Shawn Rodriguez:
Imprisoned for Life as a
19-Year-Old Teenager,
Rooted in Laws That
Have Long Been
Overturned

A PLEA FROM CONCERNED CITIZENS TO RESENTENCE
AND RELEASE SHAWN RODRIGUEZ FROM PRISON

LED BY DR. ANGELA MEYERS COTELLESSA



Key Issues

CONSPIRACY TO COMMIT MURDER CHARGES SHOULD BE OVERTURNED

Shawn was sentenced for conspiracy to commit murder. He was given the same sentence for actual murder (25 years to life), although there was no murder
committed whatsoever.

He was found guilty of a crime he himself did nhot meet the criteria for because jurors were told they must find him guilty based on the Natural & Probable
Consequences Doctrine, which is now illegal.

He was given responsibility for someone else’s intent he didn’t have and actively undermined, and was given culpability for someone else’s actions he
sabotaged.

KIDNAPPING CHARGES SHOULD BE OVERTURNED

Shawn was sentenced for kidnapping/entrapment (7 years to life). He was not involved or present when the entrapment occurred and had no foreknowledge it
would take place.

Jurors were told they must find Shawn guilty for Anna Rugg’s crimes based on the Natural & Probable Consequences Doctrine, which is now illegal.

SHAWN IS ELIGIBLE FOR RESENTENCING UNDER CURRENT LAWS
Under current laws, Shawn would have been free over a decade ago.

Shawn should be resentenced and released.



The
Essentials
of the

Shawn
Rodriguez
Case

Anna Rugg manipulated Shawn to accompany her to rob her boyfriend. Nick Hamman, who was Anna’s
boyfriend at the time.

No one was physically harmed. No one was kidnapped. No one was murdered.

Nick later repeatedly confessed to perjury during the trial.

Juror Louise Daggett was contacted in 2022, and affirmed had she known Hamman lied at trial, she would
have changed her votes.

It should be noted Anna had a history of framing the people around her (always males) for her crimes.

There was a church robbery prior to this case, and Anna told Police it was done by Shawn, despite multiple
eyewitnesses confirming Shawn was not there. Shawn was not charged with the church robbery. This
information was not allowed in at trial.

The laws which allowed Shawn to be found guilty of Kidnapping and Conspiracy to Commit Murder -
namely, the “Natural and Probable Consequences Doctrine” are no longer valid due to law changes in
recent years. California has passed a series of laws allowing/requiring Judges and District Attorneys to

resentence those who were made culpable for others’ crimes under the Natural & Probable Consequences
Doctrine.




Who Is Shawn Rodriguez?

Until the age of 10, Shawn was raised by a single, poverty-stricken, neglectful,
abusive, drug-addicted mother. Shawn’s father was uninvolved.

At age 10, Shawn was removed from his home, by the State of California, and
placed into foster care. Shawn continued to live in an abusive situation.

At age 18, Shawn was released by the California Youth Authority, with nowhere to
live, no means of support, no training or qualifications for jobs and no money.

At age 19, Shawn met another homeless teen, Anna Rugg. Anna let Shawn know
about a church where they could stay.

With threats of violence, extreme intimidation and armed with a deadly weapon,
Anna coerced Shawn into her crimes.




Help Free Shawn:
A Team Led by Dr. Angela
Meyers Cotellessa

Intern for California Governor Gray Davis
(1999)

White House Intern (2005)

Spent nearly 15 years working in
government (2007 - 2021), including at the
Executive Office of the President, under
Presidents Bush and Obama.

Doctorate in Human & Organizational
Learning from George Washington
University; Scholar, Academic. Researcher.
Speaker, Author
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Dr. Cotellessa is working with a team of
concerned citizens, known as the Help Free
Shawn Rodriguez Campaign.
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The Crime: When, Where and Who

TIME AND PLACE: March 2003, Auburn, California. Forty-hour experience.

MAIN CHARACTERS:

= 19-year-old Anna Rugg

= 39-year-old Nick Hamman, Anna’s boyfriend at the time.
= 19-year-old Shawn Rodriguez

= 30-year-old Erin Hughes, Shawn’s girlfriend at the time
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= Nick's Statement: “Anna Rugg was the Mastermind, not Shawn” (made to attorney
Marc Norton on July 31, 2022 from Sacramento County Jail).

=When Anna told Shawn she wanted to rob Nick and she wanted Shawn to be
"around" to help protect her, Shawn agreed to be there and participated in robbing
Nick.

=Shawn was not aware and did not agree or participate in any kidnapping or any
attempted murder/conspiracy to commit murder.

=Anna had a well documented history of trying to get young MALES to be around
while she committed a crime. If police showed up and caught her, she could blame
the male and claim innocence.

=Many young men came forward with reports that Anna had tried to frame them for
her crimes. This evidence was not allowed in trial.

= Hamman had no physical injuries.

= Hamman has repeatedly confessed to the crime of perjury he committed during
Shawn Rodriguez’ trial.



Anna Entrapped Nick By Herselt

* Anna and Nick went to an abandoned juvenile hall in Auburn, CA. Shawn and his girlfriend,
Erin, arrived.

» Shawn believed they had gone there to leave their bags somewhere for the day, since they
were homeless.

* Erin and Shawn were walking around the building. Meanwhile, Anna tricked Nick into entering
a room and trapped Nick.

* Anna trapped Nick in a room, from which he could not escape. Anna alone
entrapped/kidnapped Nick Hamman.

» Shawn received a 7 year to life sentence for kidnapping, despite no advanced knowledge or
agreement and despite not being physically present when it was done.

* Lastly, Shawn repeatedly tried to help Nick get out of the room.




Nick Set Otf Water on Himself

*Nick Hamman was stuck in a room, entrapped by Anna. Anna, Shawn, and

Erin left the building. Nick decided to set off a water sprinkler in the
room.

» The water escaped through the gap at the bottom of the door. The room
was not watertight. We now know, at its highest, the water went up to
approximately Nick’s knees. There was a table in the room — the same table
Nick used to stand on to set off the sprinklers — which he could sit or stand
on to escape the water.

* At trial, Nick lied and said the water got up to his neck, implying he
was close to complete drowning. Nick later confessed to lying at least four
separate times in writing to Placer County, CA authorities. Shawn continues
to languish in prison due to Hamman's lies.

*It has been 8 years since Nick wrote his recantation letters to Placer County
authorities.




Shawn’s
Repeated Actions
to Protect Nick

Hamman

Once Nick was trapped in the room, Anna tried to
convince Shawn that they should push Nick off the
Forresthill Bridge. Terrified, Shawn refused.

Anna then tried to convince Shawn they should
beat Nick to death with a pole wrapped in barbed
wire. Shawn refused.

Shawn obtained a tool to try to turn off the water in
the building where Nick had set off the fire
sprinklers on himself.

Shawn also tried to break the plexiglass in the
room where Nick was. Nick affirmed this at trial.

Shawn also tried to remove the plexiglass by trying
to unscrew it. The Crime Scene photos showed
SCrews were missing.



