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Objectives & Audience
• Objective: To report and hold accountable the misconduct of the Placer County courts and 

officials involved in Shawn Rodriguez’s wrongful conviction and excessive sentencing, and 

their negligence in providing relief despite repeated requests to enact justice based on 

current laws.  When someone is factually innocent of crimes for which they were previously 

convicted, they should be exonerated and provided relief once this comes to light. Placer 

County has failed to do so, repeatedly, over many years. 

• Organizations this packet is being sent to:

• CA Commission on Judicial Performance

• CA Attorney General's Office

• CA State Bar

• US DOJ Civil Rights Division

• Federal Bureau of Investigation

• Board of Supervisors for Placer County

• Judicial Council of CA

• Governor of California

• California Office of the Inspector General (OIG)

• State and Federal Legislators

• California Innocence Project

• The California Judicial Council’s Criminal Law Advisory Committee

• Civil Rights Advocacy Groups (ACLU, NAACP Legal Defense Fund)

• Media & Public Advocacy (e.g., The New York Times, Los Angeles Times, Mother 

Jones)
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Case Overview & Background
• Shawn Rodriguez’s Conviction

• Correct Convictions: Shawn did participate in a robbery/stealing/theft. 

• Wrongful Convictions: Convicted of conspiracy to commit murder and kidnapping for extortion in 

2003 due to the actions of co-defendant Anna Rugg, despite having no intent to kill or 

foreknowledge of a kidnapping.  Shawn did nothing which could have actually physically harmed 

Hamman either and repeatedly acted to prevent Anna from murdering her boyfriend. 

• Sentenced to 25 to life for a murder that did not occur, mostly because Shawn repeatedly acted to 

prevent it, and 7 to life for a kidnapping he was not present for when the entrapment occurred. 

Shawn is Factually Innocent of the kidnapping and conspiracy to commit murder as juror statements 

attest to. 

• Key Issues at Stake

• No Murder or Physical Harm: No physical harm or murder occurred, yet Shawn was sentenced as 

if a murder had taken place. Because he did participate in a robbery, jurors were told by the 

Prosecutor and Judge that they HAD to vote Shawn guilty for all of Anna Rugg’s crimes, even if 

Shawn did not do them, because he had agreed to do robbery with her.  Placer County wrongfully 

convicted Shawn of crimes for which he is factually innocent. 

• False Testimony by Nicholas Hamman: The only victim, Nicholas Hamman, repeatedly admitted 

to perjury after the trial, including in multiple letters and a verbal testimony in recent years where he 

affirmed that “Anna was the mastermind.”

• Excessive Sentencing: Shawn was punished more harshly than Anna, the real perpetrator, 

receiving over three times her sentence despite her leadership in the crimes and Shawn’s repeated 

acts to undo the kidnapping and prevent a murder. 
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Jury Instructions
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Evidence of the Jury 

Instructions (continued)
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Evidence of the Jury 

Instructions (continued)
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Evidence of the Jury 

Instructions (continued)
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Evidence of the Jury 

Instructions (continued)
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Evidence of the Jury 

Instructions (continued)
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What Do These Jury 

Instructions Make Clear?

The Jury was repeatedly told to give Shawn culpability for Anna’s crimes of 

Kidnapping and Conspiracy to Commit Murder, even if he himself was not the 

doer of those crimes. 

This practice was based on the now illegal Natural and Probable 

Consequences Doctrine. 

In other words, because Shawn agreed to and participated in a robbery, jurors 

were told to find Shawn guilty of Anna’s crimes of kidnapping and conspiracy to 

commit murder. 

This doctrine is no longer a valid legal mechanism in the state of California and 

if Shawn were tried today, he could not have been convicted of kidnapping or 

conspiracy to commit murder. Those were crimes Anna did, which Shawn did 

not meet the criteria for. 

Just because Shawn agreed to participate in a robbery does not make him 

liable for Anna’s crimes of kidnapping or conspiracy to commit murder—based 

on current law. 

