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QUESTIONS ABOUT THE FACTS AND CIRCUMSTANCES SURROUNDING THE
DEATH OF WANGSHENG LENG

Interrogatory No. 1: Did the Issaquah Police Department receive a report of a verbal domestic

disturbance at the Leng residence on August 5, 20182
YES u NO UNKNOWN

Interrogatory No. 2: Did the 911 caller inform the call-taker that the individuals involved in this

incident might be Korean or Chinese?
vEs NO UNKNOWN

Interrogatory No. 3: Were the responding officers informed that the individuals involved in this

incident might be Korean?

YES NO 5 UNKNOWN 1

Interrogatory No. 4: Were the responding officers told that this incident might involve non-

English speakers?
YES No L UNKNOWN

Interrogatory No. 5: Did Officers Mike Lucht and Kylen Whittom respond to the Leng

residence and interact with Wangsheng Leng and his wife LiPing Yang?
vEs & No UNKNOWN

Interrogatory No. 6: When officers first encountered Mr. Leng and Ms. Yang, did it appear to
any Officer that Mr. Leng was holding Ms. Yang’s shirt from behind?

SERGEANT LUCHT: YES o NO UNKNOWN

OFFICER WHITTOM: YES NO Y UNKNOWN_Z

Interrogatory No. 7: Was there a language barrier among the officers and Mr. Leng and Ms.

Yang?

ves L NO UNKNOWN
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Interrogatory No. 8: Did a language barrier among the officers and Mr. Leng and Ms. Yang

impede communications?
ves & o UNKNOWN
Interrogatory No. 9: Did the officers see the apartment door shutting?

SERGEANT LUCHT: yes W NO UNKNOWN

OFFICER WHITTOM: vES (s NO UNKNOWN

Interrogatory No. 10: Did the officers enter the apartment?

SERGEANT LUCHT: vES e NO UNKNOWN

OFFICER WHITTOM: YES& _ “NO UNKNOWN
Interrogatory No. 11: Did Mr. Leng wave his arms and loudly say something like “Da Da Da”?
YESW  No UNKNOWN
Interrogatory No. 12: Did Mr. Leng move toward Officer Lucht?
ves. b No_ uUNkNOwN D
Interrogatory No. 13: Did the officers hold Mr. Leng and move him to the couch?
SERGEANT LUCHT: YES& NO UNKNOWN_
OFFICER WHITTOM: YES_E NO UNKNOWN
Interrogatory No. 14: Did Mr. Leng tense up while the officers were moving him?

YES W NO UNKNOWN

Interrogatory No. 15: Did the officers lower Mr. Leng down so that his chest was on the couch?

SERGEANT LUCHT: ves & No UNKNOWN
OFFICER WHITTOM: YEs L NO UNKNOWN
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Interrogatory No. 16: Was there a blue pillow between the couch and Mr. Leng?
YES _‘5; NO UNKNOWNL

Interrogatory No. 17: Did the officers place Mr. Leng in handcuffs?
SERGEANT LUCHT: YESE_ NO UNKNOWN_

OFFICER WHITTOM: vES (¢ NO UNKNOWN

Interrogatory No. 18: Did Mr. Leng stop tensing up and stop reacting to the officers after being
handcuffed?

ves ¥ No_ unknown
Interrogatory No. 19: Did an officer or officers move Mr. Leng to a chair?
SERGEANT LUCHT: YES_& NO_ UNKNOWN
OFFICER WHITTOM: vEs &  No UNKNOWN
Interrogatory No. 20: Did an officer or officers move Mr. Leng to a second chair?
SERGEANT LUCHT: ves & No_ unknown
OFFICER WHITTOM: YES (L NO UNKNOWN_
Interrogatory No. 21: Did an officer request medical aid?
YES&  NO UNKNOWN_

Interrogatory No. 22: At what point did the officers first learn that Mr. Leng suffered from

Alzheimer’s disease?

