A PERSONAL INVESTIGATION

By Alex Ashton

PART VII: THE TIMOTHY DAVIS FRAME-UP EXPOSED, EVERYTHING FITS
Gerald Neighbors said since he didn’t see anything he was never questioned by a
police officer. The statement is nonsense, but what is especially troubling is that the
evidence points to Deputy Neighbors deliberately taking action to shield his close
relative, Gerald, from suspicion and to frame Timothy Davis for Mrs. Alford’s murder.
The proof follows.
The evening of the murder, Deputy Neighbors used information from his
conversation with Curtis Smith at the old covered bridge to frame Timothy Davis.
The evidence is in two parts:
First, Deputy Neighbors lied under oath to hide knowledge that the evening of
Mrs. Alford’s murder, Deputy Neighbors spoke with Curtis Smith at the covered
bridge before he participated in questioning Timothy Davis in the sheriff’s office.
On July 25, 1978, five days after the murder, Judge Robert Teel, Jr., presided over a
hearing in juvenile court to determine if there were probable cause to hold Timothy
Davis for murdering Mrs. Alford.
Assistant DA Frank Teel (brother to the judge) called Deputy Neighbors to testify and
asked him (page 10) what time he left Alford’s Grocery the night of the murder.
Neighbors’ reply: “Until we closed up. I’d say 9:50, something like that.”
The reply apparently baffled Frank Teel, who must have known Neighbors was lying.
Teel ended his questions with a request to recall the deputy. The two men got their
stories straight, and Teel continued his examination of Neighbors (page 42):
Q.
Would you tell the court, please, what your investigation consisted of and
concerned the motorcycle on July 20, 1978? [night of the murder]
A.
Okay, I have the time wrote down that I went to the defendant’s
grandmother’s house where he’s living, and I believe it was 7:51 p.m.
when I arrived.
But it wasn’t the deputy’s stop at the grandmother’s house that caused the evasive
testimony. It was the bridge. At the November 17, 1978, hearing to transfer Davis to
adult court, Davis’ attorney, Lee Sims, questioned Deputy Neighbors voir dire (page 84)
and the deputy expressed reluctance to admit going to the bridge:

Q.
A.
Q.
A.

Did you go down to the covered bridge?
Later on.
How much later on?
I couldn’t say. Later on that night, that evening.

This answer is evasive, as evidence shows. Trooper Ronnie Cribbs’ statement mentions
Neighbors at the bridge before dark. As Cribbs described Trooper Tapley’s “finding” the
billfold past the covered bridge:
I handed the evidence bag containing the wallet to Trooper Tapley. He wrote the
time and date on the bag. Deputy Joe Neighbors arrived and photographed the
place where the wallet was discovered and the spin marks made by a
motorcycle….
The time written on the evidence bag is 7:11 p.m. Deputy Neighbors was at the bridge
before Davis was questioned in the sheriff’s office.
At the trial, Deputy Neighbors again lied under oath about going to the bridge, but when
challenged (by the Assistant DA!) the deputy apparently lost his nerve and changed his
answer. On pages 470 and 471 the following took place, beginning with a re-cross by
Lee Sims, Davis’ attorney:
Q.
You said you didn’t take Curtis Smith’s fingerprints, didn’t you?
A.
No, sir, I didn’t.
Q.
He was down at the covered bridge, wasn’t he?
A.
I didn’t go to the covered bridge.
Q.
You just don’t know. That’s all.
Bob Williams, Assistant DA, jumped in:
We object to that last question. He answered the question in the affirmative that
he didn’t go to the covered bridge. We object on that ground. He didn’t get a
chance to answer it. His question was—
Judge Kenneth Ingram interrupted Williams:
I’m not sure what your objection is. I thought his answer was to the question, that
he didn’t go there.
Bob Williams:
Yes, sir, and then Mr. Sims asked another question. “You just don’t know. That’s
all.” I want Mr. Neighbors to have the opportunity to answer that before Mr. Sims
sits down.

Ingram:
You understand the question?
Neighbors:
Yes, sir.
Ingram:
Answer it.
Neighbors:
I did not got to the covered bridge to see Mr. Smith. I didn’t know Mr. Smith was
down there.

