prosecutor 

with a phone number at which the prosecutor could reach Det. Zalar.  Id.   

The undersigned prosecutor then spoke to former Det. Anthony Zalar.  Id., ¶ 57.  Mr. 

Zalar stated that he was not aware of the location of any evidence in Bonnell’s case and that 

he was certain that none of the evidence was in his possession.  Id.  The prosecutor 

specifically asked Mr. Zalar as to whether he recalled anything about a green pillow.  Id.  He 

replied that he did not.  Id.  Mr. Zalar further stated that he had no information as to where 

any evidence in Bonnell’s case may be located.  Id.   

c. Det. Joselito Sandoval. 
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In addition to speaking with the aforementioned detectives, the prosecutor also 

requested a search of the Cleveland Division of Police Property Room.  Specifically, the 

prosecutor reached out to Det. Joselito Sandoval with the Cleveland Division of Police, 

Homicide Unit.  Id., ¶ 30.  Det. Sandoval was not involved in Bonnell’s case in any way, and 

agreed to check the Property Room as a favor to the prosecutor.  Id., ¶ 43.  Det. Sandoval 

informed the prosecutor that the records of the Cleveland Police Property Room showed that 

a .25 caliber handgun from Bonnell’s case, serial number D93314, was listed as being 

destroyed on February 1, 1992.  Id., ¶ 31.  The prosecutor later determined that this was the 

.25 caliber Titan handgun that Cleveland Police had received from Marlene Roberts – not the 

murder weapon.  Det. Sandoval further stated that the last entry in the property room 

records showed that the jacket and the pillow were sent to the Cuyahoga County Coroner’s 

Office on November 28, 1987.  Id., ¶ 31.   

d. Cleveland Police Forensic Lab. 

The undersigned prosecutor also personally went to the Cleveland Police Forensic 

Lab (formerly Scientific Investigation Unit, or SIU) to search for any evidence.  See Schroeder 

affidavit, ¶ 72.  Officer Bryan Myers searched through a card catalogue in the Forensic Lab 

using the names of both Bonnell and the victim, Robert Bunner.  Officer Myers was able to 

locate a single entry under the name “Robert Bunner” reflecting that the SIU received two 

morgue pellets, designed “A” and “B,” on December 8, 1987.  See State's Exhibit 3.  Officer 

Myers explained that this card contained a Lab number corresponding to a second card 

catalogue in the Forensic Lab that was organized by lab numbers.  See Schroeder affidavit, ¶ 

72.  He discovered, however, that this particular Forensic Laboratory Report card was 
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missing, and had been replaced by a blank sheet of white paper left protruding upwards out 

of the catalogue in what appeared to be a placeholder position.   Id., ¶ 73.   

At this time, the undersigned prosecutor spoke to Det. Todd Marazzi, who also works 

in the Forensic Lab.  Id., ¶ 74.  Det. Marazzi stated that the actual pellets themselves would 

normally be in a file cabinet in the Forensic Lab.  Id.  He stated that if someone had pulled the 

Forensic Laboratory Report card, however, this suggested to him that this person had also 

removed the evidence (the two morgue pellets) as well.  Id.  Det. Marazzi provided the 

undersigned prosecutor with copies of pages 286-287 from the Forensic Lab run book 

showing that morgue pellets A and B had been received by SIU on December 8, 1987, 

associated with the “dead body of Robert Bunner.”  Id.; see also State’s Exhibit 4.  There was 

no further indication as to where the pellets were currently located. 

The undersigned prosecutor also spoke to Tina Stewart, a Scientific Examiner with 

the Cleveland Division of Police, detailed to the Medical Examiner’s Office.  Id., ¶ 76.  Ms. 