Before making physical contact? YES NO G UNKNOWN
While making physical contact? ~ YES ®  NO ‘L UNKNOWN A
After making physical contact? YES L NO % UNKNOWN A
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Interrogatory No. 23: After the officers learned of Mr. Leng’s Alzheimer’s disease, did the

officers determine that this was not a domestic violence incident?

vES U NO UNKNOWN

Interrogatory No. 24: At what point did officers first attempt to obtain an interpreter?

Before making physical contact? YES NO;U; UNKNOWN_
While making physical contact? . YES__ NOX UNKNOWN
After making physical contact,

but before calling for medical aid? YES NO& UNKNOWN_
After calling for medical aid? YESY o UNKNOWN

Simultaneous with calling for

medical aid? YES No U UNKNOWN

Interrogatory No. 25: Were officers able to communicate with Mrs. Yang using an interpreter?
vesY N0 unknown

Interrogatory No. 26: Were officers able to communicate with Mr. Leng using an interpreter?
vEs  wNo UNKNOWN

Interrogatory No. 27: Did medics decide to transport Mr. Leng to a hospital?
YES“  No_ UNkNOWN

Interrogatory No. 28: While in the hospital, was Mr. Leng diagnosed with a cervical spine

injury for which he underwent surgery?
ves @ wo UNKNOWN

Interrogatory No. 29: Did Mr. Leng have a preexisting physical condition that affected the

severity of his spinal cord injury?

vEs (s NO UNKNOWN
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Interrogatory No. 30: Were scrapes that were observed on Mr. Leng’s arms, hand, leg, and foot

while he was at the hospital caused during his interaction with the officers?
YES 2 NO UNKNOWN_ %

Interrogatory No. 31: Were the scrapes on Mr. Leng determined to be superficial by medical

personnel?
YES @ NO UNKNOWN

Interrogatory No. 32: Did Mr. Leng’s Alzheimer’s impede his ability to participate in

rehabilitation for his spinal cord injury?
ves 1 No_ unknown &
Interrogatory No. 33: Did Mr. Leng develop aspiration pneumonia as a complication from his
spinal cord injury?
ves ¥ No_ uUnkNOwN

Interrogatory No. 34: Did Mr. Leng die on September 5, 2018 in Shoreline, WA?

YES “": NO UNKNOWN 2

Interrogatory No. 35: Did force used by the officers cause or contribute to Mr. Leng’s death?
SERGEANT LUCHT: YESj?_ NO UNKNOWN_?;
OFFICER WHITTOM: YESE-,_ NO UNKNOWNL

Interrogatory No. 36: Did Mr. Leng’s preexisting spinal condition contribute to his death?
YES S NOo UNKNOWN 4

Interrogatory No. 37: Did Mr. Leng’s Alzheimer’s contribute to his death?

YES U NO UNKNOWN
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QUESTIONS ABOUT WHETHER THE INVOLVED OFFICERS COMPLIED WITH
ISSAQUAH POLICE DEPARTMENT POLICIES AND TRAININGS

Handcuffing and Restraints

Interrogatory No. 38: Did Issaquah Police Department Policy #306 on Handcuffing and

Restraints apply to the actions of the involved officers during this incident?
SERGEANT LUCHT: YES & NO UNKNOWN
OFFICER WHITTOM: YES (0 NO UNKNOWN

Interrogatory No. 39: If the policy applied, did the involved officers comply with Policy #306

on Handcuffing and Restraints?

SERGEANT LUCHT: vyEsSY  No_ UNKNOWN
DID NOT ANSWER

OFFICER WHITTOM: YESM  NO_ UNKNOWN
DID NOT ANSWER

Interrogatory No. 40: If the policy applied, did the involved officers comply with training they

received on implementing Policy #306 on Handcuffing and Restraints?