Confirmation that Deputy Neighbors was at the sheriff’s office when Davis was
questioned after 10:00 p.m. may be confirmed by the adult Miranda form signed by
Timothy Davis. Deputy Neighbors witnessed the form at 9:55 p.m. A copy may be seen
in Part II. The reason Deputy Neighbors perjured his testimony to deny he spoke with
Curtis Smith before Timothy Davis was questioned in the sheriff’s office follows.

The second thing Deputy Neighbors did the evening of the murder was use the
information exchanged with Curtis Smith at the bridge to frame Timothy Davis
with his statement.
According to Timothy Davis, while he was in the sheriff’s office the night of the murder,
he repeatedly told what happened. Deputy Neighbors busily typed his statement. After
Davis finally balked and Gosdin threatened his life, Deputy Neighbors threw a pen and
the paper he snatched from the typewriter in front of the young man.
“Okay, boy, there’s your statement, now sign it,” Davis said the deputy told him.
Davis insisted on reading the statement. “I didn’t say I went to the bridge,” Davis said,
when he finished reading. “I didn’t talk to anybody, I went straight home. I never said I
hurt my hands, look at them, not a scratch anywhere. I can’t sign this.” [This account is
from Timothy Davis.]
The unsigned statement places Davis at the covered bridge talking with Curtis Smith,
and, if signed by Davis, it would add enough confirmation to give credibility to a
thoroughly unreliable witness (Part III, reason 5). In the next-to-last paragraph of the

statement typed by Deputy Neighbors, Davis admits 1) he went to the bridge (where the
billfold was found), 2) he drove down to the creek bank (where the bloody paper towel
was found) and 3) virtually word for word corroborates Curtis Smith’s account of his
conversation with Davis.
Other than questioning if Timothy Davis would stupidly admit what the statement says
and then immediately deny saying it, reasons exist within the statement to believe
Timothy Davis’ was not the author of the unsigned statement bearing his name. One
may also conclude the document typed by Deputy Neighbors was an attempt to frame
Timothy Davis for the murder of Mrs. Alford.
Consider:
1. Davis’ refusal to sign something he had just said is inconsistent behavior for
someone who signed an adult Miranda waiver of his rights to show his
willingness to cooperate.
2. Timothy Davis was not asked to hand write a statement.
3. Davis lived 1.5 miles from Alford’s Grocery. He and his wife had gone to the
creek at the covered bridge several times to swim. Per the statement, after Davis
left Alford’s:
I had just reached the road I live on (Coosa County #32); I was coming
down Fish Pond Road (Alabama 259). At the intersection I turned around
and went back down to a dirt road (Coosa County 26) and went down to
the creek (Oakackoy [sic] Creek) at the covered bridge to wash my hands.
Whoever wrote the statement did not correctly place the intersection of County
Road 32 (where Davis lived) with Fishpond Road. County Road 32 was only a
half mile from Alford’s. See the map. Davis would not have turned back to get to
the covered bridge road. He would need to continue down Fishpond Road
another 2.5 miles to reach the Covered Bridge Road.
4. The author of Timothy Davis’ statement used words more consistent with a police
officer’s report than a seventeen year old youngster. The report mentions “two
white males” and refers to what everyone called the Covered Bridge Road as
“Coosa County 26.”
5. The wording in the statement meant to place Davis at the bridge resembles too
closely the words Curtis Smith said.
6. That Curtis Smith lied under oath is a matter of record.
7. That Deputy Neighbors lied under oath is also a matter of record.
The entire business down at the old covered bridge was a charade. Since Davis was
not privy to the lie, he could not have spoken the words in the statement because he
didn’t know anything about what story had been concocted to frame him. The frame-up

succeeded without a signed statement from Timothy
Davis, but Deputy Neighbors had work to do. The
deputy’s cousin, Gerald Neighbors, was not yet out of
danger from becoming a suspect.

Blood splatters on the victim’s
clothing

The evening of the murder Deputy Neighbors
tampered with and possibly destroyed evidence.
Photographs of Mrs. Alford’s clothes reveal what
appear to be blood splatters. The blood-stained clothing
was of special importance because the splatters may
have come from the assailant, who cut himself during
the stabbing.