Stewart provided the prosecutor with copies of the Forensic Laboratory Report cards for the 

.25 Tanfoglio pistol (Lab #244381), the morgue pellets (Lab #244492), the .25 cartridge case 

(Lab #244815), and two .25 caliber shell casings (Lab #245065).  Id., ¶ 76; see also State’s 

Exhibit 18.  These accounted for the remaining four items received by SIU (the fifth item, the 

.25 caliber Titan handgun, having been destroyed in 1992).  See State’s Exhibit 9.  The cards 

for the .25 Tanfoglio pistol, the morgue pellets, and the .25 cartridge case all contained 

handwriting showing that they had been signed out to trial prosecutor Rick Bombik on 

February 18, 1987 (likely intended to say 1988).  Id., ¶ 76; see also State’s Exhibit 18.  The 

card for the two .25 caliber shell casings showed that it was signed out to another individual, 

whose name appeared illegible, on February 23, 1988.  There was no further indication of 
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what happened to any of the items.  Id.  Ms. Stewart further stated that she had looked 

through the Forensic Lab for all of the evidence specified under the five different SIU / 

Forensic Lab numbers in Bonnell’s case.  Id., ¶ 77.  She stated that none of the evidence was 

in the Forensic Lab.   

e. Cleveland Police Property Room. 

The undersigned prosecutor also went to the Cleveland Police Property Room on the 

eighth floor of the Cleveland Police headquarters.  See Schroeder Affidavit, ¶ 75.  Det. Tom 

Ward provided the prosecutor with a copy of pages from the Cleveland Police “Record of 

Property” run book confirming that the .25 caliber Titan handgun, serial number D93314, 

was destroyed on February 1, 1992.  Id., see also State’s Exhibit 5.  Det. Ward stated that he 

had reviewed the property room records and found no other evidence related to Bonnell’s 

case.  Id.  The prosecutor specifically asked Det. Ward about a green cushion/pillow.  Id.  He 

stated that the cushion/pillow had never made it to the Property Room, and that the coroner 

must have collected that item on scene.   Id.   

3. All custodial agencies involved at any time with the biological material in 
question. 
 
R.C. 2953.71(D) defines “custodial agency” as “the group or entity that has the 

responsibility to maintain biological material in question.”  Through the State’s investigation, 

the State has determined that the Cuyahoga County Coroner’s Office – now known as the 

Cuyahoga County Medical Examiner’s Office – was the agency responsible for maintaining 

biological material in Bonnell’s case.   

a. Curtiss Jones. 

The undersigned prosecutor spoke several times to Curtiss Jones, the Supervisor of 

the Trace Evidence Department at the Cuyahoga County Medical Examiner’s Office.  See 
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Schroeder Affidavit, ¶¶ 36, 38-39, 41, 58-59.  Mr. Jones stated that that his office’s records 

showed that only one jacket and one pillow were ever submitted to them as evidence, and 

that his office had released both the jacket and the pillow to Assistant Prosecuting Attorney 

Rick Bombik on February 25, 1988, during the original trial.  Id., ¶ 38; see also State’s Exhibit 

6.  Mr. Jones further stated that the jacket, which was listed as being property of Melvin 

Bonnell, was resubmitted to him at the Medical Examiner’s Office by Keith Hurley from the 

Clerk of Courts’ office on December 9, 2008.  Id., ¶ 38; see also State’s Exhibit 7.  The pillow 

was never resubmitted.  Id.   

Mr. Jones stated that the Medical Examiner’s Office sent Bonnell’s jacket to the DNA 

Diagnostics Center for testing in 2008.  Id., ¶ 38; see also State’s Exhibit 7.  Following the 

completion of that testing, DNA Diagnostics then returned the jacket to the Medical 

Examiner’s Office in 2012.  Id.  Mr. Jones stated that the Medical Examiner’s Office was in 

possession of the following four items of evidence in Bonnell’s case:   

 7 autopsy microslides from the victim, Robert Bunner, 

 4 swabs from Bonnell’s maroon and tan jacket, 

 1 swab from an autopsy microslide, and 

 the maroon and tan jacket.   

Id., ¶¶ 39, 58.  Mr. Jones stated that he had performed a thorough search of the Medical 

Examiner’s archives and that these were the only items in their possession associated with 

Bonnell’s case.  Id., ¶ 58. 

b. Dr. Nasir Butt. 

