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ﬂ THE FALSE CONFESSION GUYS

* 1520 EXPERTS OM THE CIRCLIT

+  RICHARD OFSHE, RICHARD LEQ, SAUL KASSMN, 501
FILERD, ALAN HERSCH

- QFSHE SPENT HOURS WITH ME ON PHOMNE-BUT CRITICAL
QUESTIONT

» OFSHE REALLY GO7T ME UF TD SPFEED ON HIS FIELD

» QF3HE CORRECTED ME THAT HE |5 NOT A FALRE
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INTERROGATION TECHNIOUES H MAY LEAD
TO THE PHEMDMENA, OF A FALSE CONFESSION.
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ﬁ ADMISSIBILITY OF EXPERT NEW YORK AND FRYE

* Frye test, or general acceptance test is
a test to determine the mnaﬁmmg.ﬁ of
scientific evidence, It provides that expert
opinion based on a scientific technique is
admissible only where the tech :Ju.._m is
generally accepted as refiable in the
relevant scientific community,

ﬁ ADMSSIRILITY OF EXPEART MEW YORK AND FRYE

+ Prior to 2012-With one exception (Peopls
¥. Kogut, 10 Misc. 3d 305 (Sup. Ct
Massau Cty. 2005), NY Courts

consistently found false confession
expert festimony is inadmissibie.

« People v. Bedessfe, 19 MN.Y. 3d 147
(2012)-Court of Appeals

ﬁ ADMISSEBILITY OF EXPERT MNEW YO AND FRYE

+ People v. Bedessie, 19 MY, 3d 147 (204 2)-Cou of
Appeals
v nts-ﬂiaﬁ!:uiﬂ_ﬂa_u.!iw!osﬂi conviclion
mandesty hamm he defendan, the cime Wiolim, sociely and
E..ﬂ:!mm_;__.%ain sysiens. And thee is .._._METEI
experts in fatinines as ainy and paychelogy or
Fnao&tum!omniuaﬁt ble lestmony Sunuu_...__...“!_.
a jory aboel ihose faclorg of personality and stuation that

udge did nol abuse his discetion when he excluded the
proposed tesEmony, even assumisg tal the confession
WEE N comoborated,




ﬁ FEDERAL RULES AND DAUBERT

held that the Fe .
superseded Frye as the standard for
admissibility of expert avidence in federal
courts,

« WY and handful of states still follow Frye
genaral acceptance fest

ﬁ FEDERAL RULE EVIDENCE 702

= W scientific, technical, or olher spacialized knowledge

will assist the irier of facl o Undersiand the evidence ar
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+ {3) the wilness hes applied the principles and methods

rekably o the facts of the case.

+ JUDGE 15 THE GATEKEEFER

G FEDERAL RULE EVIDENCE 702

" quaiies Eamnm..ﬂ__._ ___m_m___u.. .aﬂ.mﬂﬁﬂﬁ
q BS AN EXTH | GO
Interrogation technigues which Emm lead 1o false
confessions. The Cour furfher finds that the
science of social psychology, and specifically the
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ﬂ US v. McGINNIS

" HERRO St eroen s pures cosrT i
TECHMICUMS WHICH COULDLEAD ._..n_w.mzrmum.ﬁ!a-nz.r OF FALER

+ DFEHE HILPED ME WRITE IT AND EDNT

.__.&.nmﬂrk-?..._u BACHHANDED COMPLILIEHT THAT MY MOTIONS
ﬂ-ﬁn._ ¥ SPAREE AND DEVOND OF FACTE To THIRGW
THE GOWT GFF A% TO WHAT THE ISELES A8E

— S0 DRAFTED 40 E-BEST LEGA WR WOHRK,
PRODUCT SINCH ﬂmﬁaﬁgn_r“ﬂgzm
= IW CHINYING REQUREST kLY T TG OF R
¥ T EXREACLD MACHS OF
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= JUDGE OFEHES TESTIAIMNTY IMADMISEIELE LGl
FEDERAL RULIEE OF EVIDENCE T0RD0fE NOT PASS DAUBERT

US v. McGINNIS
ﬂ Theory of case
+ DEFENSE THEOR'Y: MCGINNIS 15 GOMER PYLE.
HE IS A GREAT KID THAT MARRIED A WOMAN
THAT HE DID NOT REALLY KNOW AND DD NOT
KNCWY OF THE PREVIOUS HISTORY OF CHILD
NEGLECT. HE D NOT HURT HIS KIDS AND TOLD
THAT TO POLICE FOR HOURS,
+ BIC OF HIS BELOAW AVERAGE INTELLIGENCE, AND
EXTREMELY COMPLIANT PERSONALITY, HE
CONFESSED TO A CRIME THATIT WAS
MEDICALLY MAPDSEIBLE FOR HM TD HAVE
COMMMITTED.

