THE KEVIN HERRICK TIMELINE

A CHRONOLOGY OF EVENTS: 1985-JUNE 2026

1985-1987

PRIOR CRIMINAL HISTORY

June 20, 1985

September 27, 1985

March 5, 1987

At age 18, Kevin Herrick participated in the retaliatory shoaoting
of an unoccupied vehicle after the owner had damaged a friend's car.

Herrick pled guilty and was sentenced as a youthful offender
to 20 months imprisonment.

Herrick was released from prison.

1989-1991

ASSAULT, ARREST,
TRIAL, AND SENTENCING

1991-1997

DIRECT APPEALS AND
POST-CONVICTION LITIGATION
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July 14, 1989

July 15-18, 1989
June 29, 1990

October 2, 1990
October 3, 1990

October 25, 1990

January 4, 1991

Cheryl and Scott were assaulted in Pinellas County, Florida.,
Approximately four hours later, Kevin Herrick was arrested and
booked into the Pinellas County Jail.

The victims provided handwritten statements to law enforcement.

FDLE microanalysis determined that two hairs recovered from the
victims' bedsheets did not match Cheryl, Scott, or Kevin Herrick.
The existence of these unidentified hairs was not presented to the jury.

Herrick rejected a five-year plea offer from the State and
exercised his right to trial.

A six-person jury convicted Herrick of Armed Burglary,
Sexual Battery, and Aggravated Battery.

Defense attorney Ed Leinster filed a motion for judicial review 22 days
after the verdict. Because the motion was untimely, it was denied.
The missed deadline affectively eliminated Herrick's opportunity to
obtain judicial review of whether the verdict was consistent with

the weight of the evidence.

Herrick was sentenced to life imprisonment.

Between 1991 and 1997, Herrick pursued numerous appeals, motions for
post-conviction relief, habeas corpus petitions, and requests for appointed
counsel. Althaugh various legal claims were raised, courts repeatedly
denied relief, often on procedural grounds rather than after a full
evidentiary examination of the underlying facts.

1997-2001

FEDERAL EVIDENTIARY HEARING
REVEALS SIGNIFICANT CONCERNS
ABOUT THE CONVICTION

2006-2014

AUDREY SWANK AND
INNOCENCE PROJECT
INVOLVEMENT

~+ October 16, 1997

— May 21, 2001

Attorney Michael Gillick filed a federal Petition for Writ of Habeas Corpus

pursuant to 28 U.5.C. §2254 in the United States District Court for
the Middle District of Florida.

A rare federal evidentiary hearing was conducted before U.S. Magistrate

Judge Marc Pizzo. The hearing produced substantial testimony and

evidence that supporters contend undermined confidence in the conviction.

UNIDEMTIFIED VICTIM IDENTIFICATION INEFFECTIVE ASSISTAMCE EVIDENCE OF

HAIR EVIDENCE COMCERNS OF COUMSEL ATTORNEY [MPARMENT
FOLE testing established  Pat Porrey testified Criminal defense attormney Kevin's mother and
that hairs recovered under oath that victim Patrick Douraghty testified sister testified that
from the victims’ Scott told him shortly a5 an expert witness and they smelled alcohol
bedsheets did not after the attack that concluded that trial on Leinster’s breath
belong to either victim he was not certain attorniey Ed Leinster’s durireg trial,
or Kevin Herrick. Kevin Herrick was parfarmance fall below
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2019

CLEMENCY PETITION

2023-2025

RENEWED INVESTIGATION
AND NATIONAL ATTENTION

the perpetrator,

OUTCOME

constitutional standards
and prejudiced the
outcame of the trial,

Despite the evidence presented, federal relief was denied on procedural grounds under AEDPA

and state procedural-default rules rather than on the merits of the evidence itsalf,

2006

Audrey Swank. who served as Judge Pizze's judicial assistant during the federal evidentiary hearing,

contacted Kovin Herrick and his family, According to Swank, the case had troulded har since the
federal hearing and coniributed to her dacision to leave the federal court system. Balieving 2

miscarminge of jJustice had sccurmed, she began aesieting Herrick on a pro bono basla. Swank Becanmse

one of the meot persistent adwocates for review of the conviction. Through Swank's efforts,
the Innocence Project becama involved in the casa.

October 3, 2006

The Innocence Prapect THed a motion seeking DMA testing of the unidentified hairs recovened

from the victims' bedsheots. The purpose of the testing was to determine whether the hairs
could kdenify the actual assallant,

September 13, 2007

The motion for DNA testing was denied, As a result, DNA testing was never conducted and the

Judeity of the unknewen hadr contributor remaing undetermined,

2008-2014
May 2014
October 20, 2014

July 15, 2019

Subsequent appeals relating to DMA testing and posi-conviction rolef wene denied,
Attomey Michael Uferman filed a habeas corpus petition seeking sentencing relief,
The Second District Court of Appeal deniad relief.

Herrick submitted a petition for executive clemency to Florida Governar Ron DeSantis. The petition

included suppart from advocatas who had roviewed the case and belleved significant quertions

remabned regarding the conviction. Awdrey Swank submitted a clemency tupport letlar detailing her
observations from the federal evidentiary hearing and her balief that a miscamiage of justice had occurred,
The clermency petition was denied.

2023

Pulitzer Prize-winining journalist Gilbert King and the Bane Valley investigative team began réviewing

Kewin Herrick's case, Public interest increased due to the connection batween Herrick and Leo Schofied,
whose wrongful-comiction case becamea the focus of the nationally acclaimed Bong Valley podceet.
Herrick and Schotield apent decades incarcerated together while maintaining thair innocence. Following
Schofield’s release, supporters began using the phrase: *Kevin Is Hext." The phraze ultimately became
the fourdation for KevinlsNext.com and broader public advocacy efforts.

2024-2025 Georgoteom University's Making an Exoneree Program undertook a comprehensive review of the conviction.
Studenta, faculty, attorneys, and advocates revisveed trial ranacripta, investigathse reports, witness
staterments, forensic evidence, and poat-comdction records. The review gonerated additional questions
regarding evldence diaclopure, albernative suspect information, witness rellability, and the handiing of
patentlally excolpatory evidence,

2025-2026 Wrongful-conviction investigator Dr. Amanda Lewis began an extensive reinvestigation of the case.

Inuvestigators reexamined low anforcemant reports, witness statementn, public records, forensic materials,

and eourt flings. Previously everlooked information and Investigative leads wene dentitied and

LEINSTER'S D'WH
TESTIMOHY / JUDGE
PIZZ0"S STATEMENT

Leinster testified while
serving a prison sentence
far DUI with serious
bodily injury and denied
being impaired during
Herrick's trial.

Judge Pizzo stated on
the recerd that Leinster
had previously appeared
before him while under
the influence of alcohol,

incorperated into A devaioping post-conviction stralegy.

—ig Z2025=2026 Mow Legol Representation: Kavin Hemick retained élinon Ferber bdler, former Chief of Staff for the Oifice MEDIA COVERAGE FOLLOWING FILING
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[: U R R E HT STAT u S Kewin Herrick has spent moane than 37 years incarcerated while consisténtly maintaining his innocence,
The current post-conviction motion represents the most comprehensive challenge to his conviction since trial
J u H E Eu 2 E and seaks the first ful judicial review of evidence developed through decades of post-canviction imvestigation.

Supporters contend that the evidence now avallable raises substantial questions about the integrity of
the corviction and warrants a new avidentiary hearing.