 At Mr. Jones’ suggestion, the undersigned prosecutor also spoke to Dr. Nasir Butt, 

DNA Supervisor and Technical Manager at the Cuyahoga County Medical Examiner's Office.  
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Id., ¶ 36.  Dr. Butt stated that he had searched the Medical Examiner’s Office’s electronic 

database and had not found any results under Bonnell’s original Cuyahoga County Coroner’s 

Office (CCCO) case number of 199612.  Id., ¶ 60.  Dr. Butt further initiated a physical search 

of the storage areas used by the Medical Examiner’s Office.  Id.  Dr. Butt later informed the 

prosecutor that the only evidence in the possession of the Medical Examiner’s Office were 

the items Mr. Curtiss Jones had previously mentioned.  Id., ¶ 68.  Dr. Butt also provided the 

undersigned prosecutor with email correspondence between himself and APA Matthew 

Meyer dated January 15, 2009 in which Dr. Butt informed APA Meyer that “[t]here are no 

samples retained in either the DNA or the Trace Evidence Departments for 199612 Robert 

Bunner.”  Id.; see also State’s Exhibit 8.   

c. The DNA Diagnostics Center records. 

Chain of custody documents received from the DNA Diagnostics Center (DDC) show 

that the Medical Examiner’s Office mailed seven autopsy microslides consisting of DNA 

samples from Robert Bunner, one swab from an autopsy slide from Bunner, and a DNA 

extract from that autopsy slide, to DNA Diagnostics on April 21, 2009.  See State’s Exhibit 7.  

The autopsy slides were received by DNA Diagnostics on April 23, 2009.  Id.  Following the 

completion of the DNA testing, DNA Diagnostics released the items back to the Medical 

Examiner’s Office on July 2, 2012.  Id.  Mr. Jones confirmed that those items are currently in 

possession of the Medical Examiner’s Office.  See Schroeder Affidavit, ¶¶ 39, 58.   

4. The custodian of all custodial agencies described in division (A)(3) of this 
section. 
 
R.C. 2953.71(E) defines “custodian” as “the person who is the primary representative 

of a custodial agency.”  Given that the Cuyahoga County Medical Examiner’s Office is the sole 
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custodial agency responsible for maintaining biological material in this case, the primary 

representative of the Medical Examiner’s Office is Dr. Thomas P. Gilson, M.D., the Medical 

Examiner of Cuyahoga County.   

a. Dr. Thomas Gilson. 

The undersigned prosecutor spoke to Dr. Gilson.  Id., ¶ 73.  Dr. Gilson agreed to check 

to see if there were any additional avenues of search at the Medical Examiner’s Office apart 

from what Mr. Jones and Dr. Butt had already done.  Id.  Two days later, Dr. Gilson responded 

that he had searched through the Medical Examiner’s Office’s file, and that he agreed with 

Mr. Jones and Dr. Butt that the Medical Examiner’s Office did not have any evidence in its 

possession apart from the items Mr. Jones had already mentioned.  Id., ¶ 78. 

5. All crime laboratories involved at any time with the biological material in 
question. 

“Crime laboratory” does not appear to be a term that is defined in the Ohio Revised 

Code.  It is safe to assume, however, that the term includes, but it not necessarily limited to, 

both the Cuyahoga County Medical Examiner’s Office and the DNA Diagnostics Center (DDC).  

Both of those agencies are known to have been in possession of biological material in this 

case in the past.  The prosecution has accounted for its efforts regarding both of those 

sources above.   

a. BCI. 

In addition, the undersigned prosecutor also spoke with Dr. Lewis Maddox, DNA 

Technical Leader at the Ohio Bureau of Criminal Investigation (BCI) in Richfield, Ohio.  Id., ¶ 

66-67.  Dr. Maddox stated that he had checked BCI’s Laboratory Information Management 

(“LIM”) System, BCI’s computer database used to track evidence in cases in which BCI has 

investigated or assisted.  Id., ¶ 67.  Dr. Maddox found no indication in the LIM System that 
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BCI had ever assisted in Bonnell’s case.  Id., ¶¶ 66-67.  Additionally, Dr. Maddox also 

conducted a physical search of BCI’s card catalogue, which he explained that BCI used until 

approximately 2002 to track their old cases.  Id., ¶ 67.  Once again, Dr. Maddox stated that he 

found no indication that BCI was ever involved in Bonnell’s case in any way.  Id.  The 

undersigned prosecutor also found no indication in any of the documentation regarding 

Bonnell’s case in the Prosecutor’s Office file showing that BCI was ever involved in the case.   

