FACT SHEET ON AARON M. HOWARD V. UNITED STATES

On February 8, 1988, Bobby Parker was shot and killed while in his car, which was stopped at light at the corner of Chesapeake Street and Southern Avenue, SE in Washington, DC.  After a month-long trial held in 1990, Aaron Michael Howard and three co-defendants were convicted of first degree murder while armed in connection with the shooting and sentenced to 21 years to life imprisonment.  The government's evidence against two of Mr. Howard's three co-defendants was very strong.  By contrast, the evidence against Mr. Howard was scant.  It consisted entirely of the testimony of a brother and sister who claimed to have seen Mr. Howard at the scene of the crime.  

In combination with the evidence introduced at trial, new evidence not heard by the jury conclusively disproves the already-compromised testimony of the two witnesses against Mr. Howard, affirmatively establishes Mr. Howard's innocence, confirms the guilt of Mr. Howard's three co-defendants, and establishes the involvement of a fourth individual, Tron Crowe, whom the government knew about from the beginning of its investigation.  Because of this evidence, the prosecutor and the cold case detective who know the most about the case became convinced of Mr. Howard's innocence.  In fact, several days before the case was resolved, the prosecutor took the extraordinary step of withdrawing from the case in open court on the grounds that, consistent with his ethical responsibilities, he could no longer defend the jury's verdict against Mr. Howard.
Evidence of Mr. Howard's Innocence
* All three co-defendants submitted detailed sworn statements confessing to their participation in the murder, affirming that Mr. Howard had nothing to do with it, and disclosing the identify of Crowe.
* The forensic evidence recovered from the scene – shells and shell casings – corroborates the co-defendants' accounts.

* Documentary evidence from the government's original investigative files, as well as testimonial accounts from both the time of trial and now, confirm the co-defendants' account of Crowe's involvement.  For instance:
· The witness who originally broke the case for the government by recounting the confessions of two of Mr. Howard's co-defendants told the lead homicide detective that Crowe was "probably present" at the scene; the second item on the detective's initial "to do" list is to "Identify Crowe."
· Crowe's best friend submitted a sworn statement saying Crowe once told him Mr. Howard was "taking the beef for something I did," referring to the Parker murder.

· A key eyewitness that the government relied on at trial saw Crowe, two of the co-defendants (all of whom she knew) and another man – not Mr. Howard (whom she also knew) – commit the crime, but the trial court did not let her testify about Crowe and it was not known, until recently, that she had informed the government that Mr. Howard was not involved.  
* The co-defendants' detailed accounts of how the crime unfolded – where they approached from, where the victim's car was located, what they were wearing, how many of them there were, where they were positioned during the shooting, where they fled and how they fled – are corroborated by numerous eyewitnesses.  These include eyewitnesses the government presented at trial, eyewitnesses the government located during its investigation but never presented, and eyewitnesses Mr. Howard's lawyers discovered recently.

* Newly-discovered eyewitnesses who knew both the co-defendants and Mr. Howard confirm that Mr. Howard was not present at the scene of the crime.
* Alibi witnesses whom Mr. Howard's trial lawyer failed to call establish that Mr. Howard was home the night of the murder.

Evidence Disproving the Tainted Testimony of The Two Witnesses Against Mr. Howard

Apart from the evidence establishing Mr. Howard's innocence, all of which undermines the testimony of the brother and sister who purportedly saw Mr. Howard at the crime scene, there are myriad other facts proving the brother and sister did not see what they say they saw:
* The brother – at the time, an off-medication, substance-abusing escapee from a mental hospital with a history of auditory and visual hallucinations – volunteered the "information" he had seven months after the crime, while sitting in a police station after having just been arrested on narcotics and bail-jumping charges.

* The sister, also a chronic substance abuser, vehemently denied knowledge of the crime until the police put her in the same room at the prosecutor's office with her brother several months after the brother came forward.

* The sister misidentified Mr. Howard in court during trial, pointing to someone else.  This was unsurprising given that she had originally testified under oath that she had never met Mr. Howard, but by the time of trial, implausibly recounted that Mr. Howard walked up to her one day and, out of the blue, introduced himself to her using his full name.
* Evidence at trial conclusively established that the brother, who knew Mr. Howard, made other false allegations against him:
· He falsely accused Mr. Howard and another defendant of assaulting him (the government conceded that it was physically impossible for them to have been in the same place at the time)

· He falsely accused Mr. Howard of hitting his sister (he did admit, however, that he and Mr. Howard were "not on good terms")

· He falsely recounted that two of the co-defendants, in Mr. Howard's presence, talked about the crime (again, the government conceded that it was physically impossible for him to have been in the same place with any of them at the time)
* The brother had a relationship with the same girl as Mr. Howard; when the girl broke up with the brother, the brother repeatedly told the girl that he would get revenge against Mr. Howard.

* The brother's and sister's accounts of the crime are wildly inconsistent with the other evidence in the case, with prior accounts each gave to the police, and with each other.  For instance:

· While nearly 20 witnesses recounted that all of the assailants fled on foot through a parking lot, the brother and sister are the only witnesses who testified otherwise.  The brother testified that the assailants jumped into a black truck and drove off in the opposite direction, while the sister testified that the assailants scattered in different directions.
· The brother and sister are the only witnesses, among more than a dozen, who put the victim's car mid-block, rather than near a stoplight, hundreds of feet away.
· The brother was the only witness who testified that the victim's car was moving – at 15 mph – when the shooting occurred.

· The brother was the only witness who testified that it was light outside – at 7:00 pm in February in Washington, D.C.

· The brother and sister are the only witnesses who testified that the assailants had nothing on their heads
* The brother admitted to his close friend that he did not witness the murder.
* The brother and sister's mother submitted a sworn statement confirming that they were at home the night of the murder.
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