Nick Hamman’s
Contession of
Perjury During
the Trial

“Let me come right to the point. | perjured
myself in a trial against two different
defendants, back in 2003; but I'm a Christian
now in your county...l lied about how deep the
water in the cell got. It didn’t get up to my
neck it only got up to my lower part of my
thighs.”

“Maybe you didn’t understand but | perjured
myself in the Anna Rugg and Shawn Rodriguez
cases.”

“If you want to know what exactly | perjured
myself about | suggest you have your lawyer
come see me. | saw the Placer County DA’s
investigator on Friday 4-24-2015 and | told
him what | lied about and he said nothing
would come of it cause their appeals are all
over. I’'m not saying anymore in a letter. So |
suggest you have your lawyer come see me...”
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Nick Hamman’s Known Lies

15| Q. Do you recall in your past instances with psychiatrists
Another one of Nick’s very significant lies is Nick testified that Shawn kicked him into 17| explaining to them that you've been diagnosed as a compulsive
the cell. However, Erin Hughes’ recorded interview with Detective Daniel Coe is 18] 1iar? _
available in Placer County records and will affirm that Shawn was with Erin in 19 A, I teljl stories abflaut my iife.
another part of the building when Anna trapped Nick in the room by herself. Anna’s = itm“ chat aren’t frue?
interview also corroborates this account. Shawn also states he was not there when 22 : | M:;e grandiose stories to draw attention to yourself?
Anna entrapped Nick. Many jurors state in their post-trial statements they did not 23l A, ves.
believe Shawn was a part of any plans to entrap Nick and they did not believe Shawn 24 MR. SERAFIN: No further questions.
was physically present during the actual entrapment of Nick. 25 REDIRECT EXAMINATION

26| 0. BY MR. MARCHI: Sir, calling your attention back again to
Shawn was there for a robbery; but somehow Shawn received multiple life sentences 27| March 15th when Anna Rugg asked you to come inside the juvenile
for a kidnapping he did not know would occur and was not present for, and a 28| hall. Did you consider her to be a friend of yours at that
conspiracy to commit murder he had no intent to do. Intent is required to find PAMELA R. KATROS, CSR 9383

[ i i i PL 2 AL COURT REPORTERS (530) 889-6577
someone guilty of the crime of conspiracy to commit murder. PLACER COUNTY OFFICI

Falsus in uno, falsus in omnibus is a Latin maxim meaning "false in one thing, false
in everything". It is the legal principle that a withess who testifies falsely about one
matter is not credible to testify about any matter.



Anna Rugg’s Modus Operandi: Lure
Boys/Men to Her Crime Scene and If
Caught, Frame Them for What She Did

Shawn told Anna he was not going to participate in any murder. Shortly thereafter, Anna wrote a note
claiming Shawn had kidnapped her and Anna left this note in a gas station. Placer County knew Anna was
lying and they never charged Shawn with kidnapping Anna. Anna was trying to frame Shawn for her
crimes. Clearly, Anna is willing to state that other people are responsible for crimes that she committed.
This is her modus operandi.

Anna was armed with a deadly weapon—a very large knife.

Anna began discussing plans to kill Shawn in addition to killing Nick. Anna made these statements in front
of Erin, who was an eyewitness to many of the crimes that occurred. Erin was “scared into silence.”

Anna threatened to kill Erin if she told anyone what she did to Nick. Anna had given another teenager
Draino and told him it was a safe drug he could ingest. Anna was ready to kill.

The next series of slides are examples of men Anna victimized.



Anna Framed Shawn for
Her Church Robbery

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 | was there and she said she
didn’t break in to rob the church. It was the other
two Kids...l didn’t wanted her to throw it on me,
among other things...put it all off on me. Tell the
police that | did it.

Jesse Serafin: Okay. So you're following the plan in
hopes that she’ll think you're on board?”

Shawn: Yes...l didn’t want to go against Anna.”

Reporter’s Transcripts, pages 591 - 592

first met Anna, it was because I got stuck in Auburn and didn't

have a place to stay. 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 said she didn't

break in to rob the church. It was the other two kids.

Q. To your knowledge, had she been blamed for robbing the

church?

A. Yeah. The pastor in the church that allowed her to stay
confronted on her detalls.

Q. She turned on the other two kids?

A. Yes.

Q. Asked you to say what?

A. That I had been there that night, and they were the ones

that had broken in.

Q. How does that experience with Anna relate to you being

a’fraid to just walk?

A. I didn't wanted her to throw it on me, among other things.

Q. When you say "throw it on me," for those us who aren't

very good at following slang, what did you mean about that?

A, Put it all off on me. Tell the pelice that I did it.

Q. Okay. So you're following the plan in hopes that she'll

think you're on board?

A. Yes.

Q. Is there any other -- is there anything about her comments

as the day goes on on Sunday that make you begin to fear her?

A, I didn't especially fear Anna, but I didn't want -- I

didn't want to go against Anna, not just Sunday or Saturday but
591

before that. She's not nice, like I said. They -- people think
she's a guy sometimes.

Q. Well, what does that have to do with not wanting to follow
her plan or wanting to follow her plans?

A. There were a lot of different things in my mind that Anna
could have done to hurt me in the future, maybe not just
physically but among other things.

Q. Like what?

A. Like what do you mean when you say that?

Q. Well, you said that you were afraid she may hurt you in
some way in the future. What was going through your mind that
day? What did you think she may do in the future?

A. One, she could call the police and say it was all me. She
could go in there and walk in there and tell Nick that I made
her do it. She didn't want to and all of a sudden, it would be
all me.

Erin had pulled me aside because when we got in the hotel
room later that night, her and Anna had left for a period of
time.  When they came back, Erin pulled me aside and told me
they went and picked up a knife, and she was afraid Anna was
going to stab somebody with it.

Q. Now, you had said earlier, for instance, on Friday night
when she talked about wanting to rob her boyfriend, throw him
off the bridge and some of the discussions on Saturday, that you
didn't really think she was going to go through with it, that
you didn't really take her sericusly; right?

A. No.

By Sunday evening had that changed in your mind?

PAMELA R. KATROS, CSR 9383
PLACER COUNTY OFFICIAL COURT REPORTERS (530) 889-6577
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2| 3 Testimonyof Mitch Cypert

victims were strangled, received a cluster of stab wounds to the upper torse, somewhat resembled each 3 ||Mitch is another young male who will testfy to knowing Anna off and on for the last year. He has

2 ||other, and the defendant admitted the killing, but supplied an explanation. Stesle, 27 Cal.4th at 1244. ) heard through mutual acqual of viclence and theft involving Anna, sa he

3 || 1n holding thet the two lillings were *simélar enough” to make the earlier one relevant, the Court stated . was not shocked when she came to him asking for help. Anna was angry with her stepfather and

4 || ihat the leas dgree ofssuilariy between cines i nesded o prave intent” (itng People v. Ewoldt  [[Poc= el robbing him. She sugsested that Mitch e bis iend Brian could b i over th hesd

3 || 1994y 7 Catath 380, 402), anc tha “the o £ hat fien one d g ||ith a shovel or some type of stick and she woukd spiit the money with them. She took them to

¢ something, the more licely that something was intended ... Stesle, 27 Cal 4th at 1244 g || Secramento to carry cut the crime. As the act grew nearer, Mitch backed out, and Anna stated he
Or : : 1101(B) EVIDENCE OFFERED IN THE CURRENT CASE 10 || would regret it i be ever mentioned the incident.

ol 1. Direct evidence through the testimony of an Grimes U [ 4 Testimony fom Ausin Hands

10 [| e s o jovenile who knows Asia o the srest. She hs spenta ot oftime around i and bis 12 || stin ko A rom is i ric Werve e some afthe e venie’s ey meniioned, He

I i isussally homeless. One case, Anna broke into a local church. She

1 | eptned 2 desiveto have nothing to do with Amna Rugg. Whenasked why he and others ill spent

12 L a .

asked 1 i his fiiend Travis to help ber steal some of the church ] .

