
+|

No. 864928-A

STATEOFTEXAS X TN TgE DISTRICT COTIRT

Y. )( HARRTS COUNTY TE)(AS

\IILLIAMIRVAN X T8O'JT'DICIAL DTSTR]CT

Please eswer the following qustions dd ultimarely swear b rhe truthfulness of
your ansm beforc a notary lublic.

I . Plcde state your nme and your profe$ion:

2. What is your level of c€nificatjon by tle Judgs of HaEis Comty, Tcxd and tho 2"d
Administ6tive Judicial Dist ict?

VRITTEN INITRROGATORIES OF MACK ARNOLD ATIORNEY AT LAW

3.When ver€ you appoinied ro iepresnt williM Iflan in the lSort Dishict Coull?

4. How nany a&mey's represled Mr Ifle st bia1, dd what w6 your position in the

5. Were the responsibilities divided up in this oase.Ifso how, ifnot what was the
undmtandiag of sch attomey\ esponsitility.
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8. At uy time prior lo lhe ti.l of this .@ did Mr. kve te you tlDt he h8d a c@€mal
smal relatioNhip going d eith Michelle Sladbolt boforc dd at d n.d rhe time of he.

(Yeo No) circle one.

9- lfthe dsd to nmbd 8 b ye6, what did he tell you?

6. 'Whar w you Eddtandtug I to vhy wayne Eill w4 rcliev.d ftom r€prsmting

7. Did you dd disN with I!1r. Hill a to why he dked to be rmded fion tudhd
rclrse dlion ofMi.lne? (r s give s thc giEt of thc t!aq)

10. Did y@ ws tslk io oE di6@\,q ey oth6r wiinsses who had lnf()rmtid cdcmilg
ey typ. of a rclmtic relati@hip goirs @ between lte dd Miche|e Shadbolt during
the tine ldiod mdtioed i! qustid lmtd 8? If so sive $ren t)md.

t 1� Did you or yN term talk to George Caldlrell befoE or duing the tdal of this case?
If so whal irfomtior did h€ giv€ io you?
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12. \vhv ws he rcr used d a {itnes in lhis case, if vou loow?

lJ.Did vouor\our |!d discbs the rldtionshp 6suewilh a *irne$ bv tihe nameof

Dulene DeeDee HuAh6? lfso.whar do vou Kmembs her saying about the alleSed

14, Werc there aq othq possibl; witn*es to thrs tlatioBhip b€twcen the victim and

Mr- lwan thrt he gave You nmes of-?

l5. At what Doin! i.e. that is befde the triat, oi dudrg trial wd ir decided rhal the

consnsuat s;x d€f6se was not going to be !sd?

16. Do yo! rmembd tho bdis or re4on th.t the cotuent d€lense was not goj'g to tJe

uscd? If so, whai was lhat e6on?
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17. Du.ing Ms. sieglak opaiDg statment she establisled lhe time line for the calital

nudd. thc statedj'ad y;u arc goins 10 heu that that night Micbel€ had gone out to

ola! B,nso wirh some fnen<ts dd Bor home abour s:oo in the noming A'd sne wd

ioud tv herE.pmom rr'e nexr mminsat 8 00otlock {RR'10 25)

6urirs Enirs sratentrr vs Siesler also e'tlblished her po$tiM lhal ihe pron

whohadsex;; Ms:Sbodbolr us the smep6otr*to killed her' She alqo eslablished

h; DG,ti@ LlEr the sxuel coDEct was a dpe For ex4ple' 'Atd 
vou @n rell how hed

lhe iouqhr L\e peFon who k'lled herdd who raped her'' (RR-lo.2ll

She ds;Ghblished ho poshd lhar lhe lNr pssm qho had conEcr wih hn alae wd

Willim Irvan. Sec the foliowing:
-one Lhine vou are aoin; @ knoq is tbar rhe ldr hurun _ - ot t s!* | sh@ld sav

i"l"-m cmrac-sne e' e, tuO alive qs sth lhis .telftdst WiUrM Dtrin lds How do

""r_r.'"* trt"i: e*"*..Ctlte midclesolDoden ehrolost B@use ofrhe diFcles of

irodem *ierce. eoaw we now hdve in law enforcedsr a tool a wondertul roolcalled

D.N.A aidmce." (RR20, 23)
She also €s;blshed du.ing ler oPding slalement that her position that no

{i.serclints at the scene matci€d WiltiM Ind. That cvm rlough no fingeDrints

-uittia n- tlut *u. not u lis deal. "and 
vo! re going to iem t16t in ihc r€al wodd' in

this r€al world, unlite rhe T.V worl<I, fngerpnnts areD'r ljke what vou ha' alout on