Lt. E.J. Gosdin of the Alabama Bureau of Investigation responded to a call for
assistance from Sheriff Veston Peters. Gosdin arrived at Alford’s Grocery around 7
p.m. Later in the evening, the victim’s body was taken to Birmingham for an autopsy.
Lt. Gosdin gathered evidence to deliver to the state forensic lab in Auburn. Troopers
Tapley and Cribbs turned over to Gosdin a billfold and bloody paper towel. Deputy
Windsor turned Davis’ jeans and shirt over to Gosdin. Deputy Neighbors turned Davis’
shoes and motorcycle helmet over to Gosdin. Gosdin took possession of Davis’ under
shorts at the sheriff’s office. Gosdin turned over the evidence he had been given to the
state forensics lab in Auburn. However, not all the evidence was given to Lt. Gosdin.
Mrs. Alford’s pants, underpants and upper garment remained in the possession of
Deputy Neighbors. That the deputy personally retained the clothing cannot be disputed.
Gosdin’s report documents that Deputy Neighbors kept the evidence but provides no
explanation why a deputy sheriff was given possession of the most important forensic
evidence in the case.
Deputy Neighbors was a young man in 1978. His previous experience consisted of
working for a small-town police department in Coosa County, Alabama. In this writer’s
opinion, the only thing the deputy had the expertise to do was render the evidence unfit
for forensic testing, adding cover to his cousin, the only valid suspect in the case.
Keeping Mrs. Alford’s clothes was no careless oversight on the part of Deputy
Neighbors. A week passed, and Deputy Neighbors returned the clothes to Gosdin. A
chain of custody report was prepared with signatures from Neighbors and Gosdin,
which records the unethical deed.

Proof that Deputy Neighbors kept the victim’s clothing for a week.

Gosdin turned Mrs. Alford’s clothes over to the lab at Auburn, where they were received
by Tellis Hudson and examined by William Landrum. A handwritten, preliminary report
on Landrum’s examination of evidence in this case exists. The report notes that Mrs.
Alford’s clothes did contain blood splatters. There is no comment on whether an attempt
was made to type the splatters and, if so, what was the result. Landrum also noted
without further comment that the deputy kept the clothing in his personal possession for
a week.
Landrum published his report September 7, 1978. The final report was altered to
eliminate any mention of Mrs. Alford’s clothing or that Deputy Neighbors kept
possession of her clothing for a week. Landrum’s altered report gave Deputy Neighbors
cover to once again lie under oath, this time at the second hearing, held September 26,
1978. Davis’ attorney, Allen Edwards, cross-examined Deputy Neighbors. Beginning
on page 117, Edwards asks the deputy about various pieces of evidence, and the
questioning comes down to the following (also note that in the questioning of names
who the deputy talked to, Gerald Neighbors’ name is conspicuously missing):

Q.

Any other physical evidence that you have not testified about here today,
that you found yourself personally either through a search warrant or an
individual search or any other physical evidence that you are aware of that
you have not testified about here today?

And so how does Deputy Neighbors, the person who took personal possession of Mrs.
Alford’s clothing for an entire week answer the question?
A.
Not that I’m aware of.
Unlike Timothy Davis’ clothes, which remain in the Coosa County evidence room, Mrs.
Alford’s clothing has disappeared.
What follows are copies of Mr. Landrum’s handwritten 4-page report and the 2-page
typed official report. In the official report, item 8 of the handwritten report has been
completely deleted.

Page 1 of William Landrum’s preliminary forensic report

Page 2 of William Landrum’s preliminary forensic report

Page 3 of William Landrum’s preliminary forensic report

Page 4 of William Landrum’s preliminary forensic report

Landrum’s official forensic report, page 1 of 2

Landrum’s official forensic report, page 2 of 2

What was made of probable tampering with what may have been the most important
forensic evidence in this capital murder case? The answer is: nothing. At the trial,
questions about forensic testing of Mrs. Alford’s clothes received barely a mention, and
then by criminalist Ted Hudson, not William Landrum, the person responsible for
analyzing what were known blood splatters. Beginning on page 832 in Lee Sims crossexamination of Hudson the following exchange occurred:
Q Did you examine Mrs. Alford’s clothes?
A Yes, sir, they were not reported.