" . o eft At that ti 15 || 2 time with her, he explained that she was always around, was manipulative, and people were scared
belongings. lan refizsed and lef the scene. Anna was later arrested for the church theft. At that time

1 ) . " " 16 |[oFher. He describes her us very unstable. Prior to the instant case, Rugg asked Austin to help her rob

she told Tan Gris
15 © 17 || Nick Hamman. She said it would bequick and easy”, bu: Hands refused. On anather occasion, Anna
i that he had nothing to do with it
Tan who explained to therm nothing "

’ O
! was driving a stolen Uhaul. She asked Austin and Exic to go with her to rob the local radio shack, On
! ) o ctures of both 4 third occasion, Anna asked suggested to Ausin the idea of robbing Cindy. Cindy was the trailer park
; . b u i
18 || Travis was at the chorch with his friend Tan and Anna. While there, Ms. Rugg took pi 2 .

manager where Austin and Eric lived. Cindy was very iavolved in drugs, and Anna suggested they

19 {1 averite boys. She then asked thern 1o remove props the church. Travk dleft the 2

0 Rus . Travis and lan to pavn the 2 |[ covd make a big score and then burn the trailer dovm. In September of last year, afler many of these

21 . . . . .
various items the next day. When the theft was eventually traced to Anns Rugg she named Travis as 23 || requests were deried, Anna offered Austin crank  Austin took the crank, but recognized something

2

3 || helping her. Travis wes subsequently Both Travis and 1an expl lice al 24 || wrong with it. He recognized the substance as powdered draino, and lates that night whille searching

ived from Anna Rugg. Both

24 || mentioned Shawn Rodri suspect
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Clerk’s transcript page 174, lines
O -16

4. Testimony from Austin Hands
Am\inkncwmmﬁomhsﬁ-ideﬂ:Wmmsmncoﬁheodujumﬂe'ukadymlioned He
explained a desire to have nothing to do with Anna Rugg. ‘When asked why he and others still spent
any time with her, he explained that she was always around, was manipulative, and people were scared

y . 17 16 || of her. He describes her us very unstable. Prior to the instant case, Rugg asked Austin to help her rob
Clerk’s Transcripts page 175 " T
18 | was driving a stolen Uhaul. She asked Austin and Eric to go with her to rob the local radio shack, On
a third occasion, Anna asked suggested to Austin the idea of robbing Cindy. Cindy was the trailer park
manager where Austin and Eric lived. Cindy was very involved in drugs, and Anna suggested they

Clerks Transcript, page 176, lines B e R TS R i

23 | requests were denied, Anna offered Austin crank. Austin took the crank, but recognized something

2 — I O 24 (| wrong withit. He recognized the substance as powdered draino, and later that night while scarching
25
2%
[
12834 ot o 27
prdy A 9 .
Someiax 28 ann176

Clerk’s Transcripts, page 176,
lines 11 - 24 and page 177, lines
1-2

1 Anna’s car, he found draino in the backseat. Hands has seen people killed on the streets in a similar

2 || manner.




Shawn Did Not
Participate in
Any of Anna’s

Plans to Murder
Nick

Shawn: “She [Anna] said
something about throwing him
[Nick] off the Forresthill Bridge
and climbing down, get his stuff
from himself, get his keys and
stabbing him and shooting him
and all kinds of stuff.”

10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27
28

Q. Did she mention it that night?

4. Yes.

Q. Did you know what she was talking about, the old juvenile
hall?

A. No. I didn't where know where it was, exactly what she

was talking about. She'd thrown out numerous plans that night.
Q. Do you remember any of the othef plans she threw out?

A. She said something about throwing him off the Foresthill
Bridge and climbing down, get his stuff-from himself, get his

keys and stabbing him and shooting him and all kinds of stuff.

Q. Shawn, did that alarm you?
A. Not really. I didn't take her seriously.
Q. This is a person you've been spending a couple weeks with.

Now, she's talking about shooting or stabbing her boyfriend,
that didn't alarm you?

A. After the instance of the night, ne. I figured it will
blow over. She'll get owver it.

Q. When you woke up the next morning, did you have any plans

to contact Nick Hamman?

A, No, I did not.
Q. What was your plan, your general plan, for Saturday?
A. Well, Erin recently got:kicked out of her halfway house.

She came up pregnant and she needed to find a place. I had an
old friend of mine that lives down in Sacramento that ran, I
guess it is, a drug rehab program called Amigos, and I was going
take her down there and see if there were any places to get her
into.

Q. How were you going to get her down there?
5685
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Exonerating
Evidence: Shawn
Tried To Turn off
the Water that

Nick Set Off on
Himself

Q: “You were asked some questions about
whether that should be put in your report
because it might be exonerating evidence;
correct?

A. Correct
Q: Did you put that in your report?

Just about the hacksaw, wanting to turn
off the water that way.

Reporters transcript page 496 lines 15 -
18, and 27 - 28; page 497, line 1

15
le
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27
28

Q. 2ll right. You were asked some guestions about whether
that should be put in your report because it might be

exonerating evidence; correct?

A. Correct.
Q. Did you put in your report on page 15 about the middle of
the page where Mr. Rodriguez indicates: "We're gonna get the

hacksaw. I'm gonna turn this "f-ing" water off. We're gonna
hope the guy doesn't "f-ing" die or somebody finds him. End of
story. If I need to "f-ing" bounce and lay low for a couple of
days, that's what I'm gonna do. But I'm not gonna -- no and
"f-ing" we bounce down to the Shell. We're coming out of the
Shell. She's acting really funny."

Did you put that in your report?

A. Just about the hacksaw, wanting to turn off the water that
496
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Shawn Told Anna He
Would Not Help Her
Beat or Murder Nick

“She said something about beating him with barb wire poles,
and | said ‘No, we're going to get the water off now. Go over
there and tell me if the water turns off.’ | started flipping
switches again. It didn’t happen, and | went and pulled the
hoses back out all the way of the window and put them in the
trunk. And | said, ‘Come on. We’'re going to get the hacksaw so
we can get the water off.” | figured it was the top valves and she
said, ‘Let’s go get the barb wire poles and beat him to death.”

Jesse Serafin: At that point are there barb wire poles around?