SERGEANT LUCHT: YES (@ NO UNKNOWN
DID NOT ANSWER
OFFICER WHITTOM: YES (@ NO UNKNOWN
DID NOT ANSWER
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Use of Force

Interrogatory No. 41: Did Issaquah Police Department Policy #300.3 on Use of Force apply to

the actions of the involved officers during this incident?
SERGEANT LUCHT: YES U NO UNKNOWN
OFFICER WHITTOM: YES \# NO UNKNOWN

Interrogatory No. 42: If the policy applied, did the involved officers comply with Policy #300.3

on Use of Force? 1

SERGEANT LUCHT: YESQ NO UNKNOWN i ot
DID NOT ANSWER

OFFICER WHITTOM: YES& NO UNKNOWN_?i
DID NOT ANSWER

Interrogatory No. 43: If the policy applied, did the involved officers comply with training they

received on implementing Policy #300.3 on Use of Force?

SERGEANT LUCHT: YES b NO UNKNOWN_ 2
DID NOT ANSWER
OFFICER WHITTOM: YES © NO UNKNOwN_ %
DID NOT ANSWER
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Deadly Force Applications

Interrogatory No. 44;: Did Issaquah Police Department Policy #300.4 on Deadly Force

Applications apply to the actions of the involved officers during this incident?

SERGEANT LUCHT: YES

OFFICER WHITTOM: YES

No (@ UNKNOWN

No (2 UNKNOWN

Interrogatory No. 45: If the policy applied, did the involved officers comply with Policy #300.4

on Deadly Force Applications?

SERGEANT LUCHT: YES

NO UNKNOWN

DID NOT ANSWER (&

OFFICER WHITTOM: YES

NO UNKNOWN

DID NOT ANSWER

Interrogatory No. 46: If the policy applied, did the involved officers comply with training they

received on implementing Policy #300.4 on Deadly Force Applications?

SERGEANT LUCHT: YES

NO UNKNOWN

DID NOT ANSWER &2

OFFICER WHITTOM: YES

NO UNKNOWN

DID NOT ANSWER 2

Duty to Intercede

Interrogatory No. 47: Did Issaquah Police Department Policy #300.2.1 on the Duty to Intercede

apply to the actions of the involved officers during this incident?

SERGEANT LUCHT: YES

OFFICER WHITTOM: YES
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Interrogatory No. 48: If the policy applied, did the involved officers comply with Policy
#300.2.1 on the Duty to Intercede?

SERGEANT LUCHT: YES NO UNKNOWN
DID NOT ANSWER &9

OFFICER WHITTOM: YES NO UNKNOWN

DID NOT ANSWER (&2

Interrogatory No. 49: If the policy applied, did the involved officers comply with training they

received on implementing Policy #300.2.1 on the Duty to Intercede?

SERGEANT LUCHT: YES NO UNKNOWN

DID NOT ANSWER &2

OFFICER WHITTOM: YES NO UNKNOWN Q’J
C
D‘D M" MW )

Medical Consideration

Interrogatory No. 50: Did Issaquah Police Department Policy #300.6 on Medical Consideration

apply to the actions of the involved officers during this incident?
SERGEANT LUCHT: YES Y% NO UNKNOWN
OFFICER WHITTOM: YES Q NO UNKNOWN

Interrogatory No. 51: If the policy applied, did the involved officers comply with Policy #300.6

on Medical Consideration?

SERGEANT LUCHT: vES¥  nNo UNKNOWN
DID NOT ANSWER
OFFICER WHITTOM: ves @  no UNKNOWN_
DIDNOT ANSWER
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Interrogatory No. 52: If the policy applied, did the involved officers comply with training they

received on implementing Policy #300.6 on Medical Consideration?

