
This document is generated to make the larger, more detailed report entitled Exhibits 1-5 Color Scans 

easier and faster to understand. Referenced larger document, through the use of diagrams, broke the 

Original Incident Report and its Supplement down into understandable fragments. Otherwise, The Original 

Incident Report 2018-0000-133 7485 is not understandable and thus begs the question how the case was 

ever advanced first to The County Attorney’s Office where it was promptly declined and sent back to PHX 

PD Property Crimes Division. Letter from Chief  Jerri Williams (Included in presentation) confirms our claim 

that deliberately or otherwise, Walmart, Inc. employee’s unfounded shoplifting charges placed 

defendants in jeopardy of being charged with a Class 4 Felony per ARS §13-1804-I. Had they been wrongly 

convicted this would have destroyed their ability to ever earn a decent living and provide for their two 

little boys.  

Our focus rests solely on the 06/07/2018 charge subject case. The other two charges were not prosecuted 

by The City of Phoenix Prosecutor’s Office. This dropping of charges  should come as no surprise to the 

finder of fact intent upon getting to the bottom of this matter. Reason being Walmart could not present 

one piece of evidence that even remotely suggested  these charges were anything but fraudulent. Of 

course, the preceding indictment begs the question: why then, was the third incident charged when there 

was no credible evidence to support it either?  Had City Prosecutor actually read and understood the 

astoundingly flawed  Original Incident Report , would this office have taken the case to trial?  

Please direct your attention to Page 1. of 3. Simplified Incident Report. Top-left find: FOLLOW THIS 

NUMBER. See  $88.74. Then find: FOLLOW THIS DATE. See: 06/07/2018. After finding subject date, follow 

downward slanting arrow to 05/07/2018. Reading the paragraph we learn John is seen selecting THREE 

cases of beer, not two as later claimed, and loading beer into the cart. Though not specifically stated we 

must assume this $88.74 must be the dollar amount of good removed on 06/07/2018 since no other date 

is mentioned. Now, please go to Page 2. of 3. top-left and find Figure #1.  

Figure #1 ↓ examined.  

$88.74 (inside oval) appears for the second time. First, please follow diagonal line to the left and take note 

of the merchandise items called out. This is the last time these items  will be referenced by Walmart. Why 

this is so defendants don’t know, the Jury will have to ask Walmart for the answer. Now, please follow 

downward line to paragraph for the third time this $88.7 appears. But please note now this $88.74 now 

represents the dollar value of ALL goods removed between 04/28/2018 and 06/07/32018 where before, 

on page 1. of 3., it represented just the beer.  We are reminded there was also a 5/28/2018 charge 

between the two subject charge dates. But now, we must try to figure out what Walmart claims was stolen 

and its dollar value since two of the three claimed incidents were not charged. Finder of fact need not 

anticipate a sensible answer is forthcoming, it is not. Please read on.  

Now finder of fact will please go to Page 3. of 3 and middle  of page find: Figure #2. This is the fourth time 

this dollar figure has appeared and third time its identify has changed. It is now claimed to represent the 

merchandise removed (the beer) on 06/07/2018. Now, to the last of the mysteries. Directing your 

attention to the last two incidents above 06/07/2018 nowhere will we find what was taken on either of 

these two dates in any piece of evidence.  
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defendants have seen. The total of all merchandise taken, in direct contradiction to what is stated in 

top paragraph, page 2. of 3. ($88.74.) is now $213.74.  

At this point the trail goes cold. Defendants have no information informing how and why the totally 

indecipherable  incident report details were abandoned and the beer theft charge alone was 

pursued by City Prosecutor’s Office. From trial transcript, we do know the final charge of shoplifting 

charge was for two cases of Bud light valued at exactly $41.96. No doubt, there is a bridging 

document or incident report change that abandoned the preceding nonsensical claims. Again, we 

know this must be so simply because, at trial, Walmart had somehow settled on two cases of Bud 

Light as the merchandise actually shoplifted. This was the only merchandise called out at trial. But 

what may we ask happened to the merchandise  Claudia was supposedly seen stuffing into a 

shopping bag in liquor aisle video? And those mysterious black chairs? And aloe vera?  

Should finder of fact have trouble understanding the preceding breakdown of Original Incident 

Report do not feel alone. An experienced  criminal defense attorney who also holds an accounting 

degree, could not make any sense of it either and called it “typical Phoenix Police garbage.”  
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