Shawn: Yeah, out back.

Jesse: You didn’t agree with that plan?

Shawn: No.

Jesse: Did she then agree willingly to go with you to
Sacramento?

Shawn: No. She kept telling me she wanted to get the barb wire
poles and beat that dude to death. | told her, ‘If you want to...”

=

10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27
28

A, Yes.
Q. And what made it change?
a, Well, from the beginning I didn't think she had the balls

to even lock the door, but then she did and now she's talking
about killing this dude, so she even went and picked up the
hoses and sent me to get duct tape.

Q; So at this point you're now starting to begin to think
that she could be serious about some of the stuff?

A. Yes.

Q. After -- after she finds that he's still alive, what's the
next step, what's the next thing you guys talk about doing?

a. She went out. I wasn't sure what to do at that point.
Actually I was kind of struggling at that point. She said
something about beating him with barb wire poles, and I said,
"No, we're going to get the water off now. Go over there and
tell me if the water turns off." I start flipping switches
again. It didn't happen, and I went and pulled the heoses back
out all the way out of the window and put them in the trunk.

And I said, "Come on. We're going to get the hacksaw so we can
get the water off." I figured it was the two top valées and she
said, "Let's get the barb wire poles and beat him to death."

Q At that point are there barb wire poles around?

A Yeah, out back.

Q You didn't agree with that plan?

A. No.

Q Did she then agree willingly to go with you to Sacramento?
.Y No. She kept teliing me she wanted to get the barb wire

poles and beat that dude te death. I told her, "If you want to
593
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Exonerating
Evidence: Shawn
Tried to Break the
Glass to Release
Nick In the Room
Anna Trapped
Nick In

Nick (about Shawn): “He
attempted to break the
window.”

Reporter’'s Transcript,
page 260, lines 19 - 20

- - e |

18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27

28

he said?

A. He said he had a gun.

Q. You didn't mention that today when you testified; did you?
A. Wasn't asked.

Q. You were asked if any threats were made at the outset when

you were first locked in the hall and you said no?

A. He made that threat after the ATM card. I forgot to
mention it.

Q. You forgot to mention it because you -- it wasn't listed
in the police report irom March 17th that you went over with the

district attorney; was it?

A, ‘-_-"esf it was.

Q. Oh, it was in that police report?

A. as far as I remember, yes.

Q. So you remember seeing it in that police report. As you

reviewed that police report, you remember seeing a statement
about Shawn Rodriguez saying he had a gun?

A. T remember him telling Detective Coe that he threatened to
shoot me. That was after he broke the window, after he
attempted to break the window.

Q. You remembered Shawn telling Detective Coe that?

A. Shawn Rodriguez said, quote-unquote, after he broke the

window, "I'll shoot you if you try to do anything once you get

out."

Q. He said that to you?

A. To me.

Q. and yet you did not mention that today on direct

examination; did you?
260
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Shawn Tried to
Turn Off the
Water and Get
Nick Out

Shawn during the 2003 trial:

“My first thought was to get the water off
and get him out.”

“That day we went up there, and | tried
turn the water off...there were some
valves outside the juvenile hall against the
street, Epperle, behind Gottschalks...I'd
done plumbing.”

17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27
28

A. My first thought was to get the water off and get him out.

Q. Why not just call the police?

R. I think if I called the police and I was still in the

state, it would not have been a violation. It would have been a

super violation of my probation.
At that point you were on probation?
Yes, I was.

Was that for the vehicle theft?

Did you have any other pending charges’

Q

A

Q

A. Yes, it was.
Q

A At that point, yes.
Q

What was that?

PAMELA R. KATROS, CSR 938
PLACER COUNTY OFFICIAL COURT REPORTERS
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A.

We had just got out of the county jail for -- I don't know

what hers was. Mine was a petty theft, stolen property from

last year. They didn't tell me what it was.

o orF O @ o0 P OO

When was your next court date for the petty theft?
It was Monday morning.

The next day?

Yes.

At what time?

E;ght o'clock a.m.

On Sunday, did you and Anna have a discussion, a further

discussion, about what to do with this guy who is in the

juvenile hall?

No.

There was mention --

She didn't seem worried about it at all.
But you were worried?

Yeah.

But you didn't actually do anything to get him out that

Not until later that night, no.

Did you have a plan during that day?

That day we went up there, and I tried turn the water off.
How did you do that?

There was some valves outside the juvenile hall and

against the street, Epperle, behind Gottschalks.

Q.

What made you think those valves had anything to do with

the water, just a guess?

A.

I'd done plumbing.
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PAMELA R. KATROS, CSR 9383
PLACER COUNTY OFFICIAL COURT REPORTERS (530) 889-6577




Shawn Rodriguez Summary

“» As a homeless, orphaned teenager, Shawn agreed to participate in a robbery—to survive.

*»  Shawn had been raised by the State. He was not prepared to be financially independent, to have a
home, a job, or anything else which would have helped prevent his participation in a robbery. At
18, he was released by the State directly into homelessness. (Now the State does not do this
anymoret. N(;w the state offers continued support to wards of the state who age out of the foster
care system.

< Shawn never agreed to participate in any kidnapping or any murder-related crime and actively
worked against Anna on these matters.

< Shawn did his best to help Nick. Anna was armed with a deadly weapon and had framed Shawn
for her crimes in the past already. Shawn was terrified to upset Anna.

“ Shawn was sent to prison for 25 years to life for intent to kill that he did not have.
% No one was murdered or physically injured.
* Nick repeatedly confessed to lying at trial.

< Shawn was given more than triple the prison sentence as Anna Rugg (the main perpetrator of the
crime) received.

*» Shawn was convicted as Anna’s “aider and abettor” yet received a far harsher punishment.

“* Anna has been eligible for parole since 2011. Shawn is not eligible to see the parole board until
2025. The indeterminate life sentences requiring Shawn to obtain parole board approval to leave
prison are based entirely on the intentions and actions of Anna; otherwise, he would have received
a determinate sentence.

% Shawn has earned countless certificates,.Pa_rticipated in manr different prison programs, and
engaged in many rehabilitative efforts while incarcerated the last 20+ years

** Proudly drug and gang free for his entire prison term
+» Has read more than 1,000 books while in prison.

*» Certified as an electronic systems technician and ready to work.




Shawn is born

Shawn becomes a ward of the state/an orphan

Shawn was released by the State into homelessness. The crime occurred. Shawn thought it

was only a robbery. Anna turned it into a kidnapping and attempted murder. Shawn

repeatedly sabotaged Anna’s efforts. Shawn receives 25 years to life sentence despite his

repeated efforts to help Nick Hamman, who lied at trial. The

Nicholas Hamman writes a series of letters confessing to perjury during the 2003 trial. Tlmellne

Summary

Shawn'’s legal efforts to obtain a retrial or a resentencing are denied by Placer County despite
Nick’s recantations. The perjured testimony stands, and Shawn’s sentence remains the
same.

Shawn submitted a writ of habeus corpus to get a retrial or a resentencing given the “natural
and probable consequences” doctrine which sent Shawn to prison have been made unlawful
with the passage of Senate Bills 1437 and 775, and People v. Chiu. The petition was denied.