= WOIR IRE: SEWING THE SEEDS

— HEART CONDITIONGO SEE & DENTIST
— MECHAKNISM OF IMJURY HOW THE BONE WAS BROKEN
CRTHOPEDIST V5 PEDMTRHIAN

US v. McGINNIS
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US v. McGINNIS
ﬁ X-EXAM

+ CROSS EXAM OF CID AGENT

« 0 Referred 1o as inferview of MoGinnis?
Called B mdervdew 17 Smes during dirsct, correct?

» Go o MILITARY COP School? Block of nslrecson
for 21 days on conducting islemmogation?

+ Taught diffarenca betwean Intendew and
Irterrogation

+ In fact DE A are slice malerials from your schog|?

+ This is actual shdes from school?

q US v. McGINNIS
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ﬂ US v. McGINNIS

+ AGENT V, LET'S STOP CALLING
THIS AN INTERVIEW, OKAY?

« THIS WAS AN
INTERROGATION?




ﬁ US v. McGINNIS

- INTERROGATED F 1
e pos ﬂ!ﬂ.ﬁ- 200D IS{TRANS LATE 7 FM TO
» MORE THAN 51X ROLRS?
< MeGINKIE TIALLY CEMIEDT
= TOLD YOU HOT HURT HIS sDsT .
+ TOLD YOU THAT FOR MORE THAN 2 HOURST | domll
v hiow lang he denjed.
* Mo noles T Mot reccrded ¥ how
ol s e e o e

« Whean Sus denias, vou are taught lo
apply REID technigue of intemogation?

» ALMILITARY COP SCHOOL called 7
elaments of imemogalion? :

« 7 elemants designed to get dan suspect
to tall you ihe :m_f,mu qmtmmm mh..wm_ pee

« You apphed this technique on MeGinnis?

q Us v, McGINNIS

Mintessoosrcy &

R Initial Confromation

H Theme Developmant

B Controiling Denfals

¥ Contreliing Objections

N Approaching the Bresking Point
¥ The Comparative Question

A Cbtaining the Truth




US v. McGINNIS
ﬁ INITIAL CONFRONTATON

«  Suspectis told with absolute cerainty that
they committed the offanse in question?

« You el suspect not a guestion if
committed offense but rathar why?

«  ou did that with McGinnis?

«  AMNSWER: | may hava, sir

*  You donot remember? Mo notes? No
wvideo?

ﬂ US v. McGINNIS
ﬁa b -
|

; 8 THEME DEVELOPMENT:
' = Reasons & Excusas
= Transfer of blamse
- Soif-Respect
— Minimizing the moral seriousness
~ Minimizing the consequances

US v. McGINNIS
ﬂ THEME DEVELOPMENT

« 3 Told him he is young?

« O Told him Never boen dad before?

+ A; Possibly Don't’ remember what told him
no notes -

* (2 Told him You n_._m_._ﬂ_&__ diapars last
night? | may have fold him no notes

« 0 Mever cared for baby before?

« {J: Teld him baby crying middle of night?
Could not get baby io stop crying? Told him
that ke became frustrated?

» A | may have told him this —no notes




e US v. McGINNIS
& 9

q US v. McGINNIS
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LIES,TRICKS AND CECEIT
@ CH MY

= ou lold MoGinnis that his wife already had gven
i up &5 causing injury o child? o

. A Yes, sk

+ 2 You had wife's sialement? You did nol read ol to
M Ginmis?

- Q E:ﬂir&ﬂ-ﬁa:ﬁ.:aixmﬁiunﬂﬁq
baby really hard by legs to prevent him from faling?
+ G Justtold him thal wite said he was resgpongibe?

A YWes

+ 2 Taughl at MILITARY PCOLICE schoo] You dre
afowed 1o Be lo suspecls? Alowed fo decaive
suspects? Alpwed lo tick su 17 You have fed
before 10 suspects? Deceived? Tricksd?

q LS v. McGINNIS
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COMPARATIHVE QUESTIONT BEATING UF UTTLE
OLD LADIES FOR FUW V5. FEED KIOS

+ You used comparative guastion here?