The undersigned prosecutor has no information, evidence, or reason to believe that 

any additional “crime laboratories” were involved in the investigation of this case.   

6. All other reasonable sources. 
 

a. The Cuyahoga County Clerk of Courts’ Office. 

The undersigned prosecutor spoke with James Boyle, the Manager of the Criminal 

Division of the Clerk’s Office, about locating any physical exhibits in Bonnell’s case.  Id., ¶ 5.  

Mr. Boyle indicated on several occasions that he and his staff were unable to locate any 

evidence related to Bonnell’s case in the Clerk’s Office.  Id., ¶ 19, 23, 34.  In an abundance of 

caution, the undersigned prosecutor personally went to the Clerk’s Office to search the 

evidence in their possession.  Id., ¶ 17.  Kayla Griffin, Pending Files Division Supervisor, 

showed the undersigned prosecutor inside a secured room on the first floor of the Cuyahoga 

County Justice Center where the Clerk’s Office maintained the records of many of Cuyahoga 

County’s old capital cases.  Id.  Each box inside the room was clearly labeled with the name 

and case number of the defendant.  Id.  The prosecutor examined each box and found that 

none of them contained Bonnell’s name or case number.  Id.   

The State’s subsequent review of the transcript of Bonnell’s 1988 trial revealed that 

the Clerk’s Office would not have had any of the items in question in its possession.  Id., ¶ 33.  
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The Clerk’s Office would only have exhibits in its possession that were actually admitted into 

evidence at trial, and therefore were a part of the appellate record.  Id.  The only two exhibits 

that were admitted at trial that are the subject of Bonnell’s application for DNA testing were 

his maroon jacket and the .25 caliber Tanfoglio handgun.  Id.  Bonnell’s jacket had been sent 

to DNA Diagnostics in 2008.  Id.  And according to Det. Sandoval, the Cleveland Division of 

Police had destroyed the .25 caliber Titan handgun in 1992.  Id.   

b. The clerk of Courts of the Northern District of Ohio and the Sixth Circuit 
Court of Appeals. 

For the same reason, the undersigned prosecutor determined that the clerk of courts 

for the Northern District of Ohio and the Sixth Circuit Court of Appeals would not have 

evidence from Bonnell’s case in their possession.  Federal courts presiding over Bonnell’s 

habeas appeals would only have those items that were part of the original trial court record.  

None of the items in question were a part of that record, with the exception of the murder 

weapon, which would not have been submitted as an exhibit to the court reporter.  Any 

additional items with the federal habeas courts could only have been added as part of a 

motion to supplement the record, which would have been visible on the federal court docket. 

c. The Eighth District Court of Appeals. 

The undersigned prosecutor went to the old files storage section in the basement of 

the Eighth District Court of Appeals Building on Lakeside Avenue in Cleveland, sometimes 

referred to as the “dead files section.”  Id., ¶ 15.  There, the prosecutor spoke to Robert 

Duckworth, an employee assigned to the “dead files section.”  Id.  Mr. Duckworth stated that 

all of the old capital case files previously held by the Eighth District Court of Appeals were 

now being stored in the Clerk of Courts’ office in the Justice Center.  Id.  

d. The Ohio Attorney General’s Office. 
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On November 30, 2016, the undersigned prosecutor was first contacted by Elizabeth 

Quattrochi, an investigator with the Federal Public Defender’s Office, in connection with this 

case.  Id., ¶ 3.  The prosecutor referred Investigator Quattrochi to Assistant Attorney General 

Thomas Madden to see if his office had any exhibits from Bonnell’s case.  Id., ¶¶ 3, 5.   

Investigator Quattrochi later indicated that she had spoken with AAG Madden, and that he 

was unable to locate any exhibits in Bonnell’s case in the possession of his office.  Id.   

The undersigned prosecutor also spoke to Assistant Attorney General Brenda Leikala 

with the Capital Crimes Unit of the Ohio Attorney General’s Office.  Id., ¶ 32.  AAG Leikala 

indicated that she was unaware of the location of any items of evidence in Bonnell’s case and 

that she had never seen them.  Id.  She also provided a PDF of the photographic exhibits that 

the prosecution had introduced during Bonnell’s 1988 trial.  Id.  Upon examination, State’s 

Exhibits 44 and 45 were photos of a gun lying in the street.  Id.  

e. The Court Reporters Department. 