AB 600 is passed, further encouraging County officials to resentence those who may have
been over sentenced based on the intentions and actions of others. Hundreds of citizens
show their support to Free Shawn by signing the change.org petition and following social
media for the Help Free Shawn Rodriguez Campaign.



What is a “youth

[ ’ ,, ° ° °
_ 1 offender” in California?
v\ = A‘P M -
R/
\ ‘ = _ ,"l\ /] i ) There is scientific evidence showing that parts of the brain involved in behavior
{ ) " ‘i e \ | ; control continue to mature through late adolescence, and that human brains only
I / P i = | Db become fully mature when a person is in his or her mid-to-late 20s. Specifically,
4\ \\\ ". // v the area of the brain responsible for impulse control, understanding

consequences, and other executive functions is not fully developed until that
time.

In reviewing this scientific evidence, both the U.S. Supreme Court and the
California Supreme Court have recognized that the younger a person is, the more
susceptible he or she is to negative influences and outside pressures, including
peer pressure. But as that person ages, maturity can lead to reflection that is the
foundation for remorse, renewal, and rehabilitation. Therefore, the California
Legislature has determined that, with few exceptions, offenders who commit
crimes while under the age of 26 and who are sentenced to state prison are
required to have a meaningful opportunity for parole during their natural life.

Shawn was 19 at the time of the crime. He is now 40 years old.



lom/news/12134//closing-arguments-presented-in-juvenile-hall-kidnapping-tnal/
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rj 7 1 Closing arguments presented in juvenile hall
COunt Medla kidnapping trial

°
ArthIC Ryan McCarthy  Qct 01, 2003 11:00 AM

October 1, 2003

Journal Staff Writer

Shawn Rodriguez may have falsely imprisoned and extorted money from a man at the closed juvenile hall in Auburn, but

“Shawn Rodriguez may have falsely the 20-year-old is not guilty of kidnapping and attempted murder, his attorney argued Tuesday # while the prosecufion
imprisoned and extorted money from a man said Rodriguez left a man to die at the facility and should be convicted of the crimes.

at the closed juvenile hall in Auburn, but the Defense aftorey Jesse Serafin said during closing arguments in the trial at the Historic Courthouse in Auburn that
20—yea r-old is not guilty of Kidn appin g an d Rodriguez was a young man looking for a place his pregnant girlfriend could stay and got caught up in @ crime nof of his
attempted murder, his attorney argued

Tuesday while the prosecution said

Rodriguez left a man to die at the facility and

should be convicted of the crimes.

own making.

Defense attorney Jesse Serafin said during

closing arguments in the trial at the Historic
Courthouse in Auburn that Rodriguez was a
young man looking for a place his pregnant

girlfriend could stay and got caught up in a
. . - ” The defendant in March went along with Anna Marie Rugg, 20, whom Serafin said was behind bringing four-fime felon
crime not of his own making. S P S S IO ISP PR S

2In their world, 2 Serafin said, 2they don%t get to pick and choose their friends.#




Erin
Hughes:
Intimidated
Out of
Speaking
Openly at
Trial

Witness to much of what occurred with Shawn, Anna, and Nick.

Scared out of testifying, Erin was told if she said too much, she
would also be charged with all the same charges as Shawn was
being charged.

As a result, Erin pled the fifth repeatedly during trial, and the truth
of what had occurred remained hidden from jurors.



Eyewitness Erin
Hughes Afraid What
Will Happen To Her

if She Tells the Truth
in Court

Erin: “l refuse to answer that.”

William Marchi: “You’re asserting the Fifth
Amendment?”

Erin: “Yes.”

This is one of many examples of Erin
Hughes pleading the fifth while on the
stand, and withholding her eyewitness
testimony since Erin had been threatened
by Marchi to be charged with crimes if she
spoke too honestly or freely about what she
witnessed.

11
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A. (Nods head.)
Q. You have to answer out loud.
A. Yes.
Q. (Reading)
"But all I know is -- all I know is, um,
the next day, that the next morning, um,
we went, um, Shawn, um, no. Actually,
we didn't go. We were in the motel
room, and we were looking for Nick.
Nick came by, and then he had a friend
in the car."
(End of reading.)
Do you remember making that statement?
A. Yes.
Q. In fact, what you told Detective Coe was that there was a
Idiscussion in the motel room between Shawn Rodriguez and Anna,
about locking Mr. Hamman up in the hall the next day to take his
car; right?
(Attorney-client conference.})
A. I refuse to answer that.
Q. You're asserting the Fifth Amendment?
A. Yes.
Q. Bll right. And knowing that, you actually went over to
the hall the next day with Mr. Hamman, Shawn Rodriguez, Anna
Rugg and yourself; didn't you?
MR. SERAFIN: Objection as to knowing what? Knowing the
things she just refused to answer?
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More Examples of
Erin Pleading the

Fifth; Jurors Never
Heard from her

Erin: “l refuse to answer on my Fifth
Amendment”

Erin: “I refuse to testify on my Fifth
Amendment privilege.”

Erin: “l refuse...”

Erin: “I refuse to testify on my Fifth
Amendment privilege.”

Clerks Transcripts Pages 533, 535

13
14
15
16
17
18
18
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27
28

MR. MARCHI: I can rephrase.
THE COURT: All right.
Q. BY MR. MARCHI: Knowing that they plan to take his car,
lock him up in the cell and take his car, you went over there
with him; didn't you?
A. I refuse to answer on my Fifth Amendment.
Q. All right. And, in fact, you were present when Anna went
outside and told Nick Hamman that you were hurt inside; was that
part of the plan?
MR. BOLTON: 1I'm sorry, Counsel, she said?
Q. BY MR. MARCHI: Was it part of the plan the night befozre
that Anna Rugg was going to lure Mr. Hamman into the hall by
saying you had hurt yourself inside the hall?
(Attorney-client conference.)
A. No.
Q. And, in fact, you actually saw Mr. Hamman locked up in the
hall; didn;t you?
(Attorney-client conference.)
A. I refuse to testify on my Fifth Amendment privilege.
Q. And then, in fact, you later on rode in Mr. Hamman's
vehicle; didn't you?
A. I refuse —-
(Attorney-client conference.)
A. I refuse to testify on my Fifth Amendment privilege.
MR. MARCHI: Your Honor, at this point I would move that
this witness's testimony be excluded. She is asserting the
Fifth Amendment right on some very critical areas. These are

previous statements she made to the detective. I have a right
5

PAMELA R. KATROS, CSR 9383
PLACER COUNTY OFFICIAL COURT REBORTERS (530) 889-6577

o ;s W

11
1z
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27
28

those things do not incriminate her, and they both go to impeach
the victim's statement, which is in direct opposition to both of
them.

THE COURT: The witness has made it very clear through
counsel that she intends to assert the Fifth Amendment privilege
as to anything which happened, may have happened, may not have
happened after they got in the car and headed towards the
juvenile hall. That point seems to be rather clear. However,
there were séme questions asked of her as to what may or may not
have happened the night before when they were all at the
Elmwood. What's the People's position about that?