SERGEANT LUCHT: ves&s nNo UNKNOWN
DID NOT ANSWER

OFFICER WHITTOM: vEs&  No__ uUnkNOWN
DID NOT ANSWER

Crisis Intervention Incidents

Interrogatory No. 53: Did Issaquah Police Department Policy #469 on Crisis Intervention

Incidents apply to the actions of the involved officers during this incident?
SERGEANT LUCHT: vEs @ NO UNKNOWN
OFFICER WHITTOM: YES W NO UNKNOWN

Interrogatory No. 54: If the policy applied, did the involved officers comply with Policy #469

on Crisis Intervention Incidents?

SERGEANT LUCHT: YES * NO UNKNOWN_ Z.
DID NOT ANSWER
OFFICER WHITTOM: YES ‘g NO UNKNOWN_ Z-
DID NOT ANSWER
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Interrogatory No. 55: If the policy applied, did the involved officers comply with training they

received on implementing Policy #469 on Crisis Intervention Incidents?

SERGEANT LUCHT: vyEsY4 No UNKNOWN_ 2=
DID NOT ANSWER

OFFICER WHITTOM: ves ¥ NO__ UNKNOowN %
DID NOT ANSWER

Bias-Based Policing

Interrogatory No. 56: Did Issaquah Police Department Policy #402 on Bias-Based Policing

apply to the actions of the involved officers during this incident?
SERGEANT LUCHT: YES G NO UNKNOWN
OFFICER WHITTOM: vYES W@ NO UNKNOWN

Interrogatory No. 57: If the policy applied, did the involved officers comply with Policy #402

on Bias-Based Policing?

SERGEANT LUCHT: YES ) NO UNKNOWN_ %
DID NOT ANSWER
OFFICER WHITTOM: YES b NO UNKNOWN_ 2
DID NOT ANSWER
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Interrogatory No. 58: If the policy applied, did the involved officers comply with training they

received on implementing Policy #402 on Bias-Based Policing?

SERGEANT LUCHT: YEs. 2  No UNKNOWN 5
DID NOT ANSWER

OFFICER WHITTOM: YEs.>  No UNKNOWN_ >
DID NOT ANSWER

Limited English Proficiency Services

Interrogatory No. 59: Did Issaquah Police Department Policy #368 on Limited English

Proficiency Services apply to the actions of the involved officers during this incident?

SERGEANT LUCHT: YES M NO UNKNOWN

OFFICER WHITTOM: YES (o NO UNKNOWN

Interrogatory No. 60: If the policy applied, did the involved officers comply with Policy #368

on Limited English Proficiency Services?

SERGEANT LUCHT: YES 1L NO UNKNOWN
DID NOT ANSWER
OFFICER WHITTOM: YES L NO UNKNOWN %
DID NOT ANSWER
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Interrogatory No. 61: If the policy applied, did the involved officers comply with training they

received on implementing Policy #368 on Limited English Proficiency Services?

SERGEANT LUCHT: vest  wNo UNKNOWN H
DID NOT ANSWER

OFFICER WHITTOM: YES & No UNKNOwN_ M
DID NOT ANSWER

Domestic Violence

Interrogatory No. 62: Did Issaquah Police Department Policy #320 on Domestic Violence

apply to the actions of the involved officers during this incident?

SERGEANT LUCHT: vEs U NO UNKNOWN

OFFICER WHITTOM: = YES W& NO UNKNOWN

Interrogatory No. 63: If the policy applied, did the involved officers comply with Policy #320

on Domestic Violence?

SERGEANT LUCHT: YES ¥ NO UNKNOWN
DID NOT ANSWER
OFFICER WHITTOM: ves & NO UNKNOWN
DID NOT ANSWER
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Interrogatory No. 64: If the policy applied, did the involved officers comply with training they

received on implementing Policy #320 on Domestic Violence?

