) In the Circuit Court of the
) Ninth Judicial Circuit, in and for
) Orange County, Florida

STATE OF FLORIDA )
) Case No.: WSRNNEERRCRTICTSD

v. ) Division 16

)

CASEY MARIE ANTHONY, } Hon. Stan Strickland
)

Defendant. )

)

MOTION IN LIMINE TO EXCLUDE IRRELEVANT EVIDENCE OF “PARTY PICTURES”
COMES NOW the Defendant, CASEY MARIE ANTHONY, by and through her attorneys,
ANDREA D. LYON and JOSE A. BAEZ, asks this Honorable Court to secure her rights as guaranteed
by the Fifth, Eighth and Fourteenth Amendments to the U.S. Constitution, Art of the Florida
Constitution, and the Florida Supreme Court Rules, by ordering the prosecution not to elicit directly or
by inference any testimony, or introduce any evidence, which is not relevant,
In support thereof Miss Anthony alleges that:

1. Based on Miss Anthony's reading of the discovery and the intense media scrutiny surrounding
her case, she believes the prosecution intends to introduce evidence which is irrelevant to any
issue in question,

2. Since Miss Anthony was first arrested, the media has used multiple photos of her, acquired from

~ social networking sites and other sources, in order to vilify her and portray her as a "party girl"
who must be responsible for her daughter's death, These photos have caused a hostile reaction
by the public, g_i:nerating prejudice against Miss Anthony by the potential jury pool for her trial.
For the prosecution to atternpt to introduce these photos into evidence would serve no purpose
other than to further inflame the jury against Miss Anthony,

3. Evidence must not only be relevant, but material to the issues at hand, "Materiality looks to the



relation between the propositions for which the evidence is offered and the issues in the case. If
the evidence is offered to help prove a proposition which is not a matter in issue, the evidence is
irrelevant." McCormick, Evidence (4th ed.), S 185, p. 773.

4. These photographs of Miss Anthony, some of which were taken long before Caylee's
disappearance, are not material to any issue in the case. The issue in this case is whether or not
Miss Anthony committed first-degree murder of her daughter. These photographs add nothing
to the resolution of that issue.

5. Because the ultimate punishment of death is categorically different from any other punishment,
the United States Supreme Court requires heightened reliability in the decisions made by a
judge or jury during the course of a capital trial. See, e.g., Zant v. Stephens, 462 U .S, 862, 884

(1983).

WHEREFORE, Casey Anthony prays:
1. That her motion be granted and that the prosecution be directed not fo introduce or refer in any
way 1o the photographs of Miss Anthony.
2. As a less favored alternative, Miss Anthony asks that this court hold an evidentiary hearing at
‘_which this evidence can be presented prior to trial so this Court can make its own determination
as 1o the materiality and relevance of the evidence.
3. At the very least, this Honorable Court should require the prosecution to make an offer of proof
in writing by the prosecution as to how this evidence is relevant and material and therefore
admissible.

4. Further, Miss Anthony requests that should such an offer be made, or hearing held, that she be



allowed to respond to such an offer of proof or hearing in writing.

5. Inaddition, Miss Anthony reserves the right to renew this motion at trial.
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The Baez Law Firm
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