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IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE:\,OF A RS
IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF Mo%vgﬂ o6’ D q‘ﬁu\\\ %5 03\

HONORABLE DEREK CARLISLE, JUDGE

DIVISIONII ] w‘gﬁﬁ]@zﬁ'{gw mwﬁ *MK
DATE: JUNE 24, 2019

NOTICE/COURT ORDER
STATE OF ARIZONA,
CASE NO. CR 2018-01820
Plaintiff,
* VS

GERALD RIEHARDSON; '

Defendant,

~~The Court is in receipt of an ex parte.communication from Lynette Wedemeyer.

The clerk is directed to forward a copy of the ex parte communication tothe State and
counsel for the defendant'and to place the correspondence in the confidential portion of the file.

* The Court takes no further action on the ex parte commum'caﬁon at this time.
cer

- Mohave County Attorney*
Attorney for State

Rcain Puchek®
Actomey for Delendant
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June 14,2019

RE: The State vs. Gerald Richardson

Dear Judge Carlisle,

1 realize I probably should have done this sconer and it's probably a moot point now, but

[ wanted to meation a couple things that bothered me during this trial. On Tuesday,
during an éarly break, the gals from Havasu who were riding together started discussing

the case and others joined in, some of whom appeared to have already decided the case. I

said, “You guys know we’re not even supposed to be discussing this, right?!” One of
them said, “Well, we’re allowed to discuss it with other jury members.” I said, “No. The

Judge:specifically said we were not allowed to discuss it with anyone, INCLUDING
~ other jury members until AFTER we've heard all the testimonies and seen all the
 “evidénce and begin deliberations.” That shut them up. Then, when we started
" deliberating, ong of the men said that “he (the defendant) needed to be put away so he

couldin’t do this again to someone else.” That shocked me. I said, “Really!? The guy

rarely, if even ever, shot his gun before and this happened becanse someone was

* unexpectedly coming into his house. You really think he’s going to go out and just shoot

and kill someone?” He said, “Well he might!™ I'm sorry I didn’t say something earlier.
Lynette Wedemeyer




i
1
|
|
1
|
l
i
1
i
1
l

_ . . | . i
g ( ) : . C LB -
' IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF Amz%fr ﬂ\

IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF MOHAVE
- | . - ol mBi s
HONORABLE DEREX CARLISLE, JUDGE
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DATE: JUNE 27, 2019 | . PPN L
: : : DECEIVED"
NOTICE/COURT ORDER _ =
STATE OF ARIZONA, B ' L 0% amy
- | CASE NO. CR2018-01820  MOHAVE coLmTy
Plaintiff, SR : . PUBL_C DCFENDHR
vs '’ i
GERALD RICHARDSON;,
Defendant.
The Court is in receipt of an ex parte communication from Lynette Wédemé‘yer:.';s: Ry

The clerk is directed to forward a copy of the ef parte cbmmumcaﬁon to-the Stateand .
* -counsel for the- defendant and to place the correspondence in the confidential pornon of the ﬁlc.‘ .
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June 17,2019
RE: The State vs. Gerald Richardson
Dear Judge Carlisle,

My conscience is still gnawing at me over my decision to concede with the other jury
members that the defendant was guilty beyond a reasonable doubt. I know you are
probably extremely frustrated with me. For that I-am sorry, but I can live with it.. What I
can’t live with is knowing that I succumbed to the pressure of the moment and voted
against my conscience. ' ‘