The undersigned prosecutor spoke to Bruce Bishilany, the head of the Cuyahoga 

County Court Reporters department.  Id., ¶ 51.  Mr. Bishilany stated that he would search the 

court reporters office for any evidence associated with Bonnell’s case or any indication that 

the Court Reporters Department was ever in possession of any evidence.  Id.  Mr. Bishilany 

later informed the prosecutor that he had personally checked all of the evidence storage 

areas used by the Court Reporters department.  Id., ¶ 52.  He had found no evidence related 

to Bonnell’s case.  Id.  Mr. Bishilany stated that any evidence that the original court reporter 

may have had following the trial would have been filed in the court of appeals along with the 

transcript for Bonnell’s direct appeal.  Id.  He further explained that the Court Reporters 

department generally does not want to keep any evidence in their possession.  Id.   
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The court reporter at Bonnell’s 1988 trial was Sandra G. Gieling.  Id., ¶ 53.  In an 

attempt to locate Ms. Gieling, the prosecutor searched her first and last name in the Ohio Law 

Enforcement Gateway (OHLEG), an electronic information network.  Id.  That search revealed 

that the only Sandra Gieling anywhere in Ohio, DOB 11/23/1935, was now deceased.  Id.  The 

prosecutor subsequently confirmed this information through speaking with Mr. Bishilany 

over the phone.  Id.   

f. The Cuyahoga County Archives Building. 

The undersigned prosecutor spoke to Dr. Judith Cetina, Manager and Archivist with 

the Cuyahoga County Archives building on Franklin Boulevard in Cleveland.  Id., ¶¶ 64-65.  

Dr. Cetina stated that the Archives building did not have any transcripts or evidence related 

to cases recent enough to have six-digit criminal case numbers; rather, the Archives building 

only possessed items related to criminal case numbers old enough to have only five digits.  

Id., ¶ 65.  The Cuyahoga County Clerk of Courts transitioned from five-digit to six-digit 

criminal case numbers in approximately 1980.  Id.  Bonnell’s six-digit criminal case number 

is CR-87-223820.  Dr. Cetina further stated that any items related to cases from that time 

would be in the possession of the Clerk of Courts’ Office at the Justice Center.  Id.   

g. The Western Reserve Historical Society. 

The undersigned prosecutor contacted Ann Sindelar, Reference Supervisor at the 

Western Reserve Historical Society (WRHS) in Cleveland.  Id., ¶ 65.  Ms. Sindelar responded 

that she had checked the WRHS online catalog and found no references to the name Melvin 

Bonnell.  Id.   

h. Transcripts of Bonnell’s 1998 trial. 
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The complete transcript from Bonnell’s 1988 trial was present in electronic format as 

part of the Prosecutor’s Office file in Bonnell’s case.  The transcript revealed that the 

prosecution had introduced only one jacket into evidence:  Bonnell’s maroon jacket, marked 

as State’s Exhibit 22.  Id., ¶ 33.  The prosecution had introduced a green pillow as State’s 

Exhibit 23, but then withdrew the pillow at the close of the State’s evidence.  Id.  The 

prosecution had introduced the murder weapon, the .25 caliber Tanfoglio handgun, as State’s 

Exhibit 51.  Id.  The transcript did not contain any indication as to what happened to any of 

those items after the conclusion of trial.   

i. Police reports and other miscellaneous information. 

The undersigned prosecutor also reviewed the police reports and other documents 

within the Prosecutor’s Office file for information as to where any evidence might be located.  

The information below recounts what the prosecutor was able to learn about each item 

identified in Bonnell’s application as a subject of possible DNA testing.  The items are listed 

in the same order as they appear on page 2 of Bonnell’s application.   

i. Swabs and slides of blood recovered from the crime scene. 