MR. MARCHI: She has another problem there. In the
discovery I received from the public defender's office, on the
bottom of page 2, Ms. Hughes is quoted as stating that the
juvenile hall incident was not planned, but really an incident
at random, and that would basically directly impeach herself
already.

THE COURT: But Ms. Hughes is here with her lawyer. She's
asserted a privilege to certain questions and has not asserted
the privilege as to other questions.

MR. MARCHI: I don't think it --

THE COURT: So the first series of guestions has to do
with what may have happened at the Elmwood in terms of the
actions going on between Anna and Mr. Hamman, what she may have
overheard between Anna and Mr. Hamman. There was also some
questions about whether or not Anna ever threatened her. She
didn't assert the privilege to any of those guestions and all of

those transpired prior to the starting point of the events,
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Jurors Never
Heard Erin’s
Eyewitness
Testimony

Marchi: “Your Honor, at this point | would move
that this witness’s testimony be excluded. She
is asserting the Fifth Amendment right on some
very critical areas...and if she’s going to assert
the privilege in this area, | submit that she’s not
available under 940 of the Evidence Code and
she could actually be liable for certain crimes
perhaps 10851 or 496, also for lying to a police
officer, you know, if she came in later and
there’s another story she told and other things.
| don’t know how much the Court wants to hear
of this.”

The Court: “The witness has made it very clear
through counsel that she intends to assert the
Fifth Amendment privilege as to anything which
happened, may have happened, may not have
happened after they got in the car and headed
towards the juvenile hall. That points seems to
be rather clear.”

18
19
20
21
22
23
24
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27
28

(Attorney-client conference.)
A. I refuse to testify on my Fifth Amendment privilege.
Q. And then, in fact, you later on rode in Mr. Hamman's
vehicle; didn't you?
A. I refuse --
(Attorney-client conference.)
A. I refuse to testify on my Fifth Amendment privilege.
MR. MBRCHI: Your Honor, at this point I would move that
this witness's testimony be excluded. She is asserting the
Fifth Amendment right on some very critical areas. These are

previous statements she made to the detective. I have a righ%33
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to fully confront and cross-—examine any witnesses, her being one
of them, and if she's going to assert the privilege in this
area, I submit that she's not available under 240 of the
Evidence Code and she could actually be liable for certain
crimes perhaps as 10851 or 496, alsc for lying to a police
officer, you know, if she came in later and there's another
story she told and other thingé. I don't know how much more the
Court wants to hear of this.

THE COURT: Counsel?

MR. SERAFIN: Well, I would like to focus -- the only
issues I was focusing on were issues that were nonrelated to

actuallv knowina about anv plans or anv crimes that were




Erin Confirmed That Shawn
Was Not There When Anna
Entrapped Nick But Jurors
Never Heard This

Jesse: “Where were you and Shawn?

Erin: Outside the door, heading outside the door. She [Anna]
told us to go away.

Jesse: She told you to go away?
Erin: Yeah.

Jesse: How did you know at some point Anna did lock Nick in
the cell?

Erin: Two minutes, three minutes before we got to the door, at
the door, at the other side of the room, we heard a bang and
the door slammed.

Jesse: And at that point you ran back into the room where you
heard the door slam?

Erin: Yes”

(NOTE: Erin’s statements were NOT made in front of the jury.)
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Yes.

And do you remember what that was?

He touched her. He touched her, and she got mad about it.
Do you remember specifically what she said?

"Don't touch me."™ That's all she said.

oI - o T o -

Skipping ahead to the next merning when you all four
arrive at the juvenilé hall together; were you or Shawn present

when Anna locked Nick in the cell?

A. No.
Q. Where were you and Shawn?
A. Outside the door, heading outside the door. She told us

to go away.

Q. She told you to go away?
A. Yeah.
Q. How much longer after she told you to go away -- well, let

me back up. )

How did you know at some point Anna did lock Nick in the
cell?
A, Two minutes, three minutes before we got to the door, at
the door, at the other side of the room, we heard a bang and the
door slammed.
Q. And at -that point you ran back into the room where you
heard the door slam?
A. Tes.
0. Before you got -- I'll ask this. After the door is shut,
did Shawn say anything to Anna about what she had just done?

(Attorney-client conference.)

A. I refuse to testify under Fifth Amendment privilege. 524
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Shawn Made Guilty
for What Anna Did

..DESPITE THE FACT THAT HE ACTIVELY UNDERMINED HER
KIDNAPPING AND HER CONSPIRACY TO MURDER, DOING ALL HE
COULD TO PROTECT AND RESCUE NICK HAMMAN FROM ANNA RUGG




Shawn Was Made
Culpable for Anna’s
Intent and Actions
which is now illegal

Line 2 - 6: “One who aids and abets another in
the commission of a crime or crimes is not only
guilty of those crimes, but is also guilty of any
other crime committed by a principal which is a

ural and probable consequence of the crimes
originally aided and abetted.”Line 24: “Probable
means likely to happen. You are not required to
unanimously agree as to which originally
contemplated crime the defendant aided and
abetted so long as you are satisfied beyond a
reasonable doubt and unanimously agree that
the defendant aided and abetted the
commission of an identified and defined...”
(Reporter’s Transcript, page 663)

Reporters Transcript, Page 664: “...target crime,
and that the remaining crimes were a natural
and probable consequence of the commission of
that target crime.”

Also see Reporter’s Transcript, Page 690
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apetting.

One who aids and abets another in the commission of a
crime or crimes is not only guilt of those crimes, but is also
guilty of any other crime committed by a principal which is a
natural and probable consequence of the crimes originally aided
and abetted.

In order to find a defendant guilty of the crimes as
charged in Counts One through Eight, you must be satisfied
beyond a reascnable doubt that the crime or crimes charged were
committed; that the defendant aided and abetted these crimes;
that a co-principal in that crime committed the crimes as
charged in Counts One through Eight; and the crimes were a
natural and probable consequence of the commission of the crimes
as charged in Count One through Eight.

In determining whether a consequence is natural and
probable, you must apply an objective test based on not what the
defendant actually intended, but on what a person with
reasonable and ordinary prudence would have expected likely to
occur. The issue is to be decided in light of all the
circumstances surrounding the incident. A natural consequence
is one in which is within the normal range of outcomes that may
reasonably be expected to occur if nothing unusual has
intervened.

Probable means likely to happen. You are not required to
unanimously agree as te which originally contemplated crime the
defendant aided and abetted so long as you are satisfied beyond

a reasonable doubt and unanimously agree that the defendant

aided and abetted the commission of an identified and defined
663
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1| target crime, and that the remaining crimes were a natural and
2| probable consequence of the commission of that target crime.

3 Before the commission of the crimes charged in Counts One
4| through Eight, an aider and abettor may withdraw from

5| participation in those crimes and thus avoid responsibility for
6| those crimes by doing two things. First, he must notify the

7| other principal known to him of his intentien to withdraw from
8| the commission of those crimes. Second, he must do everything
9| in his power to prevent its commission.