I knew goiig into'the deliberation room, from comments that had been made, that I was
probably the only juror who was not convinced beyond a reasonable doubt of the
- deféndant’s guilt. - The juror who was designated as the spokesman was also the one who ,
said that the defendant “needed to be put away so he couldn’t do this sgain to someone. | : 4
- else.” Early'in our deliberations, he also adamantly stated that “we HADto come toa
- UNANIMOUS verdict. ‘Bither we ALL needed to vote NOT guilty or we ALL needed to
~ 'Vote GUILTY.” For the first three hours or so, the buginessman on the jury ad L'were . .. .
both'not convinced beyond a reasonable doubt that the defendant was guilty. Then, he
finally changed his vote and all the pressure was on me alone, The jury spokesman asked
me what it would take to convince me to change my vote. I was confused and couldn’t .
~ think straight under the pressure. I even took your Jury instruction notes and shut myself :
R Y the bathirbom aitd phigged my ears to tiy to read through it all but Istill couldn’t focus -+ - -
. under the stress and chattering of the other jurors. I really wanted to end deliberations
7" and'start fresh thie'next day but Fknéw everyone ‘else wanted toreach'd verdictand ber o e ¢
- dotie Witk it.t Corsequetitly; T felt presstited into- making:d decision thatrightyso T 7w 0 s o e
- reluctaitly gave'in and conceded against my better judgment. I knewthat | wasn’t going - - .
"+ "to'bé ableto'change seven juror’s mirids to vote not guilty. “Thei; when'you went around. . :.
- -to each juror asking if that was our vote, I wanted to say no, but I did say I conceded
- “wihen we were in the deliberation room ¢ven though I did so under duress. I was.also = . -
‘howestly scared to-answer that in front of the whole courtroom when'] had already said I -
- Would coticede. Hitidsight, I wish I had written you a note asking if we could adjorn and. .
 start fresh the next day. - : P LU

R ,;ABigiit'otwféﬁ'g;as‘I"s'aWﬁ, thei’a_g_tthat-itm]&e_ﬁca,Mqll}ganglJm& coming through e e
P theddior, e Splewhic fetally qualified as being onthepmpe@_@m‘dl@tmﬂ S e e o £

becausathedefehdmthadm:deawhowasentermghshomeﬁmhspmp erspective it . . - .
-+ yeas- e intriidér. Bven Kari told the officers.three or four times that they weren’t: . . . .- o . '

-~ expecting Jessica and the kids to come back that night. So, the defendantwasnt . ., ... ..
* ' expecting aityone but; all of a sudden, he (they) are woken up to someone talking and. - e
- *coming in the forit door. ‘The other jurors were not looking at it from the defendant’s . :
perspective at the time of the shooting, but from their perspectives, knowing all the facts
surroundingthi¢ ificident. It made me feel even worse when the officer who sat at the
prosecuting attorney’s table thanked every juror for their verdict. : :

Regretfully, /
Lynette Wedemeyér

UM e e L T . - .o
X : . - P A o




May 1,2023

Gerald Richardson, ADC #337823
Unit 4B-46L

P.O. Box 8909

San Luis, AZ 85349

Re: Stqt¢ vs. Gerald Richardson L o
Mohave County Superior Court No. .. .. CR2018-01820

Dear Mr. Richardson:

- Thank you for writing to me about your case and sending me your documents. I have
reviewed the decision of the Arizona Court of Appeals in your case. As I was able to determine
from pulling the docket in your case, it appears that you have previously filed at least one Petition
for Post-Conviction Relief pursnast to Rule 32. Any new claims that could be asserted in your
case would required the filing of a new Rule 32 Petition. Generally, the following claims can be

raised in a Petition for Post-Conviction Relieve pursuant to Rule 32.1 P

(@  the defendant's conviction was obtained; or the sentence was imposed, in violation
of the United States or Arizona constitutions; ’ '

(b)  the court did not have subject matter jurisdiction to render a judgment or to impose
a senterice on the defendant; .

(c)  the sentence as imposed is not autherized by law;

()  the defendant continues. to be or will continue to be in custody after his or her
senonee expired;

(¢)  newly discovered material facts probably exist, and those facts probably would
- have changed the judgment or sentence. Newly discovered material facts existift

(1) the facts were discovered after the trial or sentencing; o
(2) the defendant exercised d iscoverisg these fac B
(3)the newly discovered facis are material and not mercly cumulative or used solely -
for impeachment, unless the: impeachment evidénce substantially undermines -
testimony that was of such critical significance that the impeachment evidence -
probably would have changed the jadgment or senterice, .~

(f)  thefailure to timely file a notice of appeal was not the defendant's fault; ,