Q They were not?
A They were not included in my report, they were examined
for any possible foreign hairs and such.
Q You had Tim Davis’s hair, is that correct?
A Yes, I think so.
Q Did you find anything on Mrs. Alford’s clothes?
A

No, sir.

Earlier in his questioning (page 820) Hudson noted that William Landrum had been
transferred from the Auburn lab to Montgomery.
Evidence from the crime scene
As chief investigator, Deputy Neighbors had direct responsibility for gathering evidence
from the crime scene, including lifting fingerprints. The can of Brunswick stew
overturned beside the body yielded one fingerprint, identified by the state lab. The
Coosa County Sheriff’s Department supplied only Timothy Davis’ prints to the lab for
comparison. The reason: Davis was the only suspect, at least that was the reason
given. No record exists of an attempt to lift fingerprints at the store.
.
A hair was found at the store but apparently test results were unfavorable. While in
custody, Timothy Davis was ordered to give hair samples, which were received at the
Auburn lab by William Landrum along with a note that the sample from Davis was
provided for comparison purposes. No report was provided from the lab. Years later, the
note stating “pubic hair stuck in blood on floor” was discovered, but no other information
could be found.
The day following the murder, Deputy Neighbors and trooper Ronnie Cribbs found a
knife inside Gerald Neighbors’ cow lot. The knife is believed to be the murder weapon.
Trooper Cribbs statement notes that Deputy Neighbors took possession of the knife.
Tellis Hudson, the forensic scientist who examined the knife noted (page 828) that
“there were areas that took fingerprint powder, and you just assume there is a
fingerprint there.” Since there were no ridges available, Hudson could find no usable
prints. After all the malfeasance performed by Deputy Neighbors, it is reasonable to
question if he deliberately smeared the print on the knife.
To shield his cousin, Gerald Neighbors, from suspicion or questions, Deputy
Neighbors distanced himself from Gerald’s family.

At the probable cause hearing, Davis’ attorney asked Deputy Neighbors about his
relation to Gerald’s family (page 18):
Q.
I think there is a Neighbors that resides there. Someone named Neighbors
that resides next door to the store. Is that some of your family?
A.
Well, I am not sure. I am not sure if she is.
Lying about one’s relatives isn’t a crime, unless it’s done under oath. The deputy’s
answer, which refers to a female when gender is not mentioned in the question, reveals
he knew to whom the attorney was referring. Linnie Neighbors (Gerald’s mother), who
lived beside Alford’s Grocery, was the deputy’s great aunt. Gerald and his wife refer to
the deputy’s father as Joe and his son as JoJo.
The pieces of the investigation fit.
In the book Sexual Homicide: Patterns and Motives, criminology experts Robert K.
Ressler, Ann W. Burgess and John E. Douglas devote a chapter to criminal profiling
from crime scene analysis. To illustrate arriving at a correct conclusion, they use a
passage from Agatha Christie’s The Clocks with Hercule Poirot schooling Inspector
Hardcastle on how Poirot knows he has correctly solved the crime.
Hardcastle stared at him incredulously… “Excuse me , Monsieur Poirot, you
claim that you know who killed three people. And why?... All you mean is that you
have a hunch.”
“I will not quarrel with you over a word….Come now, Inspector. I know—really
know…I perceive you are still skeptic. But first let me say this: To be sure means
that when the right solution is reached, everything falls into place. You perceive
that in no other way could things have happened.
By no means do I put myself in the company of expert FBI profilers. But I have tried to
remain true to understanding the evidence and reaching a solution where, as Poirot
says, “everything falls into place...and in no other way could things have happened.”
Mrs. Alford’s murder was not complicated, in my opinion. But the case contains several
related parts which require understanding to make sense of it all. In summary, I have
reached 4 conclusions which I believe must be known and understood as a unified
solution to fit what happened in this case. My opinions of what happened:
1) The billfold was planted evidence [This conclusion has nothing to do with the
murder, but until the billfold at the bridge is debunked as planted evidence, a
correct solution to the murder cannot be found.],

2) Gerald Neighbors was involved in Mrs. Alford’s murder,
3) Deputy Joe Neighbors, Jr. shielded his cousin Gerald Neighbors from
suspicion and framed Timothy Davis, and
4) Timothy Davis had nothing to do with Mrs. Alford’s Murder.
Continue to Part VIII
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