
By Detective Rossii That's rigit " (RMo' I 5l)

Fi.ally, th€ defense did objecl ed have th€jxry instrucled 10 disiesdd this tii ofteshmonv

So ir is clear that the defeNe krew how to otj@t ed have rhe itadmissible €vidence

removed fion the jurv's consiiteonon TbeviEt w4n't choosing lo make sch objetions

CLATM FOR RELTEf NUMBER FOURTEEN

APPLTCANT WAS DENTED DUE PROCESS OF LAW ([IIE ABILITY TO

PRESENT A DEFENSE) AS GUARANIEDD EY U'S' CONST' AMEND' V & xIV

BY REFUSING TO AII,oW TT'E DEFENSE TO REBUT TIIE FALSE

TMPRESSION OF JACK SHADBOLT SHOWN BY TIIE STATE'

Dunrg th. dii@l exminatioi ofDet Rogd Wedgeworth th€ Srate elicired ftom De1

Wedgeworth what all oflhe decease<l co-wolks wl'o aflegedlv ?laved binso wilh Micheue

the nisht before nd deatl lEd said in lhe police rePort (RR22, 84) Iie wd also allowed to

give tbe time line ofthe muriler that he r@d ftom the r€pon- (RR22' 90) The tine line of dre

murdercaFe ftomrlle statemdtofMarvSinl(lEh Part ofthe sralelrcnt ofMarv Sinkbush

had already ben sone into bv th€ Sttle via witnss William Hildfl (RRl9' 5? 59) and Det

Rosl (Rxro, t5.56)

The defense lh6 soughrto dispel the false inprcssion ofwhtl Ms Sinkbush onlv sdid

by the followins:

By fie deftre: "Otay Antl wd it bde<l on thal rcso4 li'e fact that J'ck Shadbolt was not



the pcrson who nad ser wirh Michelle Shadbolt, {d that thc l*on vou ruled him our as th€

By Dct. Wedgeworr!: Yes, st

By the def€nsel It certailly rules him our as the pc6on who had sex with Michellc Shadbolt;

By Det wedge*orth: Yes, sjr'

By the defense: tt does .ot, bv nccssjtv, Ble hin out d lhe p6on who murdeed h€''

By Det . Wcdgewordr: Well, given lhe circumst@6, I would have ro sav thars true'

By the dcfense: And vhal I aD saving is, it is PGsible. is it nol, tlrat a peFor could nav€

consensual sex with someonc,laler b6 Fu.dftd bv sone elsc, brulallv murdered and sone

possibility that lhe poljce woxtd be very, very slmnglv inl€rested in the pe6on whose DNA

*as found inside tle lady's bodvi is that corecl?

By th€ Statc: Judge,I objecr' Thal assmes a faot not in 'videncc

By the Coufi: Sustained as ro the lom ofthe $estion

By the defense: wlat divisions hav€ you workcd in, si other than tbe cold case squad?

By Det. Wcdgetodn: I bav€ wolkcd in the child abus€ unir, in thc walr&ts division, a 5

By the defense: You .diewed - - I believe the fi6t lhing vou said was that you '€viewed this

file thoronghly when you fist sbned working or it; is $at coftecf



By D€t Wedgewonl): Yes, sr.

By fie deiense: And at tnat rime vou believe Jack Shadbolt to be tle best susrecl?

By Der. Wedgcworth: Yes,l did

By the defcnse Whar lead you to belide rbal J&L Sh'dbok w* rhc besl suspect?

By Det. Wedgeworthi JDst erTerience , wo.king honicides, h6 shom me rhat and prettv

nieh percentage of murders, n is alwals smeo'e lhat $e victim knows

By the defense Well, did you have ev olhd rcasons ro believe rnat Jack Shadboltnisht be

the murdercr in this cae?

By thc Statei Judge, I ob.jecr to that if it's calling for a heaBav 'nswer'

By fte Coufi: Susiaited il it's a hemav rgponse

By the del€nsq I ad 6ti.s you, t6ed on ou. rview oltho file, did vou believe Jack

Shadbolt to be a viol4l Pdson?

BytheSl i ,cObjecr ion.  l lF  ev icq of  lhF l i le  ish@Fa,

Ryihe Coun: Sustained.

By the defcGe Judg€, if I uy, they olened - _ it is our losition that thev opened tho dooi

to why taci< Shadbolt ws a suspeci whfl th.v quqtioDed him, the basic sde lite of

By the Coun: The objection is sustained

By the defens€: 'rhank 
You.

By the defe6e: Did to have any tson lo bclieve that Jacl Shadbolt was a very' very