Shawn deserved consequences for crimes he himself committed, not the 

crimes of someone else. 
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What is a “Wrongful 

Conviction” exactly?
• Wrongful Conviction: Defined as a conviction of a person who is factually innocent of 

the charges.  

• Wrongful conviction occurs when an individual is found guilty and sentenced for a crime 

they did not commit.  This is typically due to errors in the legal process such as 

mistaken identity, false or misleading evidence, prosecutorial misconduct, ineffective 

legal defense, or procedural issues.  

• Written post-trial juror statements make it clear that Shawn is factually innocent of 

kidnapping and conspiracy to  commit murder; he did not commit those crimes, as 

jurors repeatedly attested to.  However, jurors were told that the law required them o 

vote Shawn guilty for Anna crimes Anna Rugg committed, since he was, in fact, guilty 

of the robbery.

• Jurors were told to wrongfully convict Shawn, and they did. They believed the law 

required them to hold Shawn responsible for the actions of another even if he 

sabotaged her crimes and tried to undo them because that is what the Prosecuting 

Attorney, William Marchi, and Judge Frances Kearney, told the jurors: vote Shawn 

guilty of Anna’s crimes even if Shawn didn’t do them. 

• Shawn is guilty of some more minor crimes, but not kidnapping nor conspiracy to 

commit murder. 
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Prosecutorial Misconduct: 

William Marchi 

• Brought Charges Which He Knew Were Overblown: Marchi prosecuted Shawn for the 

crime of kidnapping while he likely knew Shawn was not even around during that crime (which 

is why he withheld Erin’s interview transcript). 

• Coaching of A Key Witness:

• Marchi likely coached Hamman on what to say in court, influencing his testimony to 

ensure a conviction, despite the truth. This manipulation became clear when Marchi 

screamed at Hamman to “SHUT UP!” during the trial when Hamman began to veer off-

script.

• Suppression of Evidence:

• Marchi withheld crucial evidence, including Erin’s interview with Detective Daniel Coe, 

which corroborated Shawn’s innocence regarding the kidnapping charge. 

• Used Intimidation Tactics to Silence a Key Eyewitness: 

• Marchi threatened to charge Erin, who was an eyewitness, with crimes (though she did 

not do any crimes herself) if she testified. 
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Prosecutorial Misconduct: 

William Marchi
• Suborning Perjury:

• Prosecutor William Marchi knowingly used false testimony from Nicholas Hamman, who 

lied about critical facts such as the depth of water in the cell and the threat to his life.  

Hamman also claimed Shawn was there and shoved him in the cell, when the other 

three people (Erin, Anna, and Shawn) all said Shawn and Erin were elsewhere when 

the entrapment occurred by Anna alone. 

• Witness Intimidation:

• Erin Hughes, a key eyewitness, was threatened with charges by Marchi if she testified 

in Shawn’s defense, leading her to plead the Fifth Amendment throughout the trial and 

her testimony being withheld from jurors. 

• Manipulated the Jury:

• Marchi made clever use of charges to trick the jury into finding Shawn guilty of a 7-life 

crime (kidnapping) instead of a 6-month to one year misdemeanor (“false 

imprisonment”).  While false imprisonment would have had less than a year 

punishment, the kidnapping charge got Shawn punished with 7 years to life sentence. 

Marchi trick the jurors into the 7 to life punishment instead of a  year or less due to 

Shawn’s lack of violence. How does it make sense to punish someone more 

harshly for their lack of violence?  Marchi convinced jurors that was the right 

thing to do. 
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Prosecutorial Misconduct: 

William Marchi

• Tampered With or Used Knowingly Tampered/Damaged Evidence

• Marchi either tampered with or knowingly made use of tampered evidence, by playing 

the jury a recorded interview of Shawn that had been cut/erased more than 90 times in 

an hour to erase or omit whatever did not fit the theory being used to prosecute Shawn.

