
IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE
EIGHTEENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT, IN AND

FOR SEMINOLE COUNTY, FLORIDA

STATE OF FLORIDA,

Plaintiff,

vs.

GEORGE ZIMMERMAN,

Defendant.

CASE NO.: 2012-001083-CFA

/

DEFENDANT'S REPLY TO STATE'S MOTION TO LIMIT/EXCLUDE IMPROPER
OPINION EVIDENCE

COMES NOW the defendant, GEORGE ZIMMERMAN, by and through his undersigned

counsel, and files this Response to the State's Motion to Limit/Exclude Improper Opinion

Evidence regarding the defendant's guilt or the propriety of his being criminally charged. The

defendant states the following:

The defense agrees that usually a witness's opinion (including law enforcement) on the guilt

or innocence of the accused is not relevant to the jury's consideration. However, there are some

circumstances in which a party may "open the door" to testimony that may not otherwise be

admissible standing alone. Thomas v. State, 837 So. 2d 443, 446-47 (Fla. Dist. Ct. App. 2002);

Overton v. State, 801 So.2d 877. 900 (Fla.2001)(quoting Ramirez v. State, 739 So.2d 568. 579

(Fla. 1999)); Bartlett v. State. 993 So.2d 157. 164 (Fla. 1st DCA 2008).

Should the state by argument or through a witness in any way suggest that the delay in

arresting George Zimmerman was because of ineptitude, racial bias or political consideration

rather than from a lack of credible evidence that he had committed a crime, the professional

opinions of high ranking members of law enforcement and the Seminole County State Attorney's




