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“I am an innocent man.  Just look at the facts.  You will see.”


-Anthony Sanchez
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*The following critical interaction is based on an extended conversation between Anthony Sanchez’s Chief Investigator David Ballard and his Spiritual Advisor Jeff Hood.

On the morning of December 20, 1996, Juli Busken was up early to help a friend who was leaving town.  When she returned to her apartment complex around 5:30am, she met pure evil.  Her abductor forced her into her car.  There were multiple witnesses who saw them driving toward Lake Stanley Draper, outside of Norman, Oklahoma.

Later that day, the body of Juli Busken was found floating in the water.  Busken was a 21-year-old, 5’ 2”, 140-pound woman.  She had been shot once in the back of the head execution style.  Her feet and arms were bound neatly together.  The possible markings of a professional.

Busken was an incredibly accomplished person. She was a ballerina, a true athlete.  She was recruited to the University of Oklahoma on scholarship and performed in dozens and dozens of ballets.  She was graduating early and just a week before this happened, she’d performed the Ballet Swan Lake.  Busken was loved widely.

To say that there was a real political pressure on authorities would be an understatement.  The only problem was that the authorities had very little evidence and very few leads to go on.  The investigation grew longer and longer.  Days turned into years.  The authorities grew more and more desperate.  As the political realities of continued failure became sharper, they began to lean heavily into the then-new technologies surrounding DNA.

When the authorities were investigating their crime scene and collecting their evidence, there were now-obvious things they didn't understand yet about DNA...with regards to contamination, the importance of swabbing things in certain ways, proper storage techniques and even in just basic handling.  Without a doubt, DNA handling in 1996 is not what DNA handing is today.  The same is true for DNA testing.

The only testable DNA that they found came from a leotard of Busken’s.

Nowadays, you would collect a swab, test swabs there at the scene in the original form, secure the samples, send them into the lab and then test it again.  And that's to help preserve the samples just in case something did go wrong.  In this case, they gathered the evidence and sent to the Oklahoma City Crime Lab, and there they drew swabs and sent those swabs to be tested by the Oklahoma State Bureau of Investigation.  The more convoluted process allowed room for error...especially with regard to collection, storage and testing...and that is before you ever get to the analysis of the results.

The environment in which the leotard was found is important.  Cold.  Muddy.  Wet.  Some distance from the body.  While the cold would’ve been ideal for preserving DNA, the mud and the wetness would have made DNA recovery difficult.  Moisture is never a good thing in the collection process.  You want to keep DNA as air dry as possible.  You never put anything wet in bags.  Yet, the leotard was clearly packaged wet.  From the crime scene photographs, it is clear that they just didn’t have the proper knowledge of how best to preserve the sample.  Not to mention the fact that a variety of other environmental factors that could have contaminated the sample, including, but not limited to, the amount of people at the scene and wildlife that would have had access to the scene before anyone ever got there.

In addition to processing and environmental concerns, what was recovered from the leotard was mixed DNA.  Which means that two different people contributed to the DNA sample.  Of course, this is common in assault and murder cases.  The problem that often arises is figuring out how best two separate the two to determine which DNA is which.  It’s very difficult to get a solid profile from mixed DNA, especially when you think about the various variations that could be present.  Most of the time, if you get a profile, you often only get a partial profile.  Even in present day circumstances, it is very rare to get a solid workable profile from mixed DNA.  During the time that this investigation would have been going on, it would have been impossible.  The technology just didn’t exist.

Juli Busken was abducted in her own 1991 Eagle Summit.

After the car was later found abandoned a short distance from her apartment, the interior and exterior were closely examined for evidence.  49 fingerprints were found.  Skin cells were found.  Hair was found.  Besides Busken herself, no match for any of those findings has ever been produced.

There were eyewitnesses who saw Juli Busken in the car with her abductor heading out to Lake Stanley Draper.

Janice Merryman described seeing a terrified Juli Busken riding with an older man.  When asked to help construct a sketch, Merryman described Juli Busken perfectly...down to her hairstyle and blue jacket.

David Kill was cut off by a car being driven by an older man and described Juli Busken being in the passenger seat.  When asked to help construct a sketch, Kill also described Juli Busken perfectly.

The sketch that Merryman and Kill helped to construct was of an older man with a narrow face and sunken in cheeks.