T.v. Tlat when you hwe a lot aftlood atl over ihe place, like vou do in this cde' rh'l

evd lessms rhe iikelihood wen mor€ thnt iddtifiable natched prints arc soing to te

recoaded ftom the crine scene " (RR20, 26)
W6 it cled to you th@ teforc dre f6t witness was

w6 that willie Iwm killed dd raped Mich.lle shadbolt
eoisode bok place berq cen 0100 vhen sbe retumed tome
oi th€ sme day when sh€ was foud by Kathv Mstm?

cailed that the Srate s posidon
in th€ sde episode, dd rndt
ftom playins Bingo, dd 0800

18. If it was dd to ,ou afte. opening statement thar th€ State would take ihe Posinon
lllat lhe murder oc@reil betw@ O30O an<l O8O0 otihe mming that she v6 found dead'

bad you also already d€cide<l what vour rrial straiegv would be? Specificallv, bad vou
drc;dy tude your flind uP. .t tbat time, th.t von wolld not pGdt a cdsffual sex

19.lfthe answcr to nlmber I8 wd,cs, Wlv?



20. If lhe swd to number 17 wd no, *hv not? Also' whd 16 that position fimlized?

)t Dlrina$erial $c Stale calleda'a wibes a pe6d nmed Ksrh' Mbrs Shewas

i,'" #r."'*.i,"*"ryr"--r' Micberre shadtort shel6ti::ff1,5:",#'il:ii".
and hei husbod Jack Shadbolt \l@ sePdted ar tne s

i.l" **"* i- "t-t ''- -*ks she tc'tified 'har it *s Lhe co plainant wno

i$l#im. i*r' ;r'" "l* retin'd trhat the sc?ahtion wG bedw of 'ac k\ drinr'ine

rRR20.34. l tt'"'""i.J- 
'*o"o *, "he d{t her hubsd wo,uld see Lhe compla'ndt aboul rqo

-,r'*. i.* " *"il u"* tl'"tr. ed rhai thev lived abour a mrle ud hall or rwo drcs

awav aom eeh otha. (Ri20. 3s)'-"' 
il'" *- J- "rr"*"a. t6brv. sthour objetioo to rhe rollo$ In8:

o"*tJ,li"'i'.[3"er-, bdv u{m Michelle sepomte! ri'm Jack had sne besu ver

to date dy othd md?
Asw€r byK.tbY MdteB: No .-
sieelft: W.E thft sv other men In t'a lrl' d dv

N,l;t€6:No, she wts trotr8h with men"ERzo l5)"^*"-_it 
*,i i*".*t . t'" stat6 rtdt th@ wd no reasd for dv man 1o be at ner

r'-* ,i'" "'gl'ii. *-i,g "r the killins otherilF the muderel It wd also jmporrdlt

;;rhe srsk\pcition thai thtr be no lmNtic or comdal sexual dlationshrp

u"'*."^ 'i" ii-piJ*, -a willim lrve riowins uur- whv did $e deledse choose

""' i" "i:." i" 'r'i' *t"'-v.r Kithv M'n@ a PrBd *to mlv saw ihe complainanr'

ru" - rlie tim* a *er< a-ine crt sir w@l Pdiod of bn sep@bd from hd hnsbmd'

that rrrr Complai^t w* to seeing my oth'r dd md that she ws through with all

-."i w.,ili:' J* .r'r,* u. -tr;p.cuhboo d hd Pan since she onrv saw rhe.

Codolarnmt No or Lhe tines a week? Or. would il nor have lo be lne rsutr or nffiav

J"ii'-" ."a" Jtlr" .i""ss !v the condsirut, which would nevq h3vc been rhe

subject of confrontation !v tte defde tc@?
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22. Was the failorc ro object to the above
st atesy or *rs it j usl something ihat was
slratogy, please explain?

rcferdce tesnmony ofKotby Mastcrs t|'a!
hi$cd dui.g th€ heal ofbattlc? ffn was trial

23. Karhy Masters was also allowed to tc$iry, without objection to lne followingr
Sicgler:'Did you havc,r aereedent thar day with Michclle lo babvsit Ashlcv?