10 An accomplice is a person who is subject to prosecution
11| for the identical offense charged Counts One through Eight

12| against the defendant on trial by reason of aiding and abetting
13| or being a member of a criminal conspiracy.

14 Merely assenting to or aiding or assisting in the

15| commission of a crime without knowledge of the unlawful purpose
16| of the perpetrator and without the intent or purpose of

17 ccmmi‘tting, encouraging, or facilitating the commission of the
18| crime is not criminal. Thus a person who assents to or aids and
19| assists in the commission of a crime without that knowledge and
20| without that intent or purpose is not an accomplice in the

21| crime.

22 In the crimes charged in Count Five, Seven and Eight,

23| namely the crimes of false imprisonment by violence, using

24| another's name to obtain credit or property, and using another's
25| name to obtain credit or property, there must exist a union or

26| joint operation of act or conduct and general criminal intent.

es not require an intent to violate the law.
after the they got the card from Mr. Hamman and both slips are entionally does that which the law declares to
664

similarly dated, same date and time on them. They were

PAMELA R. KATROS, CSR 9383

apparently used one right after the other. Apparently at the [Y OFFICIAL COURT REPORTERS (530} B889-6577

same machine.

In addition, in Exhibit 68, what you will find is the
Albertsons receipt for the duct tape and that applies later on
to the conspiracy to commit murder and the attempted murder
That was also found on the defendant as testified to by the
officers.

So the elements here are that the defendant obtained
personal identifying information and that he did so without the
authorization of the victim, and he did so, he used the
information for the unlawful purpose. Namely, he was able to
use the ATM check card to get monmey out of the victim's account
or at least Ms. Rugg did.

Now, remember the Court read to you the instructions about
principal and aider and abettor and when there's two People
involved in crimes often each does the crime if they know what
the purpose is and help in any way, they're just as guilty. And
this is kind of an example here. It comes up in some of the
rest of the case as well.

But here what you have, it indicates under principal
persons who are involved in committing or attempting to commit a
crime are referred to principals in that crime. Each principal
regardless of the extent or manmer of participation, is equally
guilty. Principals include those who directly or actively
commit or attempt to commit the act comstituting the crime and

in part, the defendant did part of that. He's the one that got
€90
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JURY
INSTRUCTIONS

THE JURY WAS INSTRUCTED TO FIND SHAWN GUILTY FOR ANNA’S
INTENTIONS AND ACTIONS. THESE LAWS ARE NO LONGER VALID IN THE
STATE OF CALIFORNIA. THEREFORE, SHAWN MUST BE RESENTENCED.




CALJIC 3.02
PRINCIPALS-LIABILITY FOR NATURAL AND PROBABLE CONSEQUENCES

CALJIC 3.02
PRINCIPALS-LIABILITY FOR NATURAL AND PROBABLE CONSEQUENCES

302 30
One who aids and abets another in the commission of a crime or crimes is not
One who aids am:-uummmmmmumdaam-uum;:m tont repapriskoropra orisg
principal which is a natural and probable consequence of the crimes originally
aided and abetted. In order 1o find the defendant guilty of the crimes as charged
in counts one through eight, you must be satisfied beyond a reasonable doubt
that

in count -mwquxmm‘:nnnmmm vuuxueocuu
that

Jury Instructions Required Jurors to
Use the Now lllegal Natural & o m— e —
Probable Consequences Doctrine ‘ |

1. The crime or crimes as charged were committed;

apply an objective test, based not on whiat the defendant actually inended, but
on what a person of reasonable and ordinary prudence would have expected

Clerk’s Transcript, Page 255: CALJIC 300 - “Each principal, regardless of
the extent or manner of participation is equally guilty.”

Clerk’s Transcript Page 257: “One who aids and abets another in the | T e 7
commission of a crime or crimes is not only guilty of those crimes, but is
also guilty of ANY OTHER CRIME committed by a principal which is a cacen i

CONSPIRACY-JOINT RESPONSIBILITY PRINCIPALS_DEFINED
(

NATURAL AND PROBABLE CONSEQUENCE of the crimes originally aided | e

611 300

”
and abetted ot ki complney e e cch st b by i GO

deciaration of every other member of the conspiracy ¥ that act or deciaration is in referred to npuwpumnml crime. E-r.hprln:lpll mgse\cn of the extent or
furtherance of the object of the conspiracy. mmcuxmc‘p. s equally guity. Principals i

The act of one conspirator pursuant 10 or in furtherance of the common design vmmuxry ‘and actively commit of att ompnccommnm o act

of the conspiracy is the act of all conspirators. constituting the cri

Amember of a conspiracy is not only guilly of the particular crime that 1o his zrmu-.musam abet the commission or n-mpx-awmrm sion of the
crime

Clerk’s Transcripts page 280: “A member of a conspiracy is not only e e SR
guilty of the particular crime that to his knowledge his confederates R ki

agreed to and did commit, but is also liable for the natural and probable ﬁgﬁé_%z‘ig}j?jﬁ"

consequences of any crime or act of a co-conspirator to further the ‘ ﬁfﬁmﬁmﬂﬁ%
object of the conspiracy, even though that crime or act was not intended e ey e
as part of the agreed upon objective and even though he was not

present at the time of the commission of that crime or act.

Jury Wrstrucsons - ey lomtructions




Jury Instructions
(Continued)

Reporters Transcript page 663, lines 2 - 6: “One who aids and abets
another in the commission of a crime or crimes is not only guilty of those
crimes, but is also guilty of any other crimes committed by a principal in
which a natural and probable consequence of the crimes originally aided
and abetted.”

Lines 24 - 28: “Probable means likely to happen. You are not required to
unanimously agree as to which originally contemplated crime the
defendant aided and abetted so long as you are satisfied beyond a
reasonable doubt and unanimously agree that the defendant aided and
abetted the commission of an identified and defined (RT 664, Lines 1 -
2) “...target crime, and that the remaining crimes were a natural and
probable consequence of the commission of that target crime.”

Reporters Transcript Page 690, lines 16 - 28: “Each principal,
regardless of the extent or manner of participation, is equally guilty.”

t crime, and that the remaining crimes were & natural and
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What Do These Jury Instructions Make Clear?

The Jury was 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.

' 0 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 deserves prison time for crimes he himself committed, not the
Yy crimes of someone else.




Relevant Law
Changes

IN RECENT YEARS, LAWS HAVE PASSED IN CALIFORNIA WHICH MAKE SHAWN ELIGIBLE
FOR RESENTENCING. THE NATURAL AND PROBABLE CONSEQUENCES DOCTRINE—-THE
MECHANISM WHICH ALLOWED SHAWN TO RECEIVE A GUILTY VERDICT ON KIDNAPPING
AND CONSPIRACY TO COMMIT MURDER—IS NOW LEGALLY INVALID




Senate Bill
1437

The Natural and Probable
Consequences Doctrine which is
the entire reason Shawn was
found guilty of Anna’s kidnapping
and Anna’s intent/conspiracy to
murder is no longer valid and
enforceable; it is now illegal. The
Felony Murder Rule is also
modified.