• Ignored Hamman’s Repeated Confessions of Courtroom Perjury

• The first 2 letters the victim sent admitting that he committed perjury to send Shawn to 

prison for life, Marchi only admitted he received them after the victim wrote letters the 

California Attorney General saying the same thing and it became clear Shawn would put 

up a fight.  Otherwise, he was fine to hide/minimize Hamman’s recantation letters from 

Shawn and all other stakeholders, attempting to obfuscate the truth and let the 

injustices continue. 

17



18



19



Juror Feedback on William 

Marchi’s Performance as 

Deputy District Attorney for 

Placer County
• One juror wrote in their post-trial statement, “I felt tricked into the decisions by the 

prosecution.”

• Another juror wrote in their post-trial statement, “I just don’t feel that this “go for 

the throat” attitude on the part of the district attorney was appropriate in this 

case.”

Note: Marchi is no longer employed by Placer County; a request for his personnel records was 

denied by the county’s Human Resources Department, but we are pretty sure he was fired or 

forced to resign for other misconduct he engaged in years after the misconduct he displayed in 

Shawn’s 2003 trial, and the suppression of Hamman’s recantations in 2015. 
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Judicial Misconduct: 

Judge Francis Kearney

• Blocking Critical Evidence:

• Judge Kearney refused to admit critical evidence showing that Anna Rugg had 

previously framed Shawn for another crime, as well as her history of framing 

other young men for her own criminal acts.  This would have shown that Shawn 

was Anna’s second victim in the instant case. 

• Ignoring Juror Misconduct:

• Bob Stefun, Jury Foreman, concealed a critical conflict of interest (his father was 

a prison warden) until after the trial when he was interviewed by Gold Country 

Media and shared this insightful fact. Kearney refused to offer a retrial even with 

such blatant juror misconduct. 
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Anna’s Modus Operandi: 

Framing Young Men for Her 

Crimes

• A question that has long been discussed in various forms of academic literature is why 
there seems to be a difference in how genders are treated during the sentencing phase of 
trials. Within the United States the male population in prisons massively outnumber the 
female population. This may suggest a difference in how genders are treated at some 
stage during the criminal justice process in the United States.

• Anna wanted to take advantage of this fact, by using her female-ness to her 
advantage.

• Then next series of slides are many examples of men she tried to victimize; Shawn 

is one of many of her victims. 
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Anna Pressured Shawn to Frame Others 

With Her for her Prior Crimes

Shawn: “She said, you know, you can stay at the church with me. 

The next morning she told me about how she had robbed the 

church with two other kids and took some stuff, and she said she 

wanted me to say I was there and she said she didn’t break in to 

rob the church. It was the other two kids…I didn’t wanted her to 

throw it on me, among other things…put it all off on me. Tell the 

police that I did it.

Jesse Serafin: Okay. So you’re following the plan in hopes that 

she’ll think you’re on board?”

Shawn: Yes…I didn’t want not go against Anna.”
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This Information Was 

Hidden From Jurors
• Due to Judge Kearney’s decision not to allow in this critical evidence, jurors never 

got to hear how Anna had a well documented history of framing young men for her 

crimes—as she had done to Shawn with the church robbery, and she attempted to 

frame Shawn Rodriguez again in the instant case with the gas station note she left 

claiming Shawn had kidnapped her.  

• Authorities knew she lied in order to shift blame to others for crimes she had done 

herself.  

• Jurors didn’t get to hear information which would have shown that Shawn was 

being victimized by Anna because Kearney didn’t allow these facts into trial.  

Suppressing relevant evidence due to one’s own bias could be considered a form 

of judicial misconduct. presumed Shawn’s guilt, rather than allowing him to be 

innocent until proven guilty.  

• At a minimum, she engaged in judicial error, if not flat-out misconduct, for 

suppressing evidence which was clearly relevant and material and would have 

provided insight into why Shawn feigned to “help” Anna while secretly sabotaging 

her and protecting Nicholas Hamman. 