« Present MeGinnis with 2 aternatives? Both
legally are wrong? But one is more morally
wrong then ofher?

= First cholce-parson thal goes around
intentionaily breaking little baby's legs?

= And the parson that gefs frusirated? Never
been a dad before? Not know own strength?
Just pulled too hard on baby's leg?

- 10



GETTING TO TRUTH
THE WRITTEN STATEMENT

+ Obtaining the truth-T" glement

* This is purpose of 7 sleps. Get suspect to
feel comfortable enough to tell truth? Yes
= McGinnis exhibiting signs of truthfulness?
Crying? Upset? Remorsefui?

= Once obtain truth, get statement in
writing?

US v. McGINNIS
Getting to yank

e R IO (kR poe e MO B i wing

.lxi!...u- liir{iili
_ulkp.__z-nl“ﬂliq!r:zla e

. AR Mo ' Sapa

o A e il i.w-.!;.-!_. Baena I'ri{'ﬁsi!
i L b b Lt vl g e
L l.l.-ul.!ulﬁ o intgeragatieg thal eyt bipraned dusng

e US v. McGINNIS

= 5 of yanked: THESE QUESTIONS ON THE
RITTEN STATEMENT? Your quesForis AGENT V7

4rﬁnsiainu!uﬁ5§_snu
Wiy ank on beby's lega? -
= Dw you often yaok on his legs when change diaper?
= How leol sfter yankes on his loga?

+ And again YANKED was MoGlanis words nol your's?

11



q US v, McGINNIS

 False Confessions

* 3 Have block of instructions at CID
school on false confessions?
Frobably sir but do not remember it
* (Gee judge want to reconsider your
ruling that | do nof need an expert to
talk about this stuff)

q US v. MeGINNIS

& cacse conressions &

¥ Daspite the long haid contontion of
pofice interrogators and soclaly as a
whols, people have besn subjested to
sufficlent peychologhosl préssure to
break fheir spiri, causing them to
randar falss confessions

e US v. McGINNIS
& racse conressions G

1 TYPES: Coerced-Compliant
- T chamge anvircament o end detsntion
- Brown v. Misslsslppi - 1538

+ B Bimck tenael Teisad condsebed b2 mussar
e Beilng wointad with & sTee-cirded

fwpstar it

ot i e Pt -
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e US v. McGINNIS
@ caLse conressions §F

B TYPES: Coercod-intarnalized

— in responsa o @ dersand for 8 condesslan
..i
- T
+ Ersly poappueilie

= Patwr Rufilp ~ 18 yaars old
* Insunbigalon tok bim by falled @ podpgreph
+ ey pesew bibe, ha coed gesed 8 Swrdar

- I iy P — -

ﬂ US v, McGINNIS
GE% &

WCASE STUDY: Central Park Jogger

Cage - 1882
—rouny
. - Throd
|1.1,_llk_l.ﬁ!l_-!._rdlllﬂ
COP ISNOT OF

ﬁ THIS WORLD

= Answer, 3k | never hegrd of Cental Park Jogger case
e Mewver heard three Individusis spent 18 years in jai
for raping woman in Cenlrai Park? Absclved by _uzﬂm_m

+ A Never haerd of case sir

+ ANOTHER REASON TO HAVE OR. DFSHE-JUDGE
SAID TCOULD CROSS CHD ALL | WANT ABQUT
FALSE CONFESSIONS-BUT COF NEVER HEARD
OF CASE WHERE OFSHE COULD EDUCATE JURY
ABQUT THIS CASE AS JUST ONE EXAMPLE
WHERE VOLUMINGUS AMOUNT OF RESEARCH
DOME [N THIS CASE WHERE PSYCHOLOGICAL
COERCION AND HOW IT MAY RESULT IN A FALSE

CONFESSION

13



q US v. McGINNIS

ﬁEﬂ@mﬁ@

¥ PREVENTING FALSE CONPESSIONS:
- E’-i! igeda e -

€
- Bapommmesd Voa e o) e sl
-nlll-_l. .l_lluH!l_

—_— e ey P A -

q US v. MeGINNIS

« Don't just rely on confession:

+ If a suspect confesses to a shooting and
WE: later found out that gun had blanks,

here would be a problem with your

confession?