(g)  there has been 4 significant change in the law that, if applicable to the defendant's

' case, would probably overturn the defendant's judgment or sentence; or

it discovering these facts;and




(h) the defendant demonstrates by clear and convincing evidence that the facts
underlying the claim would be sufficient to establish that no reasonable fact-finder
would find the defendant guilty of the offensé beyond a reasonable doubt, or that
no reasonable fact-finder would find the defendant eligible for the death penalty in
an aggravation phase held pursuant to AR.S. § 13-752. '

However, because you have previously filed a Rule 32 Petition, Rule 32.2 would generally
preclude raising any grounds in a new Petition that were: finally adjudicated on the merits in your
direct appeal, raised in your previous Rule 32 proceeding, or waived at trial or on appeal or in any
previous post-conviction proceeding. Therefore, the grounds we might be able to raise in a new
Rule 32 proceeding might be very limited. It would be helpful if you could provide me any

. documents that you have from your prior Rule 32 proceedings, including if possible a copy of the

petition for post-conviction relief, the trial court’s ruling on the: PCR, and (if appealed) the court
of appeals decision. A - - : -

do you have a copy of yot  psifate brief (ﬁled' in the Arizona Court of Appeals) and your trial -
transcripts? If so, it would be heélpfulif I equld review those documents as well. 'm sorry this has
happened to you.  truly believe you should not have-been found guilty by the jury.



The Law Offices of
Harriette P. Levitt, pLc

5363 E. Pima Street, Suite 101
Tucson, Arizona 85712

TELEPHONE (520) 6240400 FAX (520) 622-3308
hplevittlaw@gmail.com

July 6, 2020

Gerald Richardson
#337823

ASPC Florence-East
PO Box 5000
Florence, AZ 85132

Re:  Statev. Gerald Richardson
: Case No. 1 CA-CR 19-0429
Mohave Co. Cause No. CR201801820
My File No. 19-4592

Dear Mr. Richardson:

I have received your letter dated June 29, 2020. Again, I am very much aware of your view
of what happened on the night#ws#9was killed and I am also very much aware of your view of
how your case was handled at trial. You don’t need to tell me again. I also believe you were
wrongfully convicted, and I have been trying to correct that injustice.

I sent you copies of the State’s Answering Brief and my Reply Brief last week. Your case is
now “at issue”. This means that the Court of Appeals will review all of the briefs and the records in
the case. The Court will then prepare a decision on your appeal. The Court can either grant the
appeal and reverse your conviction and sentence or the Court can deny the appeal, and affirm your
conviction and sentence. :

There is no set deadline by which the Court of Appeals has to reach a decision. You should
expect it to take a few months. I will let you know once the Court of Appeals reaches a decision
and I will provide you with a copy of it. Once we have the decision, I will advise you what to do
next. '



Gerald Richardson
July 6, 2020
Page Two

I know it is very difficult for you to be imprisoned. You have no criminal record and you
didn’t mean to kill Jessica. I’m doing the best that I can to help you. At this point, however, the

only thing that all of us can do is wait. Please try to be patient.

Sincerely,

Harriette P. Levitt

HPL:knv



@
@

H{

HALE & MONICO

AMERICA'S JUSTICE ATTORNEYS

August 3, 2023

Gerald Richardson # 337823

Arizona State Prison Complex Yuma/Lapaz
Unit 4B-46L

PO Box 8909

San Luis, AZ 85349

Re: Your Inquiry to Hale & Monico
Dear Mr. Richardson,

Thank you for reaching out to Hale & Monico regarding your potential claim. We have reviewed
the information that you submitted and, unfortunately, we are not able to assist you with this
particular claim, but appreciate that you considered our firm for your legal needs. Please be advised
that there is a statute of limitations that requires you to file your lawsuit within a certain time
frame. We would encourage you to contact another attorney immediately to assist you with your
claim and help you preserve your rights.

Sincerely,

Hale L Morica

312.341.9646 | 53 W Jackson Blvd. Ste 334 | Chicago, IL 60604

www.halemonico.com