Siegler: Whar was that ageenent?
Masle4; She was going to b.ing Ashley by and thd she was going to go Plav Bingo
sieglei Okay, she was going to bring Ashlcy by aftq sho got Ashlev ftod where?
M6tes: Aftcr she gor off from work atd picked her up fron S)tilk
siegler: And Michelle was going 10 go wherc?
Maslcs: She was soing lo play Birgo wilh some l.dies from work. f.on he. wo!k.
Sicgld: Ycs. Sle got thotc a little after 5:00 and like 5:15 shc had drcpPed ev€r,lhing.
gol her Fotty chan and ever'thirg, because Ashley eas bairing ' - pottv haining dropFed
her off, dd wc were hrving ditncr. and Miohellc leii
Wlv did rhe dcfeNe choose nor to obieol to rho substance of the agrecncnl be$veen thc
ComDlainanl and Kdthy Mdte6 s being hca6ay md ddving lhe right of conftontation?

24. Was the failurc lo obiecl !o lhc content of the Mastcrs/Shadbol! convesation refded
to in the ldt question m instatce of trial sbalegy, or was it just something thal was
nisscd durin! the hcat oibatlle?

25. Aftcr &e restimony ofKathy Mtsles a limc linc ofbetwccn 5:15 or I715 hours on
February 13. 1987 htil 0800 houF on Febtuary 14, 198? had been est blished After lhe
testimony ofKathy Mast€6 that timc linc or window ofoPportunity for lhc kitlcr to have
struck was sel. fhe Slate wantcd to namw that dne line as nuch !s thev could So
through ihe nexr witn€ss after Karhy Mastds, thc State cdled Htris Countv Sheriffs



Officer Willim Hildd. DuiDg )is tstimony the followirg occDred:
Asstra Dishict Attomey l)kay. You w@ carcfirl to p.esene all rhe evidence?

Asi D.A.r Ok y. Dd you have a Edd ro t4lk with a wiriFs by phoDe?
Hildd: Yes. M!'am, I betiae th€ lady ldsed awy now, but thd€ was a womo r\ar had
tem, accordirg to Mi$ Mal6, tim out playing Bingo with hd-
A$t, D,A.: Okay, do you rcmeDlo whar that wolM's nde wd?
Hildo: I'll check blck in ny rcpolt Mdy Sinkbull
Asst. D.A.: You spoke with Maiy Sinkbrch?

Asst. D.A,: Otay. Did you, afid spcaking with Mary Sinkbwh, deteminc apprcximt€ly
wltat time the victir had l$t le.n s€er?
Hildd: She told me apprcximat ly - - about 2:50 a.m.
A$t. D.A.: And did you tuke note of the tine that she was ldst seeD alive in 'our report?
Hiiden: Yes, r!a'am. I believc ttar wN , - Miss Sinkblsb toid me that she isr saw bo. at
2:50 a.m. wnen she w playhg Bingo with tq ed she had left.
A$t. D.^.; Okay, Ard th.t ialomtion is imlortanr for the h@icide detetives ro know;
.ighl?
Hildcn: Ya, ma'am." (RR20, 58,59)

Now, $E tine line iad shrurk to betwem 0250 hous md 0800 bos on Febru{y
14, 198?. lvhy did the defense choose to mate rc h.asay d denial of conFontatio!
objcction to ihe testinony ofwilliu Hild€n d he iestified lo w}at Mary Sinkbush lold

26. Wa the lailure to objecl mentioftd in qlstion ntrabs 25 a result oftial shategy or
iu{\omething misscdduing the hdt olbsnlc'

27. Do you a$€thatth€ more]how ftevi ow ofo?portunityfie dsierrne Staio's
cae b€cones vhen you lnow tltat lh6ir case is d€pendqt ulon the DNA evidence
showing thai WilliM lrvM had squl intd@lN with th€ Complai.b! dd ihey wdt
liie ju.y to beliwe tbat wh@vq had sex with her hsd to have also killed her?



28. The defeme te@ a€mber wbo quetio!€d Willid Hiidd g6 Dick Bax. riow did
Mr Bd become a mmld of the defme tcm in Oie @€?

29. Was Mr. Bd cedifed by bolh the 2d AdDinhrativ€ Judicial Dishict ad rhe Haris
County B@rd ofJudgcs !o ho.Ie eitber fi6t r s€ond ch&ir capilal caes ai the iime of
Lhe questionirg ofvilliatn Hild6?

