
Staie lrying to punish me fd goirg pcse? U_S. v. Sand€rs, 2 I I F. 3d ? I i (2d

Cir 2000), A def.ndant slali not be puDished for smefiing rhat the lrw

clcady says he cm do. This is a due process violation of6e mostb6ic son.

In my opinion this is cleady happening in Fu. court rcom_', (CR, t 20)

Evcn thoug! this wd brcughr oDt 6 dolner lossible defense by Applicdl rhiough

tht letter to the Coun, Everyrnejusr disregarded i! s they did everthirg else Applicant

ws t€llnrg lhen. Eitber tho Cout was infomed that dearb vas not bejng soueht and that h

why she failed to follow the dicrates ofAn. 26.052(e) V.A.C.C.P. fo. two yes, or rhe Court

vas aclively sulporting the prcc.$ oftrying ro coerce Apllicet to enr6 a plea in rhis case.

ln eitha evcnl counsel should bave Bised ihis i$ue pFaial who give, nolice otthe issue

by Applicant, and obtained a dlidg !y the Trirt Courl to !resewe this issue on appeal. Soc

Nearv.slate, 150 s.w3d 169 (Tex. crin. App.2004).

CLAJM ['OR RILIEF NTIMBER SIX

tbought about the f&t 1nat ],ou de face{t wirh otdeca ofcapitd mnrds fld lhc Stare h seeking
lie delh penalty i. l,ou ce?
By Mr laan: They e nor. They havd t appointed two - - ,wo arcneys.
By lhe C.ut Did )ou h@ my quslion?

By lhe Coun: So, you though! aboul d'at?

By the Counr Okay. So, you ralize rlat dr€ State i ads ro se€k rhe death penalry ed so you e
facins p$sible lif€ in prisn or darb ifyou m convicled?
By Mr. Ioe: Y6, fta u-
By lhe Courr: You still wet to lepr€Ml yoNela)
By M!. Irv.n: Well, unl*s I €a sel 6one djlfcmr adequal€ ftpresolation.- (RR2, 4,5)



APPLICANT'S U.S. CONST. AMEND. VI RIGHT TO A SPEEDY TRIAL WAs

VIOI-ATED \I'HEN ALMOST TITREE YEARS PASSED BETWEEN HIS BEING

CHARGED IN THIS CASE AIID ACIUALLY PUT TO TRIAIJ EVEN THOUGII tIE

MADD REPEATED REQT]ISTS trOR A SPEEDY TRIAL.

Th€ .ight 1o a speedy trial is $ardteed by U.S.CONST Amcnd \al- B.rker v.

witrgo, 407 U.s. 5I4, 92 S.Ct.21a2.33 L.Ed-2d l}l (\912) That right is a tundamental .ight

and is imposed by the Duo Prcces Clause of l1te Fouttenih Amendment on the States. See

smitr v. Eoo.y,393 U.S.374,89 S.Cl- 575, 21 L.Ed.2d 607 0969).

Ttere arc folr faclors to independsuy weiglt andbaltucc 'n docidi.g a speedy

trial claim. They arq (l) the lergth of the delayi (2) thc rcason for ilE delat (3) the

defendant\ a$ertior oft is speedy trjal righls: and (4) a.y !rcjudice against the defendant.

This is the same under ledeml md Sldle hw. Blrker Y. Wingo, supr4 .nd Di4oo Y.

Shr€,96 S.W-3d 308 (Ter. Cnd. App.2003).

The len6h of the delay is considercd a "trigsentrs mehanisn'be@Nc absent a

p.sunptively prjudicial delay the oth6 B..ke., snpr.. faclos at lmmaterial. Delays of

eight morths or longe! N mally considered pBumpiivcly unrcdo.able. IGIIy v. sltt€,

122 S.w-2d 227 (T€x. App.-Corpns Chdsti 2003, no pct.) s.e also Doggctt v. UDited Stater,

505 U.S. 647, I l2 S.CL 2686, 120 L.Ed. 2d 520 0992) holding a delay apprcaching o.e ym.

is presumptivelyunrtdsotuble. This was a cso wbqe the case itselfws a cold cbe. The



penalty. How could morc ham be occsioned.

THE ELIMINATTON OF JACKTE SHADBOLT, TI1E ESTRANGED TIUSBAND, AS

A POSSIBLE MURDERER IN IEIS CASE.

THE PR.E-TRJAL qEARINGS:

In lddition to what has already been brcnght up in the precoding issus, ii wa m6de

clear at the p.'trial hearings thal th6 Sra16 dd irt iwsrigalob we.e taking tte position rhar

tle husbed of rhe dece6ed Jackio Shadboll ws totally eliminaled as rhe murderer in this

case solely because the DNA found in the c.viti6 ofMichelle Shadboft did not match the

DNA of Jackie Shadboli.

By thc Aitomey: Okay. Andat fbtpoht in time]ad you alftady rcceiyed ihe resulrs ofthe

analysis oflacl,re Shadboli s DNA?

By Roger Wedgryorth: I believe we .eeived a relephone call. Tbat's low we klew at the

Bvlhe Ahomey Bulyou didn.t reFive the 'nfonation'

By Roger Wcdgeworth: W€ had rcceived nnt iDfomtion, I m prctry sure on ihat,

By the Attomey: Was it by telephorc or in wiling? You had receiv€d tho intomation rbat

his DNA did rot match: coftct?

By Roge. Wedgeworth: I m prctty sr6 that's co@t, yes, sir

By the Attomey: Okay. Does ODt med rbar at rhar point in time you and othd detectives rhar