SERGEANT LUCHT: vesle.  No UNKNOWN
DID NOT ANSWER

OFFICER WHITTOM: YESU  No UNKNOWN_
DID NOT ANSWER

QUESTIONS DETERMINING WHETHER WANGSHENG LENG’S DEATH WAS
OCCASIONED BY CRIMINAL MEANS

Interrogatory No. 65: Did the involved officers cause Wangsheng Leng’s death by criminal

means, as defined in Instruction No. 82

SERGEANT LUCHT: YES No L2 UNKNOWN
OFFICER WHITTOM: YES No_Us UNKNOWN
m King County

Inquest Program

Department of Executive Services

401 Fifth Avenue, Suite 135

Seattle, WA 98104

206-477-6191

Page 15 of 16 TTY Relay 711
Inquests@kingcounty.gov




DATED this E day of February, 2024.
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Juror No. 41—

——

JUROR EXPLANATION F ORM

If desired, you may provide a written explanation of any of your answers to the
interrogatories. You need only provide a written explanation when you believe that a

written explanation of Your answer would provide information helpful in explaining or
interpreting your answer.

—
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Juror No. fL

JUROR EXPLANATION FORM

If desired, you may provide a written explanation of any of your answers to the
interrogatories. You need only provide a written explanation when you believe that a

written explanation of your answer would provide information helpful in explaining or
interpreting your answer.

—

Interrogatory N 0._32:
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Juror No. A

——

JUROR EXPLANATION FORM

If desired, you may provide a written explanation of any of your answers to the
interrogatories. You need only provide a written explanation when you believe that a

written explanation of your answer would
interpreting your answer.

provide information helpful in explaining or

Interrogatory No.gi:
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Juror No. 1.
JUROR EXPLANATION FORM

If desired, you may provide a written explanation of any of your answers to the
interrogatories. You need only provide a written explanation when you believe that a
written explanation of your answer would provide information helpful in explaining or
interpreting your answer.
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Juror No. 3 :
JUROR EXPLANATION FORM

If desired, you may provide a written explanation of any of your answers to the
interrogatories. You need only provide a written explanation when you believe that a

written explanation of your answer would provide information helpful in explaining or
interpreting your answer.
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Juror No. )

JUROR EXPLANATION FORM

If desired, you may provide a written explanation of any of your answers to the
interrogatories. You need only provide a written explanation when you believe that a
written explanation of your answer would provide information helpful in explaining or
interpreting your answer.

—

Interrogatory N 0.3__5:
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the date ¢f cdeath ag feptembelr Sth_ 2018
nhile Detective Mellis stated +he date of
death _acg SCptember Gth, 20ig.

Interrogatory No.iﬁ"jz

NO, becaus e 4 here was no intention by either
offiter 1 coule SerioWt bodily harvh or
dearh , which 18 cohsidrent Wiih Policy
#300.4 and Chicf Pavia fchwany a‘m‘ﬂm%ﬂjﬁ

Interrogatory No. :




Juror No. 9

JUROR EXPLANATION FORM

If desired, you may provide a written explanation of any of your answers to the
interrogatories. You need only provide a written explanation when you believe that a

written explanation of your answer would provide information hel

pful in explaining or

interpreting your answer.

JeS . as thi§ become a medicql SiTvarion upon

Interrogatory NoSZ:

(%
officers’ reatization o Mr.Leng'S Alzheimer’s
& . R suf
d10gnosis. AISe clarifuing +had” Peiicy Y69

5. &

5 [ < s \1#\ J & e | VA
did not appiv votil obftcers jearned Bf
- } ¢ B & s 1 g i
MY LEna's AlZheimer’s diagno$is, which occul red
T - . :
a11€r officers hoandcuffed him.

=

Interrogatory N ofﬂz

YES§. as o language barncr was no+ fiS+ed)
9§ ony of the Mapbpriate rcliance’ on
£8c¢ ¢ ethnicity. officers did not assume o
l0NnaVaae baviier tpon learning of My.Leng
@m{f{/ Mgl\!dm&’é H’fit ancl {"ﬁf@m?fﬁ\ﬁfﬁ'.me ﬁM
intey pretation” languaqe FBe parriers does nor
fall under the raie and ethniciry yumbrella.