30- was thc aUowiDg ofth€ time Ihe ro be ramyod do betwen 0250 hous and 0800
hou!6 on the moming oiFebnary 14, 1987, by th6 learsay lestimuy of orc witieBs
telling what uothq now deceased wirDe$ told him ove. the phone, a rcsult of lrial
sbdle$/ by the defense te€n or e6 it sotuthing ttatjul 6lip!€d by during ihe heat of

I L Duing $e tlial lllc State called lhe mothd of the Cotuplainet d a witness. Hq nme
w.s Jacqueline Baretr. She testified 6 lbllows:
Siegh 'How olt6n did rru talk to Michelle in the weets tefore she wd lilled?
Bafttt Two or thr@ lims a wect-
Siegler: Whcr. w@ ,ou living fi6?
Baneit I was living in N&osdoches, Texas." (RR20, lM)

The Slate agaiu wdting to clt off ary chdc6 of a dsdsut sex defeGe ask€d

Siegler: "Dnrins thc time tbat Micl€lle pas seper€d did she t€lt you of any jnle€sts she
lDd jn dating oy othd m6?
Barett No." (RR20, 104)
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33. Dunng the lrial tne Stat€ calLed Delective RGi of the Heis Coudy Sheriff 3 Dept.
D€1 Rossi ws ultimtely crcs examircd by Bob Lop*. RGsi t6tified, in lertinent lart
on direct with Siegld asking the quedio6, as follow:
Sieelf'Whm )ou aslcd thosc people, SM a;d Btuda Rrquhtu. so Rlonda u/hit.
and Pclline Shadbou whft J&k Shadbolt had bc6 lhat nisht dd inL the ea.ly momirs

- hous, wd wlat they rold you cofti$dr or incmsistent witn ehat Jack Shadbolt himelf
nad told you he had been?
Rosi: Co.sistent. {RR20, 55) ddi
Siegl€r; "Up until this time thal we d talking aboxt so far, did leu have any ha.d
phlsical cvidoncc linkins Jack Shadbolt lo the murdd ofMichelle?

- Rossi;No. ma @ did not.
Siegler: Had you foud my iDonsistencis in his story ofhis whereabouti during the
tjne, thc crucial lime that you wop woFied about lim?

_ 
Rossi:No,ma'm.
Si€gier: Othd ih& the f&t thar they wcre scpdared, did he tell yor ary&iag thal lead you
to believe there wa some other hotive he would have had for killing Michelle?
Rosi: No, na'am. ' (RR5, 67,68)

Wd rleE some trial sttategy for allowing Det€tive Rosi to allude to heaBay
- statemmb mad€ to hin by Jack Shadbolt dd othes ihat, in Ro$i's opinion, would help

free Jack Shadbolt 3 a $sp€ct and th@by make the jDry lave s eaier time focusins on
willim lnan? lfsq wlat wd if

This witness was dossamined by Bot Lotet Wds it tbl shategy to allow ler to
tNtify to the alovc conoeming ber not having interesls itr dy other ben .t the time of he.
death at hial wiihont mising a beNay ed denial of contdtation objeclid? If so, wh8t

32.
Did the defdse 1e{a have dy int€ntion ofpl&ing inlo aidence a @ns6sual sex

defense duing thc t ial? lf so what wd thal pto?



34. Knowing ihat Jack Shtdbolt had bm a eslet in this killing fot sone iine, did vou
beliele it io !e dy typ€ of trial strategy to tllow the State thbugh iaadmi$iue Dess to
rcmove Jlck d still a positle ssp@t at t ial. By this I m@n by alowing what wd
shoM in qnestion number 33, md by allowitg witnss MiclEel Elgqe M6stes lo saale
thar tbe DNA "cl@d' .Iack at (RR19, 88) ed again al (RR19, 90)? Thk was turthd
dphasized by the defosc ehet sttomey Meck Asold on dG exminalio! st.ted ,
''Did you suslect ftck Shadboh prio. to ite tjme that he wu cl(*d?" (RRl9, 97) This
also oe!ftd wher Hmis Cowty S}..iff Dctective Roger Wedgeworft tatified, rhat
tbrcush ihe diEct €xdiration by K€lly Sieglq that Jack Shadbolt w4 "cleed' of tne

Obviously, Mack Amold did not beliwe thaijust t@use tl'e DNA w6 not Jack's tlzt he
w6 "ct€ded" of committi.g lhe durdd. I say lhat becaEe ofhis cros exmiration of
Rogq W€dgewortb wleD h€ slowed that aU the DNA resolts showed wd tnal J.ck's
DNA wd roi fobd ia dy ofthe eavitiB ofMichelle s body (RR22, l3l)- The
qn€Btiotu haein e, if lhe defense ieam telieved thal Jack\ DNA not teing Presolt rn
the body of Michelle, dly slowed lhat his DNA wd 'ot th@, why did you .llN,
wi6out objection, so mdy witn€sq to infom lhatjrry thdt Jack wa "cloaled" of the
turder by the DNA? And, did you evs believe lh.t "cl@ritg" Jack could help WiIim
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