• Kearney no longer works at Placer County, but her misconduct cannot be ignored.  

She
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Jury Misconduct: Jury 

Foreman Bob Stefun
• Foreman’s Omission:

• Jury foreman Bob Steffen did not disclose his familial connection to law 

enforcement, specifically his father being a federal prison warden, a significant 

bias that should have disqualified him from the jury. It is only due to a media 

interview after the trial was completed that we know about the jury foreman’s 

severe conflict of interest by serving on a jury when he is the son of a former 

prison warden.

• Juror Regret:

• Several jurors expressed regret post-trial, including Louise Daggett, who 

confirmed in recent years that had she known about Hamman’s perjury, she 

would have changed her vote. Other jurors were shocked by the severe 

punishment and felt misled by the prosecution's tactics.

• Unjust Influence:

• The jury was unduly pressured by Stefun and led to believe that they had to 

convict Shawn of all charges, even when they felt the evidence didn’t support 

such decisions.
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Juror Feedback

• “There were 2 jurors on our jury whom I felt 

would not listen to reason, that wanted guilty 

verdicts on everything, without further 

discussion.”
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Nicholas Hamman’s 

Perjury
• Multiple Recantations:

• Nicholas Hamman, the victim, admitted in multiple letters sent to Placer County 

authorities that he lied on the stand about critical details, such as the threat of 

drowning. In his words: “I lied about how deep the water got; it only reached my 

thighs.”

• Dismissal of Recantations by Placer County:

• Despite Hamman’s multiple written confessions and a verbal testimony to an 

attorney affirming that “Anna was the mastermind,” Placer County refused to 

grant Shawn any relief, consistently dismissing Hamman’s recantations.  At a 

minimum, Shawn should have been given a retrial so that perjured testimony 

would not be a part of the new trial.  

• Denial of Relief:

• When Shawn attempted to get relief after Hamman’s confessions, Placer County 

courts denied his request, claiming that Hamman’s perjury was not material in 

nature. The court made no effort to investigate whether jurors would have 

changed their votes based on the perjury confession, and they refused to offer a 

retrial. Despite Shawn facing life imprisonment, the court allowed perjured 

testimony to stand unchallenged.
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Placer County Judge Refused to Provide 

Relief, Resentencing, or a Retrial Despite 

Known Perjury at Trial

“There is no reasonable probability that even one juror 

would render a contrary verdict upon a retrial. 

Accordingly, the petition for writ of habeas corpus is 

denied.”

Mark S. Curry

Judge of the Superior Court

County of Placer

September 9, 2016
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Anna Rugg’s Role

• Pattern of Framing Others:

• Anna had a well-documented history of manipulating and framing others, 

including Shawn, for her own criminal actions. Prior to the kidnapping incident, 

Anna had already framed Shawn for a church robbery, which police later 

determined was committed by her alone.

• Threats and Violence:

• Anna threatened to harm Shawn and others if they didn’t cooperate with her 

plans. She coerced Shawn into staying near her by threatening violence, and 

jurors later confirmed that Shawn acted to protect Hamman from her attempts to 

kill him.

62



63



64



65



66



67



68



69



70



71



72



73



74



75



Shawn's Courageous 

Attempt to Protect Nick 

and Deceive a 

Dangerous Aggressor
• Shawn was terrified of Anna. She was larger, aggressive, emotionally unstable, and 

armed with a large knife. Anna had previously framed him for a church robbery, and for 

a time, Shawn didn’t even know her real name or gender. Anna was clearly prepared 

to kill, and Shawn’s pregnant girlfriend was nearby, driving him to repeatedly 

deescalate the situation to avoid violence.

• Shawn did not want Nick Hamman dead. If he had, he could have easily made it 

happen, but instead, Shawn’s goal was to protect Nick from Anna. Shawn pretended to 

cooperate with Anna, suggesting a plan he knew wouldn’t hurt Nick but would 

convince Anna that Nick was dead so she would stop trying to kill him.

