A PERSONAL INVESTIGATION

By Alex Ashton

PART IV: EXONERATING EVIDENCE UNCOVERED

The evidence against Timothy Davis doesn’t add up
The victim’s arm was moved after the murder, as Davis claimed.
Timothy Davis’ says his statement was typed by Deputy Joe Neighbors, Jr. the night of
the murder. The statement contained a combination of truth and lies. A true part of the
statement was Davis claiming when he lifted Mrs. Alford’s left shoulder, blood gushed
from under the body.
Sheriff Peters scoffed at Davis’ account, but Peters corroborated Davis making the
claim the night of the murder. The above link opens to Veston Peters’ trial testimony
page, 714, where he discusses questioning Davis in a patrol car at Alford’s the night of
the murder:
He said, “I come in and went in there and found Mrs. Alford,” and said, “I raised
her up and got blood all over me, and I let her down,” and that is when I stopped
him there and advised him of his rights.
The following crime scene photograph, taken before the sheriff
and coroner moved the body, shows solidified, or dried, blood
along a line where the victim’s left arm was previously pressed
against the body but moved before the photograph was taken.
In the same picture, a second and conspicuously brighter, and
obviously fresher, pool of blood partially covers a larger and
older pool of blood on the floor around the body. This second
pool of blood proves blood came from under the body twice
before the coroner and sheriff moved the body.
Davis’ clothes point to his innocence.
The clothes Davis wore to Alford’s do not contain the
widespread blood splatters evident on the drink machine, the
floor and the area surrounding the body. Davis’ pants and shoes
do contain splatters and smears of blood consistent with actions
he said he took: dropping the victim’s shoulder onto the floor,
retrieving the motorbike keys from his pocket with blood on his
hand, holding the helmet, and unbuttoning his pants in the
bathroom at his grandmother’s home. His shirt contained no
trace of blood. No forensic evidence links Timothy Davis to the
murder other than the deliberate misrepresentation by William
Landrum. The entire set of forensic reports for this case may be
reviewed here.

Crime scene photograph
showing 1) the left arm had
been pulled away from the
body and 2) the body was
raised, allowing a fresher pool
of blood to run onto the floor.

Pants Davis wore to Alford’s Grocery.

Davis’ shoes and socks worn to Alford’s.

The shirt Davis wore to Alford’s Grocery had
no trace of blood.

If Timothy Davis murdered Mrs. Alford, the bloodstains on his clothes would more
closely resemble the front of the drink machine as shown in Part I, the body and
floor as shown at the beginning of this section and the store fixture beside the body
across from the drink machine as shown below.
Fingerprint did not match Davis.
Davis’ fingerprints did not match the print found on the can of Brunswick stew,
which was overturned beside the body.

The store fixture across from the drink machine shows how
widespread the blood splatters were on both sides of the
body.

Davis is left handed
Timothy Davis is left handed. Dr. Embry admitted in cross-examination that it would
have been extremely difficult for the assailant to use his left hand for the stabbing. In a
bizarre twist near the end of the trial, Assistant DA Bob Williams asked circuit clerk
Gerald Parker (page 913) if Parker had observed Timothy Davis writing and, if so, which
hand Davis used. Parker stated he had observed Davis writing with his left hand.
Davis had no reason to go to the back of the store.
The crime scene shows the interaction between the killer and Mrs. Alford began near
the back of the store and moved forward. The killer may have been purchasing a can of

Brunswick stew. Tim Davis and his family had eaten supper. Interviews with both Tim
and his wife, Pam, confirm this. Tim’s mother testified at the trial, and on pages 951-952
she explicitly states the family ate supper before Tim left. He had no reason to go to the
back of the store.
Davis’ attorneys did not use his alibi.
Davis has an alibi, which his defense attorneys chose not to use. The day of the
murder, Davis left work at 4:00 p.m. and arrived at his grandmother’s home about 4:15.
James Richardson, a young neighbor friend who lived a quarter of a mile away, arrived
home approximately the same time. Richardson said in his statement:
I stayed for a few minutes, then I went down to my friend’s house, Timothy Davis.
Tim said I could use his motorcycle. When I got back, Tim took me home and left
on his motorcycle going toward Fishpond Road.
Mr. R.J.W. Brant operated Brant’s Grocery, some three miles from Alford’s. According
to Brant’s statement:
Between 4:30 p.m. and 5:00 p.m., James Richardson…came to my store and
bought seventy-four cents of gas for an orange-looking motorcycle…
He left going toward Alexander City on Alabama 22. I learned from Scott
Dunning…that James went to his house, but he was not home. He was at Carol
Adamson’s looking at the fire truck. Scott also told me that James went to
Dunlop’s Grocery (The Golden Rule).
Tim’s mother says Tim left to take Richardson home at 5:15 p.m. Based on Brant’s
statement, the timing is reasonable. No record could be found of anyone making an
effort to get more information or a better estimate of timing from Richardson, Brant,
Dunning or Adamson.
Evidence pointing to Davis’ innocence was suppressed.
In his post-conviction appeal, Timothy Davis was represented by the Southern Center
for Human Rights. Davis’ attorneys requested and were given permission to review the
Alabama Bureau of Investigation’s file on Timothy Davis. Two attorneys working for the
center, Charlotta Norby and Bernard Harcourt, inspected the file and copied information
they believed might be useful.
Clay Crenshaw worked for the Alabama Attorney General’s office as head of the Capital
Litigation Unit and represented the AG’s office in Davis’ appeal. Crenshaw had objected
to giving the attorneys access to the ABI file, but the judge, John Rochester, told