Interrogatory No.@_@:

JAknown, af whether janquage Zssiciance
was provided in a Himely “mahner is un -
(ertain. This beCause lafquage iThe was
calted offer Mr.ieng wag \cj:fff*fémedv Howe ver,
gfficers were adhering 10 secunng fhe JCene

v ooy L 7 R HPS ‘\Ji”v oy i : '%]"""‘ =
petore calling +he language ling Ufficers

Interrogatory No. :

5 . . A % N 4 . " =
did Noi tefHfy opn whether theoy ;omvsded
langvage 0ptHioRs. J

Interrogatory No. _:
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Juror No. J

JUROR EXPLANATION FORM

If desired, you may provide a written explanation of any of your answers to the
interrogatories. You need only provide a written explanation when you believe that a
written explanation of your answer would provide information helpful in explaining or
interpreting your answer.

Interrogatory No.(;5

NO., the invoived officers did not causfe

wang§heng Leng's death by Criminal

means. Froth the 'defininon 04 “Crimipal

Meuns” given (n Juror InStrucHon No.R

my a‘Mf?’prem"ﬁoh I§ 1hat both oﬁ:cﬂem",

0cl(s) or/and failvre To do $¢ musi be

both a proximatc caude 01 deathk and

Interrogatory No. :

&imua"i'o&t/?‘c‘(}\m‘t\.; bc unlaw{u] as determined |
in the mﬁmc%ms. Although | canclvded
there to be SubStantial amount of ewicence
10 prove 4h a4 officers’ acts were a Prox-

imate cavse of death, their detaining of

r 1 & w'.
Mr.tena woas indeced lawful. in order "for

< - i ] 1 ~ P . F i
me 1S ansSwer “yes' both musi Lo Trug

Interrogatory No. :

which n 4hiS case. 1§ nat.

Interrogatory No. :

Interrogatory No. :




Juror No. 6

JUROR EXPLANATION FORM

If desired, you may provide a written explanation of any of your answers to the
interrogatories. You need only provide a written explanation when you believe that a

written explanation of your answer would provide information helpful in explaining or
interpreting your answer.

—

Interrogatory No. ‘]l

Officers  verg v, e of posabic ethnicifies of
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boreder okl et hecn an Gsguntion possth by T Ldehion
of poliey, S ’
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Interrogatory N o.liz:
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T cnsuercd oo “Unlcnonn ' beanse, T foel Shod Heorew, T2
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Meelone . Acaerdd 4o Do Lovy Bulwern yery [y,
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e s

|

Interrogatory No.(ﬁ':

C’VH/'\TF' Hoot Hhe L e p5ed  wins Qgﬁ(ﬁ/\c,ma G& 4 %‘7’5‘\/\["}'«

T do wob heltig dhel eibher ofuer UhiHom por
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L
¥ B
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Interrogatory No.27:

Alter the laavuece barrree and Aldheimers sard were
cbpqved, L[t L we a5 Theh nonverdal attanphs
+¢ Ca‘mvv\w;\cmte Wele w—,fk ﬁ'HrmA le,c* a#«fi “‘}‘L oce T Conhg L-
COV\'QTJUWH}J s/ peliey weo Gllowed]




Juror No. 6

If desired

JUROR EXPLANATION FORM

» you may provide a written explanation of any of your answers to the

interrogatories. You need only provide a written explanation when you believe that a

written explanation of your answer would provide information hel
interpreting your answer.

pful in explaining or

Interrogatory N 0.5_0:

_:P: g M 5. \{a‘mx“‘;" +1’)5 ‘*(mumt/ ETS “‘”‘o bC b(’ i{wed\, cxmup\ﬁ %1" [N
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Was cvf«ﬂabic L seole }\GIP'H\M“\"\ Hhe — line , becse
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Interrogatory No. §g’

