
ot witnsss by the Stare was al6o a faclor tst APplicanfs attomels had to use to

Appli.anas benefit. To allow wiilesss to tesd& fton heaBav statefrmts made mmv vean

old lhat coulit ncve. be tsted bv crNs-exminarion, orto allow State's witness to sp*ulatc

o. g!€s about nane6 lo OE detrinent of Apllicmt was deficidr !'ofessional conduct on

rhe part ofhh attoheys- The dehime $armeels the seodd Pong ofsttickllnd' sup'!'

will manifst ibetf mainlv tecause rhis dor ws repeated over add ovd again lherebv

sotdiryi.g jn rhe minds of the ju'v that this defmse was d@d before Applioanrs afiomevs

h.d a cldce ro 9rcffq it to tha jury'

CLAIM TORRELIEF NUMBER EICTIT

APPLTCANT WAS DENIED EFFECITI'E ASSISTANCE OF COUNSEL AS

GUARANTEED BY U.S. CONST. AMEND VI' AND DUE PROCESS OF LAW AS

GUARANTEED BY U.S. CONST. AMEND. V & XIV BY COUNSEL'S FATLURE TO

OBJECT TO TIIE FOLLOWINC INADMISSIBLE TESTIMONY'

Kathy Matc6 wa also allow€d to testify' wirlolt otj@tion' that the onlv mjovment

tlat Micheuc Shailbolt had iludng tlF time of ld s€pdtion ftom her hlsb'nd Jacklo

Shadboh was playing biago. (RRl9. 36) Sh€ ed then allowed to tetify to the agEdontthat

she, Kathy Mssles, had with Micbeue Shailboll as ro wnat Michello Snadbolt would bc

doing on tho niSht ofFebNdy 13, 1987 eil th€ @ly moming hou6 of February 14' 1987

These statem€nts lad to be the cnlt oflesav statmois ofMichele Shadbolt thar deniod

Applicant the light ofconfrcDtation No $ch objections weF made thoush