• Shawn and Anna used a hose connected to Nick’s car exhaust, but Shawn 

intentionally never connected the hose to the room where Nick was trapped. Nick later 

confirmed on the stand that he never smelled exhaust. Shawn’s ruse was meant to 

keep Anna at bay, but when it failed, Anna shifted her strategy and framed Shawn for 

the events.
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Legal Violations & 

Doctrinal Issues

• Use of Natural and Probable Consequences Doctrine:

• Placer County applied this outdated doctrine to convict Shawn of conspiracy to 

commit murder, based solely on Anna’s intent to kill, even though he did not 

share this intent and actively tried to protect the victim.

• Senate Bills 1437 and 775:

• Despite clear legislative intent to prevent convictions based on the actions of 

others, Placer County courts ruled that Senate Bills 1437 and 775, which 

eliminate the natural and probable consequences doctrine, do not apply to 

conspiracy to commit murder, at least according to Placer County Judges. This 

blocked Shawn from receiving a resentencing, even though these laws were 

designed to address similar situations. 

• Denial of Writ of Habeas Corpus:

• Multiple writs of habeas corpus have been filed seeking relief for Shawn based on 

Hamman’s perjury and the legislative changes, but they were all denied. Placer 

County courts have consistently refused to correct the wrongful conviction, 

despite clear evidence of legal errors and perjury.
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Juror Advocacy for 

Shawn’s Release

• Post-Trial Statements:

• Five of the 12 jurors wrote to the courts, advocating for Shawn’s sentence 

to be changed. They felt the punishment did not fit the crime and were 

shocked by the life sentence handed to a young man who had no intent to 

kill, and when nobody was murdered nor even physically injured. 

• Court’s Dismissal of Juror Letters:

• The court ignored these juror statements and did not consider them in any 

of Shawn’s appeals. No efforts were made by the court to investigate 

whether the jury would have changed their votes after learning of 

Hamman’s perjury. 
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Public Support for Shawn’s 

Exoneration and Release
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Efforts to Obtain 

Resentencing Through 

Placer County Have Been 

Unsuccessful

• Since several, formal Habeas Corpus Petitions have not convinced Placer County to 

provide relief despite the victim’s recantations as well as changes to the legitimacy of 

the Natural and Probable Consequences Doctrine, the Help Free Shawn Rodriguez 

Campaign has sent several slide decks, letters, and emails to the Placer County District 

Attorney, Mr. Morgan Gire, requesting their review of Shawn’s case, in a request to 

provide relief.  

• It has been nearly a year, and they have provided no response to this request or 

repeated communications despite all the evidence that Shawn is being incarcerated for 

crimes for which he is factually innocent.
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Shawn Rodriguez: Victim 

of Placer County’s 

Repeated Failures
• Judicial Misconduct &/or Errors:

• Judge Frances Kearney did not allow in relevant evidence that Anna had framed Shawn 

before, which Anna had also done in the instant case.  Kearney said it was not relevant, 

when it obviously was. 

• Judge Frances Kearney did not take seriously the juror misconduct by the Jury Foreman 

which surely influenced the outcome of the trial; another juror even said two jurors could not 

be reasoned with and wanted guilty on all charges without deliberation.  Clearly, some jurors 

were not able to be objective and neutral. 

• Judge Mark S. Curry in 2016 decided that perjury by the only victim about claims that he was 

nearly drowned was acceptable in Shawn’s trial, thus denying Shawn’s Constitutional right to 

a fair trial. 