According to the Incident Report, the evidence collected from the crime scene 

consisted of two shell casings, a red and gray jacket, and a bloodstained cushion from a chair 

on the back porch.  See Exhibit 14, p. 4.  There is no reference in any of the documents in the 

State’s possession indicating that any swabs or slides of blood were ever taken at the crime 

scene.  Moreover, Detective Robert Matuszny, the principle officer at the scene in charge of 

collecting evidence, testified that he did not collect any fingerprints from the crime scene, 

and made no mention of collecting swabs or slides of blood.  Tr. 1055-1059.   

ii. Swabs and slides of blood recovered from Bonnell’s hands.  
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Officer Thomas Jesionowski testified that a Lieutenant Torek ordered the staff at 

Lutheran hospital to cover Bonnell’s hands in plastic bags.  Tr. 1270.  No other mention of 

the plastic bags can be found in any documents in the prosecutor’s file.  There is no evidence 

that any swabs or slides of blood were ever taken from Bonnell’s hands, and no evidence 

regarding any potential testing of such swabs or slides was mentioned at trial.  SIU never 

received any evidence indicating that any testing done on Bonnell’s hands.  See State’s Exhibit 

9.  During the sentencing hearing, defense counsel William McGinty stated:  “The record 

indicates at the hospital that the hands were bagged. We don't have any testimony that any 

test was conducted on those hands at that time.  I am not going to say it was bad policework, 

maybe there was fear for the person and they couldn't do it at that time.” See Sentencing Tr. 

23.   

Detective Donald Ferris with the Cleveland Police Homicide Unit submitted a sample 

of Bonnell’s blood to Linda Luke, a forensic serologist at the Coroner’s Office, on December 

4, 1987.  See State’s Exhibit 10.  Luke determined from this sample that Bonnell’s blood was 

type A.  See State’s Exhibit 11; see also Tr. 904.  This sample was later discarded.  Id.   

iii. Bonnell’s jacket and other clothes.   
 

Cleveland Patrol Officer Jan Thorkelson testified at trial that she recovered a gray and 

maroon colored jacket from the front seat of Bonnell’s car.  Tr. 1215, 1219.  Cleveland Police 

Detective James Svekric with the Homicide Unit submitted Bonnell’s jacket to the Coroner’s 

Office on November 28, 1987.  See State’s Exhibit 6, p. 2.  Linda Luke tested the blood found 

on Bonnell’s jacket and found that it was consistent with Bonnell’s blood.  Tr. 904.   

Luke released Bonnell’s jacket to Assistant Prosecutor Bombik on February 25, 1988, 

during Bonnell’s trial.  See State’s Exhibit 6, p. 2.  The prosecution introduced this jacket into 
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evidence at trial as State’s Exhibit 22.  Tr.  1215.  The jacket was then placed in a locked closet 

on the ninth floor of the Prosecutor’s Office until February 9, 1990, when Prosecutor Bombik 

retrieved it.  See Schroeder Affidavit, ¶ 49; see also State’s Exhibit 2, p. 3.  At some point, the 

jacket was transferred to the possession of the Eighth District Court of Appeals, where it was 

stored in a box in the “dead files” section.  See Schroeder Affidavit, ¶ 14.   

On December 9, 2008, Keith Hurley with the Cuyahoga County Clerk of Courts 

submitted Bonnell’s jacket to Curtiss Jones at the Trace Evidence Department of the Medical 

Examiner’s Office.  See State’s Exhibit 7, p. 5.  On December 23, 2008, Jones forward the jacket 

to DNA Diagnostics in Fairfield, Ohio for DNA testing.  Id., p. 4.   

 In 2009, DNA testing on this jacket done by DNA Diagnostics revealed that the partial 

DNA profiles obtained from bloodstained areas on Bonnell’s jacket were consistent with the 

DNA of the victim, Robert Bunner.  See State’s Exhibit 12.  The probability of selecting an 

unrelated individual at random from the population having a matching DNA profile was 

approximately 1 in 239,000.  Id.  On July 2, 2012, Jessica York, a Forensic DNA Analyst with 

DNA Diagnostics, released the jacket back to the custody of the Cuyahoga County Medical 

Examiner’s Office.  See State’s Exhibit 7, p. 4.  The jacket is currently being kept at the Medical 

Examiner’s Office.  See Schroeder affidavit, ¶ 58.  