+ And if you found out that not medically

possible for the injuries to have cccurred

in the way its detailed in MoGinnis'

wﬂ_ﬁam:r that would be a problem as

ﬁ US v. McGINNIS

“E

¥ Maore and more, courte, dafense
attornays, and the pichlic, sre
guestioning how voluatary confessions
are

& A remady is audio and video taping
inderviews and Interrogations

. ey

14 .



ﬂ US v. McGINNIS
P
INTERROGATIONS
8 Datarmine If audiolvides taging sn
Intarvlewintarragation ka fessbie and

practical
B H 5o, what are the benefite?

[P —

ﬂ THE BIG RED TAPE

+ AGENT V, ever been i BEST BUY al mall down the
sireai?

+ Thiy sedl video camenas thare?

+ 3o you testimony nol feasible or practical?

= lam nedin charge of budgeting sir.

I AM 50 MUCH MORE THAN A
q PEDIATRICIAN

= Government Dr, -Directcr of Armed Forces Cenler for
Chiid Protaction
= Pedialrician dealng with child abuse cases for bvanky
five years-seen hundreds of cases of abuse-Her
opinion it was medically impossible for injury o be
accident-this was non-accdental trauma
+ Injury could heva absolitely occumed the way
descrited in MocGinnis staterment
» Cross-exam
— O, rot anonhopedisl-
— Disagresd tha! aod gualfed to determing mechanism of njury
— Dr. naver eocsuded aitha bocausa ROl NecAEaany

= WanyEting the sibepadsl would came lome for my epinkes”

15



q US v, McGINNIS

+ Defense Expan: Onihogedic swigeon-sees hundied of
patienis g year ¥ of which are children-leéme
percentage of toddlers, infants, et ete

+ Reviewsd finding with a top pediatric onhopedic
BUFZE0 -

» Fossiple &l from halght-in other words canl rule out
AGCIDENT

+ But what can rule gut that this injury could not have
otcumed from yanking on baby's keg the way described
in MoGinnks stalement

+ Find it mind bogaling Mal GOVT EXPERT would nof
consul with orthopedist to discuss machaniam of injury

USs v. MeGINNIS
q Summation
+ Confessed o doing something that
medically impossible
« All factors set up =young, fired, lack of
common senses, compliant by nature
submissive
« Cops-psychological coercive techniques
—7 steps of interrogation

e THE VIDEO STATEMENT

« People v, Bazemore

= Co-Def LOVELY gives names location of
= Terry Bazemore-1488 Grand Concourse
+ Roy Gray-Bazemore's ¥ brother in Morith
Carolina
« Darren Gunier-Lovely's cousin

A8



ﬂ Terry Bazemore

- |-+ BX Homiclkde goes fo 1488 GC-

.Eaﬂiu_ggiigaﬂrg%ﬂ-
z_gm..w..__.maworﬂ. walk sway
* mﬁm:.aaoh!unuoa nd for reasons having nothi
to do with PAYTON w&iﬁuﬂgm%nn "
winrrant which may __.m...__n_.._uw ability to take &
u#t:‘n:_.u_.:mﬁlqiﬁ!ﬂa-ﬁ v that
Bazemore hallway {even though
mmaﬂﬂtnmﬂllrumnfuomﬂaoaavmmqmg

+ DET festifies fo strugple with Bazemone thal i ook 4
officers ko cufl him and observed in plain view box
o1 i BLlets o able et & docy ™ Prain vi

= Judge finds ne Payion violation discounting testimony
immﬁaﬂmmznin_?ﬂniﬂfimﬂﬁg

ﬂ BAZEMORE

+ THE STATEMENT

» DIRECT EXAM OF DETECTME

= DETECTIVE TESTIFIES THAT BEAZPEMORE ADMITS TO
GOMNG IMEIDE AFARTMENT TD BEAT UP THE WICTIM
BROTHER ROY .a..mmp.n_.m_ﬁx.-u.r (1 7]} h._ﬂmh.nl -.H._..w.h_vu&_u
ARDUND AND LEFT VICTIM S HOUSE.