• In 2022, Judge Jeffrey Penney ruled that the Natural and Probable Consequences Doctrine 

could still be applied to hold Shawn accountable for Anna’s intent to kill her boyfriend, even 

though Shawn himself had no intent and repeatedly undermined hers.  Given changes to 

California law, it’s clear that legislature had intended for culpability for crimes to be based 

solely on one’s own intentions and actions, not someone else’s.  Shawn is being punished for 

another person’s intentions and actions. By ignoring the intent behind the law and strictly 

adhering to outdated legal technicalities, this decision marks yet another grave injustice by 

Placer County.
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Shawn Rodriguez: Victim 

of Placer County’s 

Repeated Failures
• Prosecutorial Misconduct:

• William Marchi’s misconduct includes multiple instances of unethical behavior that 

directly impacted Shawn’s case. As a prosecutor, Marchi engaged in deliberate 

manipulation of evidence, suppressing exculpatory information that could have 

proven Shawn’s innocence for the kidnapping and conspiracy to commit murder 

charges. Marchi coerced a key eyewitness, Erin Hughes, into silence, by 

threatening to charge her with crimes if she spoke.  Marchi used misleading 

narratives based on lies, silenced Nicholas Hamman from speaking the truth in 

court by telling him to “SHUT UP!!!” and presented false or exaggerated claims to 

the court to secure a conviction. 

• Marchi’s actions violated legal and ethical standards, prioritizing a conviction over 

the truth, and contributed to Shawn's wrongful conviction for crimes he did not 

commit.
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Shawn Rodriguez: Victim 

of Placer County’s 

Repeated Failures
• Changed Laws Ignored:

• New California laws (SB 1437 and SB 775) that could overturn Shawn’s wrongful 

conviction were dismissed by the county, leaving him to languish in prison despite 

legal changes in his favor which should apply to his case if the spirit of the law were 

honored. 

• Wrongful Conviction:

• Shawn Rodriguez was convicted of crimes he did not commit under false 

pretenses, faulty charges, and a blatant disregard for justice.

• Placer County failed to address numerous legal appeals, corrections, and requests 

for review over the years.

• Placer County's Continued Negligence:

• Despite repeated efforts to correct these wrongs, Placer County refuses to uphold 

its duty of integrity, fairness, and law.

• Now, these failures are being reported to higher government bodies for review and 

correction. This flagrant lack of ethics and accountability undermines the very 

Constitution Placer County is sworn to protect.
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Shawn Rodriguez: Victim 

of Placer County’s 

Repeated Failures
• Juror Foreman Misconduct:

• Jury Foreman Bob Stefun did not disclose that he came from a law enforcement 

family, and pressured other jurors to vote guilty on all counts without deliberation.  

He should never have been allowed on the jury, and once this came to light, Shawn 

should have been offered a re-trial.

• Juror Advocacy for Shawn’s Relief:

• After trial, five separate jurors sent statements to Placer County courts stating that 

they believed Shawn deserved relief, yet no action was taken to remedy their 

mishandling of his case.

• In recent times, Juror Louise Daggett affirmed that she would change her vote had 

she known the only victim committed perjury; Judge Curry had said if he knew one 

juror would change their mind, maybe he’d reconsider his judgment.  That never 

happened despite evidence of Louise Daggett’s statement to Placer County 

officials, repeatedly, including from Louise Daggett herself directly to the County. 
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What Justice Looks 

Like Now

• Request for Full Exoneration:

• Shawn should be exonerated for the kidnapping and conspiracy to commit 

murder charges, for which he is factually innocent, as the trial transcript and 

post-trial juror statements clearly show.

• Resentencing Based on Actual Crimes:

• Resentencing should be based solely on the crimes Shawn actually committed, 

such as aiding and abetting a robbery and auto theft. At most, Shawn deserved 

3-5 years for his involvement in these crimes, which pales in comparison to the 

21+ years he has already served.

• Holding Placer County Accountable:

• It is essential that higher authorities review this case, hold Placer County 

accountable for their prosecutorial and judicial misconduct, and provide Shawn 

with the relief he deserves. We are seeking intervention from the listed 

organizations to ensure that justice is served.
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Contact Information

Help Free Shawn Rodriguez Campaign

6200 Rolling Road, #523142

Springfield, VA 22152

www.helpfreeshawn.com
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