Bonnell’s other clothing that he was wearing the night of the murder when he arrived 

at Lutheran Hospital was placed on police hold.  See State’s Exhibit 13, p. 2.  The “Patient 

Belongings Form” from Lutheran Hospital lists one pair of white pants, one pair of white 

socks, one pair of black boots, and one block key ring with three keys.  Id.  On December 4, 

1987, this property was signed out to Officer Robert Reed.  Id., p. 3.  The property was never 

logged in any at department after that.  The disposition of these items is unknown.  There is 
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no evidence of any testing performed on these items and they were not introduced as 

evidence at trial.  Tr. 4-6.   

iv. Vomit found in the victim’s kitchen. 
 

Det. Ernest Hayes noted briefly in two places in his Supplementary Report dated 

November 28, 1987 that officers found what appeared to be vomit in the kitchen of Bunner’s 

apartment.  See State’s Exhibit 15, pp. 4, 5.  There is no indication in any documentation 

related to this case that the vomit was ever collected as evidence. 

v. Blood from Bonnell’s vehicle. 
 

The Incident Report states that police towed Bonnell’s vehicle, a blue 1980 Chevrolet 

Malibu, Ohio license plate 325 GSD, VIN 1T19KA1494616, to Lot #2 for processing.  See 

State’s Exhibit 14, pp. 2, 4; see also State’s Exhibit 16.  There, Patrol Officer Patrick Evans 

marked and tagged the car in the Second District property book.  See State’s Exhibit 14, p. 4; 

Tr. 1212.  The Cleveland Police Scientific Investigation Unit (SIU) processed the car on 

November 30, 1987.  See State’s Exhibit 17.  The State has been unable to find any evidence 

as to what, if any tests were performed on Bonnell’s car, or any information concerning the 

final disposition of this vehicle.  SIU did not receive or retain any items from Bonnell’s car.  

See State’s Exhibit 9, p. 1.    

vi. Hair on a green pillow.   
 

Det. Ernest Hayes wrote in his Supplementary Report dated November 28, 1987 that 

a “[g]reen vinyl pillow” was recovered “on the back porch of the victims home.”  See State’s 

Exhibit 15, p. 3.  Det. Hayes noted that there was blood on the pillow.  Id.  The pillow “was 

conveyed to the morgue for testing.”  Id., p. 3, 6.  In the Incident Report, this item is referred 

to as a “chair seat cushion.”  See State’s Exhibit 14, pp. 2, 4. 
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Det. Svekric submitted the pillow to Linda Luke at the Coroner’s Office on November 

28, 1987.  See State’s Exhibit 6.  Ms. Luke released the pillow to the lead trial prosecutor, 

Richard Bombik, on February 25, 1988.  Id.  This was during Bonnell’s trial, which lasted from 

February 22 to March 24, 1988.  Tr. 8, 1700.   

At trial, the prosecution introduced the green pillow as State’s Exhibit 23.  Tr. 905-

906.  Linda Luke testified that she received the green pillow at the Coronor’s Office.  Id. at 

903.  Ms. Luke was able to determine that the blood on the pillow was type O.  Id.  The victim, 

Robert Bunner, was blood type O.  Id. at 906.  Melvin Bonnell was blood type A.  Id.  At the 

close of the State’s evidence, the prosecution withdrew the pillow.  Id. at 1276.  No further 

records concerning the disposition of the pillow could be found.   

vii. Plastic bags for gunshot residue.   
 

Officer Thomas Jesionowski testified that Lieutenant Torek ordered the staff at 

Lutheran hospital to cover Bonnell’s hands in plastic bags.  Tr. 1270.  This was done at 

approximately 6:00 a.m.  Id.  No other mention of the plastic bags can be found in any 

documents in the prosecutor’s file.  There is no evidence that any testing was ever conducted, 

and no evidence regarding any potential testing of the plastic bags was entered at trial.  SIU 

never received any plastic bags, or any evidence related to any potential testing done on 

Bonnell’s hands.  See State’s Exhibit 9.    

viii. Two guns recovered by Cleveland police. 
 