= PUT STATEMENT BN WRITI

A e NG-DETECTIVE'S

= NOTWEE M, DA WHID TAXES VIDED
AFTER EM ETATEMENT E?ﬂ.ﬂiﬂﬁmﬁ:ﬂﬁﬁm
WRITTEN STATEMENT

BAZEMORE
e Cross of DET
+ THE APARTMENT-BAZEMORE STEPPED INTOD
HALLWAY-ROT CREDIBLE :
+ DET AWARE THAT NEED ARREST WARRANT IF
ARREST IN APARTMENT
+ DET AWARE THAT IF GET ARREST WARRANT
RIGHT TO COUNSEL ATTACHES
+ AND NO STATEMENT??777
+ NOT BEAT UP?
+ NOT SEARCH APT?
+ BULLETS ON FRONT TABLE IN HALLWAY WHEN
OPEN DOORY

17



BAZEMORE
ﬁ Cross of DET
* THE STATEMENT
+ TRAINMNG BV INTERROGA TECHNIQUES
+ BDETLY LEARN IN FIELD F OTHER DETECTIVES
» FEW DEFERDANTE EVER ALBT WRONGDDING

IMMEDMRTELY
= PROCESS OF MTERRDGATION ~

+ MOT THE GAME EVERY TIWME

- EL.MFM%ENH._. DM.B.... =gk [MITIAL CONFRONTATION

5 REASONS FOR WHY COMMITTED CRIME.AKA
. ﬁﬂm&ﬂ.— SCEMARIDS ONE MORE SERIOUS THAN OTRER-
frusad D_.!!.__-“.u oy i Up for s mian whi cfsiss o
* ALLCAWED TO LIE, DECEIVE, TRICK SUSPECTS

BAZEMORE
ﬁ Cross of DET

- BERROGATION LASTED FOR HOURS
+  WOTHING DOCUMENTING HOW LONG ORAL INTERVIE'W

WAS AFTER MIRANDA-NO NOTES, NO RECORDING

++ DETECTIVE CANT REWEMBER IF BATEMORE EVER DEMIED

INVOLVEMENT IT WiAS FOUR YEARS AGD"

" IREREENEN EQUEETONF Uscowr ecn:

+ HEVER LIEC-BUT HAVE DOMNE IT BEFDRE-ND MOTES NG

RECORCNNG

» NO INOEPENDENT RECOLLECTION IF BAZEMORE DEWIED

CRIME BUT REMEMBER NOT LIE DR DECEVE

+ WO G000 COMBAD COP-EVEN THDUGH OTHER CETECTIVE

W ROOE DURMG INTERRDGATION

BAZEMORE
ﬁ Cross of DET
+ NO THREATS
+ NO PROMISES
+ NEVER SHOWED PICTURES/CRIME SCENE
SKETCH-BUT NO NOTES OR RECORDING
« DONT RECALL ANY CONVERSATION WITH

BAZEMORE THAT DA COMING TO TAKE
VIDED

18.



BAZEMORE'S
MOMMY TESTIMONY

+ BAZEMORE'S MOM FULL ..___Im._._ﬂm.m._._m.n._.._.x

AIDE RELIGIOUS WOMAN TESTIFIES THAT CAME

HIOME FROM WORK THAT LOCK ON AFARTMENT
DOOR BUSTED, EVERY ROOM IN APARTMENT
TUNRED UPSIDE DOWR

.~ DESCRIBED TABLE WHERE POLICE OBSERVED

BULLETS AND CANT SEE IN PLAIN VIEW WITH
THE WAY DOOR SWINGS OUT AND THAT SHE
LIVES [N APT FLULL TIME AND MEVER SEEN
ARMUNITICN IN APARTMENT FRONT HALLWAY

BAZEMORE
q DIRECT EXAM
+ AT TRIAL BAZEMORE SAID POLIGE BREAK LOCK

ON DIOOR BEAT HM UP (He is 689 285)

« FLIP APARTMENT GOMNG ROOM TO ROOM
ASKING WHERE ARE THE GUNS

= TAKE HiM TO PRECINCT

BAZEMORE
ﬁ DIRECT EXAM
« LEFT I LOCKED INTERACGATION HOOM ALONE FOR
HOURS BEFORE EVEN START INTERVIEW
+ MO SMIRANDE UNTIL WRITTEN STATEMENT
+ BAZEMORE TELLS POLICE 179D THEM SHE Was