T ‘w."few; “H«.H- M i/cw}% ‘;\éf\';}w#'ioms wTth the Thvolyed
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Interrogatory No. :

Interrogatory No._:

Interrogatory No. :




Juror No. H
JUROR EXPLANATION FORM
|

If desired, you may provide a written explanation of any of your answers to the
interrogatories. You need only provide a written explanation when you believe that a
written explanation of your answer would provide information helpful in explaining or
interpreting your answer.

v 4]

oS gupliee vl ﬁh&n a'cvfn‘(?u"( wee  dusave  dlio b
Interrogatory No.53: FT e

AO Ao, l\lll:.,mnﬁ L

Interrogatory No._:

Interrogatory No. :

Interrogatory No. :

Interrogatory No. :




Juror No. M

JUROR EXPLANATION FORM

If desired, you may provide a written explanation of any of your answers to the

interrogatories.

You need only provide a written explanation when you believe that a
written explanation of your answer would provide information hel

pful in explaining or
interpreting your answer.

—

Interrogatory No22:

Jwhile moking why sieal cotect” T am censc deving enly
: AP j N3
el cowkeick MeP Sva Crerrre

Interrogatory No.Zo:
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Juror No. Z
JUROR EXPLANATION FORM

If desired, you may provide a written explanation of any of your answers to the
interrogatories. You need only provide a written explanation when you believe that a

written explanation of your answer would provide information helpful in explaining or
interpreting your answer.
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Interrogatory Nob)[: comphes or A pnet counply T e oelen . T Qin
éf,/m.m\ virkonecuen. 1 nahox,w -Hrm‘:i— r\ﬁ'l(‘ﬂ.ﬁ’@
%nv)m 4\~\m\y‘\ci 1 commonicdie
) - OnvinewsD
Ofyoye vprm(h(,\ im ‘Dderu oriovyy on pHeyr %\ma?
Interrogatory No /ol Guaack ﬂd\Cu Stnt g ~\—incc’r /*ur:\\(g e ("r?«uH haye ‘\}%Q/Q

@\, /L’irmaum,e iAmAhC et ion CLJA 25 o D(\é&mtc WP NS (“ﬁ
(\L&\fzf?\)/ﬁ\ﬂ(}lﬂ‘“\ g \(QV\QDCLC& (\fr(’\(rﬂrﬁ 3 W\‘H\mr OLoN
A pede paoing Q—H-H‘J\ \-\MC&T\I "H«Lu r%()ﬁ% Aviino 4
Lcmw\bm“()m{. " Tine \MDGHT(M‘ ~r\/\a+ r\/\i’,m\aﬁr}Q
@m‘zm‘) ave able 4n o S:m’*h\ i\,\ commomicats +h o reasoen
£or contael V' staked ‘n AR 4™ | ED Secuie? alpnd
wib Vhﬂumw\apul cond ol assisteonce .V U\u
devigke Come S e f(Lch ot ot the “Hine
ol g inddent and ST ar . FTine of
‘:“(’(J_,? e 1 fe vt o Og—i(jb‘f contd  doll oe —Anect
o, mmt’a I wvoly gl in e inddeont <pos

1 - \ Wnittom — uin Cineuon m~ Luelvd~ s ook
MCL \QWLUC“M" ’ m‘”' w h “ {ol ~ Wvu '.}: “USV\‘L CL?

Thig auestion @cks £ My Lenac Ao 1P
MEMIS 4 Aofioed n nshrurtion 49, \mdvn:('\?onf(
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i TR e Cavew A Jdorekt . lockeol UO \/1;
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Interrogatory No(ﬁ:
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Juror No. 2

JUROR EXPLANATION FORM

If desired, you may provide a written explanation of any of your answers to the
interrogatories. You need only provide a written explanation when you believe that a

written explanation of your answer would provide information helpful in explaining or
interpreting your answer.

Interrogatory N 0.@:
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