 Cleveland Police recovered two guns in connection with this case.  Officers Emerilo 

Montalyo and Thomas Jesionowski recovered the first gun, a .25 caliber Tanfoglio pistol, 

about a half a block away from where Bonnell had crashed his car on Lorain Avenue, and in 

the area where they saw Bonnell first lose control of his vehicle.  Tr. 1112, 1117, 1257-1258.  
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The .25 caliber Tanfoglio was received by SIU and labeled Lab #244381.  See State’s Exhibit 

9, p. 1.  The .25 caliber Tanfoglio was signed out to Prosecutor Rick Bombik on February 18, 

1987.  See State’s Exhibit 9, p. 4; see also State’s Exhibit 18, p. 1.   

At trial, the State introduced the .25 caliber Tanfoglio as State’s Exhibit 51.  Tr. 1145.  

Detective Mitchell Wisniewski of the SIU testified that he processed the .25 caliber Tanfoglio.  

Tr. 1144-1145.  Det. Wisniewski was unable to life any fingerprints off of the weapon.  Id. at 

1146.  He further testified that when the weapon was recovered, the hammer was in the 

firing position, the clip was in place, and a bullet was in the chamber.  Id. at 1145.   

Detective James Yonkers, a firearms examiner with the SIU, testified at trial that he 

compared the two .25 spent casings recovered from Bunner’s apartment to casings that were 

test-fired from the .25 caliber Tanfoglio handgun recovered near Bonnell’s car.  Tr. 1164.  

Det. Yonkers concluded that the recovered .25 caliber Tanfoglio was the weapon that fired 

and ejected the casings found in Bunner’s apartment.  Id. at 1167-1171.  There is no record 

of what happened to the .25 caliber Tanfoglio after trial.   

The second gun, a .25 caliber Titan pistol, was turned over to the police by Marlene 

Roberts, whose daughter was dating Bonnell’s brother.  Tr. 1285, 1298.  She found the gun 

in the cushions of her couch a few days after the murder and did not know whose it was.  Id. 

at 1298-1299.  She testified that Bonnell and his brother were “like family, they are in and 

out all the time."  Tr. 1301.  The .25 caliber Titan was also received by the SIU as Lab 

#244533.  See State’s Exhibit 9, p. 1.  There is no Forensic Laboratory Report card associated 

with this weapon on filed in the Forensic Lab.  This gun was never entered into evidence, nor 

is there any indication in the records that it was relevant to the murder of Robert Bunner.  

Cleveland Police destroyed the .25 caliber Titan in 1992.  See State’s Exhibit 5.   
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CONCLUSION 

 Pursuant to its obligations under R.C. 2953.75, the Prosecuting Attorney has used 

reasonable diligence to determine whether biological material was collected from the victim 

or crime scene and whether a parent sample of the biological material sought for DNA testing 

still exists.  Based on all of the foregoing, the Prosecuting Attorney reports and certifies to 

this Court, to the defendant, and to the Ohio Attorney General, that the only items of 

biological material still in existence for DNA testing are as follows: 

 seven autopsy microslides from the victim, Robert Bunner, 

 four swabs from Bonnell’s maroon and tan jacket, 

 one swab from an autopsy microslide, and 

 Bonnell’s maroon and tan jacket, introduced at trial as State’s Exhibit 22. 

All of these items are currently in the possession of the Medical Examiner’s Office.   

 The Prosecuting Attorney remains open to any additional avenues to search for 

biological material in this case, and intends to supplement this report with any additional 

information the prosecutor might learn in the future.   

      Respectfully Submitted, 
 

MICHAEL C. O’MALLEY 
CUYAHOGA COUNTY PROSECUTOR 

/s/ Christopher D. Schroeder____ 
CHRISTOPHER D. SCHROEDER (0089855) 
Assistant Prosecuting Attorney 

      The Justice Center, 8th Floor 
      1200 Ontario Street 
      Cleveland, Ohio 44113 
      (216) 443-7733 
      cschroeder@prosecutor.cuyahogacounty.us 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE AND COMPLIANCE 

A copy of the foregoing Prosecuting Attorney’s Report Pursuant to R.C. 2953.75(B) has 

been served by email this 15th day of June, 2017 to Kimberly S. Rigby (kim.rigby@opd.ohio. 

gov), counsel for Defendant Melvin Bonnell, and to Assistant Attorney General Katherine E. 

Mullin (katherine.mullin@ohioattorneygeneral.gov) on behalf of Ohio Attorney General 

Michael DeWine. 

/s/ Christopher D. Schroeder_ 
Christopher D. Schroeder 
Assistant Prosecuting Attorney 
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