Despite their best efforts, they still didn’t have any suspects.  At this point, they turned to the new idea of a DNA dragnet.  Hundreds of people in and around Norman were tested.  Multiple suspects were found to be very close to the profile that authorities had constructed.  Based on the limits of their investigatory and scientific techniques, it is even possible that they tested the killer of Juli Busken and didn’t even know it.

For years, they tested and compared and tested repeatedly.  Desperation set in.

The name Anthony Sanchez had never even come up.

Over six years after the body of Juli Busken was found, Anthony Sanchez was doing time in a minimum-security facility run by the Department of Corrections, where one could leave for work or school or whatever.  During this time, Sanchez interacted with an ex-girlfriend.  Though stories defer, the ex-girlfriend later claimed that Sanchex broke in and sexually assaulted her.  Ultimately, the ex-girlfriend recanted the rape claim.  As part of a plea bargain with regards to his breaking his sentencing guidelines and the remaining burglary charge, Sanchez pled guilty to felony burglary, accepted an extended sentence and willingly gave a DNA sample.

In 2004, the Oklahoma State Bureau of Investigation claimed that a random search of new DNA profiles of violent offenders produced a match in CODIS (Combined DNA Index System, which is a computer software program that operates local, state, and national databases of DNA profiles from convicted offenders, unsolved crime scene evidence, and missing persons) in the Juli Busken case that directly implicated Anthony Sanchez.  It is important to point out that matches like these were not instantaneous back then.  Which is why authorities claimed that the time between the collection of the DNA from Sanchez and the matching of the DNA to Sanchez wasn’t significant.  However, by the time the match was revealed...it was very clear that authorities had already zeroed in on their suspect and prepared their case.  While it seemed that any match would have worked at that point, it seemed that a young poor kid of color who had already been accused of rape was everything they needed to easily pin the murder of Juli Busken on someone.

The supposed match was suspicious from the very beginning.  Unfortunately, people knew so little about DNA that they assumed that it was always 100% correct.  Now, of course we know better.  DNA back then was certainly not the tool it is now and the tool it is now is not infallible.

Previously, in March of 2000, someone had entered into the Oklahoma State Courts Network’s (a state database) log of charges against the DNA profile of John Doe in the Juli Busken case.  One of the reasons that such charges are often entered is to keep the statute of limitations on a charge from running out.  What makes this instance particularly strange is that there is no statute of limitations on murder.  Multiple entries were made pointing to a John Doe.  Then, strangely, an entry is entered to point to the name Anthony Sanchez.  Then, an entry is entered to point back to a John Doe.  That’s right.  Two entries for a John Doe.  One entry for Anthony Sanchez.  One entry for John Doe.  All in that order.  All in the year 2000.  This database is supposed to keep a record of charges/changes in real time.  Is it possible that authorities were working to pin this case on Anthony Sanchez in 2000?  It seems more likely that authorities went back and tried to create evidence against Sanchez after they supposedly got their match...and then realized their mistake and tried to enter the John Doe charge again.  Again, the entries go: John Doe, John Doe, Anthony Sanchez, John Doe.  Either conclusion speaks to the rush of authorities to shore up the DNA evidence in this case.  They knew they didn’t have what they said they did from the very beginning.

From the beginning, Anthony Sanchez was incessant that he had nothing to do with Juli Busken’s murder.  It didn’t matter what investigators said or how they said it Sanchez was clear that he was innocent.  The investigators refused to back down.  They’d found the perfect suspect to charge.  i.e. Somebody who had absolutely no ability to fight back.

The investigators claimed to have a shoe print from the crime scene that matched Sanchez.  They even claimed to have an ex-girlfriend who said she purchased the shoes for him.  The problem with that is that Sanchez wore a size 11 and the footprint was of a size 9.  The shoe was also a NIKE that was mass produced.  How could one shoe print that didn’t match the right size be a smoking gun? 

The investigators stayed pretty quiet about the eyewitnesses.  Now, we know why.  The sketch looks absolutely nothing like Anthony Sanchez.  It is of an old man.  Not the teenager Sanchez would have been at the time.  The sunken in cheeks.  The divot in the chin.  The skinny face.  The slight exposure of the ears.  None of it looks like Sanchez.  It doesn’t make sense for Merryman and Kill to be so exact when describing Busken but so wrong when
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