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The court erred by admitting the cell phone mapping testimony of
FBI Agent Matthew Wilde, after initially granting the motion to
suppress it, where the state disclosed the maps after five o’clock on
the Friday afternoon before the murder trial was starting on
Monday morning since the defense could not hire its’own expert,
which was essential to challenge the validity of this highly
prejudicial technical mapping evidence at trial, which was in
contravention of appellant’s right to fundamental fairness...........ccoceeveeernecnieenns 26
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