LOVELY AND ROY GRAY

GEANG 70 HOLISE TO BEAT UP VICTIM AS WELL AS
LOVELYS COUSHN AND TWO OTHER TALL GUYE THAT
NEVER SEEH BEFORE
- BAZEMORE SAKD HE WENT ALONG BECAUSE WORRIED
ABOUT HIS BROTHER NOT SURE WHAT T GAW CAPABLE
« BUT THAT HE NEVER WENT [N HOUSE HE STAYED OLTSIE
[HAT 1 HAD ST BEEN PARGLED AND V0 NGT WANT
« WO IDEA F EROTHER ARMED BUT HE HEARD SHOTS AND
HE LEFT THE LOCATION

18



BAZEMORE
G DIRECT EXAM

N mkiﬁdiqlhﬂnmgsg

}__u TEMED THAT SOUEMG WCLATION MO LOSE
= BDNGE TO VIOLATE WOU OW PAROLE
=~ NOT WTIRESTEG B BATEWCRE CHLY ROY ORAT
- JUST WEED WITHESS TO BaY THAT GRAY CAME

AFARTMENT AND THAT HE HAD aw
|.Eﬁnlo: S il e T MR THIAT ABD DHD MOT G0 1
DET M+OT ACCERT THIS ME [MITIAL
ﬁootib-— TN}
- DET WROTE STATEMENT TOLD: WANT
T ™ ._h-..u.-._unn-n ROY GRAY M -

ETA
GRAY FADH GLIN AMD MO WILL BE OF AND YOU CAN 00

BAZEMORE
ﬂ DIRECT EXAM

+ DRCE BAZEMORE SIGHED STATEMEHNT DETECTIVE TOLD

BAIEMORE THAT A BRONK ADA COMING TO TAKE VIDED

= TOUD ORE THAT BR0M( ADA HAS WO IDEA ABOUT
e AT e
BLOW YOUR CHANCE ;

+ POUCE PULLED OUT CRIME SCENE SHET(H PHOTOS

%gﬂm;é OF HOUSE AND TOLD HM SHAT TO
- PREPPED HM ON WHAT TO TELL BRONX ADA FOR A
COUPLE OF HOURS TO GET THE STORY STRAMHT

BAZEMORE
ﬂ DIRECT EXAM
+ BRONX ADAWAS VERY VERY NICE
« READ MIRANDA WAS VERY POLITE
« WENT OVER STORY THAT DET TOLD HIM
HOW HE WENT IN HOUSE WITH ROY GRAY
THAT ROY GRAY PULLED OUT GUN AND

BAZEMORE DECIDED HE WANTED NO
PART IN THIS AND LEFT

Spin e S



BAFEMORE
a THE WITHERING CROSS EXAM

* TRANSCEISED VIDEC STATEMENT T8 PAGES

" BOUSIRSCEF SN MO RAYED ron A To

+ REMEWBER BEING ASNED OUEETION BY BRONH DA AT VIDED
Bl youl Brihes Mcked wigtin's badessm dodr and fen his
iﬁuuiiﬁﬁhiq
v Aodda ! Ry Bnst AT 0 b, SO e 14 of
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BAZEMORE
q DEFEMSE SUMMATION

- WY DAILY NEWS: JULY 1, 2008

— Defense lawyer Martin Goldberg called the
lead detective a "decellful, duplicitous liar,”
agcusing him of trashing Bazemore's
apartment without 2 warrant, plenting & box
of bubefz and coering a confession,

= THel i an old schooi cop.” Goldberg said.
"He is one step removed from the rubber
hose and bright Fght.”
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BAZEMORE

e INSTRUCTIONS

« JURY TOLD THAT iSSUE OF THE
LAWFULNESS OF BAZEMORE'S ARREST IS
LEGAL ISSUE NOT MATTER FOR THEM TO
CONSIDER

+ HOWEVER, CAN CONSIDER DET AGTIONS
IN EFFECTUATING ARREST AS TO HIS
CREDIBILITY IN DETERMINATION AS TO
VOLUNTARINESS AND RELIABILITY OF
BAZEMORE'S STATEMENTS BYRD

+ JURY DELIBERATED MAYBE TWO HOURS

q HAFPPY ENDING FOR MCGINNIS

s, 2010 WL 3031404 (Army

- Appellant claims as his sole sssignment of
emor the military judga abused his discretion in
.uw_.__wr._m the nse request for expert
asslstance "in the area of coerche law
enforcement technigues which may ead lo a
falze confession.” agree and granl relisf,

+ Upon consideraBion of the entive record, the findings
and senlence an sel aside.
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