The first student:
1) Name of person wrongfully convicted
· Randy Steidl


2) Crime wrongfully convicted of
On May 22, 1987, Whitlock was acquitted of the murder of Dyke Rhoads, but was convicted of killing Karen Rhoads, and was sentenced to life in prison. In July 1987, Steidl was convicted of both murders and was sentenced to death on August 12, 1987.



3) Amount of time spent in prison before being released
· 17years in Illinois prison 


4) Provide a brief overview of how the original conviction relied on faulty eyewitness testimony
· Sheidl, and his co-defendant Herbert Whitlock were convinced based on perjured testimony of two alcoholics who claimed to have been eyewitnesses to the murders.


5) Do you think the results of decades of research on memory, and more recent applications to eyewitness testimony, could have prevented this wrongful conviction? How?
· Yes, by looking deeper into the case, indeed listening to the alcoholic people that did the testimony.


6) If you are called to serve as a juror in a legal trial where the prosecuting attorney’s case is dependent upon eyewitness testimony, how will you use what you have read in Module 3 to help you evaluate the accuracy and reliability of the eyewitness’s testimony? 
· Knowing my eyewitnesses and being able to already first trust their word taking more steps to understand the case and the person gathering more information possibly than just listening to the testimony stand. 



The second student:
Francisco Carrillo jr. Was convicted for murder and attempted murder in Los Angeles in 1992 and was sentenced for life. However, Carillo was released 20 years later in 2011 due to eyewitness errors and official misconduct. On the crime day, six boys were standing on a curb close to the crime scene. The policemen mistakenly identified Carillo as one of the shooters due to the confirmation of an eyewitness during the first trial. However, the witness didn't present any physical evidence, which later decided to take back their testimony. However, the court still sentenced Carillo during the second trial, based on eyewitnesses testimonies. Which years later was proved wrong as the police re-enacted the crime and found it impossible to identify a face as the eyewitness did so clearly. Due to the advancement in memory, it's still hard to accurately trust one's memory. However, new technologies like phones or camera evidence such as pictures or videos can give a witness's statement more credibility than words against words. As an eyewitness one must present one's testimonies as concisely as possible and commit to one's memory. And also consider memory as something unreliable and not speak carelessly. In addition to considering temporal characteristics like clothes, shoes, cars. There can be several coincidences in the same scene. And be responsible that as a witness you can influence other's sentences.  