Crenshaw if he had anything specific to object, he should bring it before Rochester in
camera and Rochester would rule on its admissibility.
Time passed (evidentiary hearings may drag on for years) and Harcourt and Crenshaw
were discussing an issue in the case by telephone. Crenshaw referred to a certain
page. “I don’t have that page,” Harcourt responded.
“Sure you do,” Crenshaw told him. After back and forth, Crenshaw faxed the page to
Harcourt. When Harcourt reviewed the page, he noticed a handwritten note near the
bottom:
Ron Brant runs store AL 22 in Ray Community. Home 234-7666. Knows Smith
sub. that raped a woman before, he lives on Covered Bridge Rd Approx. 40
years of age.
The upper part of the note referred to a
“Blue Helmet.” Someone had crossed
through “Blue” and written “Gold.”
First page from ABI file faxed from
Crenshaw to Davis’ attorney.
Harcourt immediately called Crenshaw.
“Where’d this document come from? You
somehow knowingly withheld this paper.
What else did you keep from us?”
After considering his options, Crenshaw
called Harcourt back. “I have another page
from the file which might help Tim Davis.”
Crenshaw then faxed a second page to
Harcourt. The page included a handwritten
note of what appeared to be the first
interview of Curtis Smith by troopers John
Tapley and Ronnie Cribbs and included
the words which explained the crossed-out
word on the note faxed earlier:
On Honda Small Helmet Blue.
First page from ABI file faxed from Crenshaw to Davis.

This is second page from ABI file faxed from Clay Crenshaw to Davis’ attorney.

A few days later, Crenshaw sent Harcourt a third page from the ABI file. The page
included yet another handwritten note from the day of the murder and referred to a hair
found at the crime. Davis attorneys never knew the evidence existed.
Found face-down in front of counter; stabbed multiple time s in back; pubic hair
stuck in blood on floor—possible sexual assault.

This was third page from ABI file faxed to Davis’ attorney.

On the day of the hearing before Judge Rochester, Crenshaw made a last attempt to
stave off Harcourt’s exposing the cover-up of exonerating evidence. “Tim Davis might
need this, too,” Crenshaw said, and handed Harcourt a fourth page removed from the
ABI file. The page included an inquiry into Curtis Smith’s criminal history made by ABI
agent Jimmy Abbett. The summary listed a charge but no answer one way or the other
on a conviction. Abbett’s inquiry and the Ron Brant note were the first indications Curtis
Smith’s sexual felony past was intentionally withheld from Davis’ attorneys.

This is the fourth page from ABI file hidden from Davis’ attorneys.

ABI agent Jimmy Abbett controlled access to the ABI file on Timothy Davis when
Harcourt and Norby copied pages from the file. Mr. Abbett testified at the hearing, and
the entire scheme to hide exculpatory evidence in the ABI file crashed during Abbett’s
questioning from Steve Bright. The most damning testimony occurs on pages 420-425
and includes the following:
Q.
And was there part of the ABI file that was removed by Mr. Crenshaw
before that copy was provided?
A.
There was a delineation [sic]. Yes, sir, there was.
Q.
And who took those copies that were taken out?
A.
They were not taken out. They were just—they were set aside.
Q.
Well, they weren’t provided to Mr. Harcourt back at that time, were they?
A.
That’s correct.
Q.
Okay, did you see who took them out?
A.
They were taken out by the Attorney General’s office, yes.
And so a new twist is added to the case. In addition to all the problems from the night of
the murder through the trial, we now know that Clay Crenshaw, Assistant Attorney
General of Alabama, and head of the capital litigation unit, hid at least four pieces of
exculpatory evidence. Unfortunately, the full extent of Mr. Crenshaw’s malfeasance may
never be known.
Clay Crenshaw remains employed with the Attorney General’s office. If hiding evidence
pointing to the innocence of a man facing execution did not initiate termination
proceedings against Crenshaw, one can only wonder what transgression might be
serious enough to endanger his job.

Steve Bright never pushed the issue with Crenshaw’s mischief. Considering Mr. Bright’s
tepid defense of Timothy Davis, one can only speculate if any transgression may rise to
a level of seriousness that would prod him to energetically protect his client’s legal
rights.
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