Senate Bill No. 1437 eliminated the natural and probable
consequences liability for murder and murder-related
crimes, and limited the scope of the felony murder rule.

The felony murder rule is a rule that allows a defendant to
be charged with first-degree murder for a killing that occurs
during a dangerous felony, even if the defendant is not the
Killer.

The rule of felony murder is a legal doctrine in some
common law jurisdictions that broadens the crime

of murder: when someone is killed (regardless of intent to
Kill) in the commission of a dangerous or enumerated crime
(called a felony in some jurisdictions), the offender, and also
the offender's accomplices or co-conspirators, may be found
guilty of murder.

In this case, there was no actual murder, however these
doctrines were used to prosecute Shawn anyway.



Senate Bill 775

Existing law authorizes a person who has been convicted of felony murder or murder under the natural and probable consequences theory to file a petition
for the court to vacate the person’s sentence and resentence them when specified conditions apply, including that the complaint, information, or indictment
was filed against the petitioner that allowed the prosecution to proceed under a theory of felony murder or murder under the natural and probable
conseqguences doctrine.

This bill would expand the authorization to allow a person who was convicted of murder under any theory under which malice is imputed to a person based
solely on that person’s participation in a crime, attempted murder under the natural and probable consequences doctrine, or who was convicted of
manslaughter when the prosecution was allowed to proceed on a theory of felony murder or murder under the natural and probable consequences doctrine,
to apply to have their sentence vacated and be resentenced if, among other things, the complaint, information, or indictment was filed to allow the
prosecution to proceed under a theory of felony murder, murder under the natural and probable consequences doctrine or other theory under which malice
is imputed to a person based solely on that person’s participation in a crime, or attempted murder under the natural and probable consequences doctrine.

This bill would require a court to hold a prima facie hearing to determine whether the petitioner has made a prima facie case for relief. The bill would
require the court to appoint counsel, upon the petitioner’s request, when receiving a petition in which the required information is set forth or readily
ascertainable by the court. The bill would require a court that declines to make an order to show cause to provide a statement fully setting forth its reasons
for doing so. Existing law requires the court to hold a hearing to determine if the petitioner is entitled to relief under these provisions.

This bill would specify that a finding that there is substantial evidence to support a conviction for murder, attempted murder, or manslaughter is insufficient
to prove, beyond a reasonable doubt, that the petitioner is ineligible for resentencing.

This bill would authorize a person convicted of murder, attempted murder, or manslaughter whose conviction is not final to challenge the validity of that
conviction upon direct appeal.



But Senate Bills 1437 and 775 Do Not
Include the Word “Conspiracy”

The heart of these law changes is clear: each person should be held responsible for their own intentions and actions, not the intentions and actions of
another person.

Intentionalism is a theory of statutory interpretation that holds that the laws of statutes are determined by the enacting legislators’ subjective law-making
intentions. An intentionalist finds law by reconstructing congressional intent, also frequently relying on legislative history. Intentionalism differs from
purposivism because a statute can be interpreted to have a broader purpose beyond the one intended?2. The theory of intentionalism is sometimes called
original understanding, originalism, or intentionalism.

Previously, Placer County denied granting relief to Shawn using SB 1437 and 775, because the laws do not use the word “conspiracy to commit murder.” What
this means is if someone was involved in a crime, where there was actual murder, attempted murder, or manslaughter, their sentences can be reduced or
eliminated. But the more minor crime of “conspiracy” to commit murder will be more harshly punished and cannot be resentenced. How does this make any
sense? Clearly, the heart of these law changes is that all murder-related crimes should be included in their application, and to deny that is to deny the intention
of these laws.

If the Natural & Probable Consequences Doctrine can be used to PROSECUTE Shawn for
“conspiracy” to commit murder, then changes to the Natural & Probable Consequences Doctrine
should be used to PROVIDE RELIEF to Shawn.

If a doctrine can be used for prosecution, then modifications to the doctrine can be used to provide
relief.
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People v. Chiu

After a jury trial, Defendant was found guilty of first degree willful, deliberate and
premeditated murder on the theory that the Defendant either directly aided and abetted the
murder or that Defendant aided and abetted the target offense of assault or disturbing the
peace, the natural consequence of which was murder. The court of appeal reversed
Defendant’s first degree murder conviction, holding that the trial court erred in failing to
instruct the jury that it must find first degree premeditated murder, rather than first degree
murder, was the natural and probable consequence of either target offense and that the
error was not harmless. The Supreme Court affirmed the court of appeal but on different
grounds, holding (1) an aider and abetter may not be convicted of first degree premeditated
murder under the natural and probable consequences doctrine; rather, his liability for that
crime must be based on direct aiding and abetting principles; and (2) because the jury in
this case may have based its verdict of first degree premeditated murder on the

natural and probable consequences theory, the first degree murder conviction must be
reversed.




People v. Rivera

Rivera pleaded no contest to second-degree murder and admitted a prior strike in exchange for the dismissal of special-
circumstances allegations. In 2017, he was sentenced to 35 years to life in prison. Penal Code sections 188 and 189 subsequently
limited liability for murder under the doctrines of felony murder and natural and probable consequences, and established
a procedure, Penal Code 1170.95, for eligible defendants to petition to have their murder convictions vacated and be
resentenced. The trial court denied Rivera's petition for section 1170.95 relief, finding that Rivera failed to make a prima facie
showing of eligibility because he “entered a plea to second-degree murder with malice” and nothing in the record of conviction
supported the conclusion that the murder was “anything other than an intentional killing in which [he] harbored such malice.”

The court of appeal reversed. A defendant who entered a plea to murder “with malice aforethought” is not categorically incapable
of making a prima facie showing under section 1170.95(c). Such a plea is not necessarily an admission that the crime was
committed with actual malice. A defendant who stipulated to a grand jury transcript as the factual basis of the plea may
make a prima facie showing of eligibility for relief by identifying a scenario under which he was guilty of murder only
under a now-invalid theory, even if the record of conviction does not demonstrate that the indictment rested on that
scenario.

Shawn was convicted using the Natural and Probable Consequences
Theory which is now invalid, and therefore Shawn is qualified to be
resentenced.




Shawn SHOULD Be Eligible for
Resentencing Even for “Conspiracy” to
Commit Murder

If Nick Hamman had actually been murdered by Anna, Shawn would be entitled to a resentencing according to Senate
Bills 1437 and 775.

Does it make sense that those who are eligible for resentencing under Senate Bills 1437 and 775 where MORE heinous
crimes took place (murder, attempted murder, or manslaughter) can be resentenced, but the lesser crime of “conspiracy’
is not included?

)

It makes no sense that more serious crimes allow for resentencing but the lesser crime of “conspiracy” does not.

The Bottom Line:

Was the Natural & Probable Consequences Doctrine used to convict Shawn for a kidnapping he had nothing to do with
and a “conspiracy to commit murder” he had no intent for? The answer is clearly YES. The trial transcripts validate this.

Is the Natural & Probable Consequences Doctrine now invalid and illegal? The answer is YES. Therefore, based on current
law, he is eligible to be exonerated from those crimes and have his sentences vacated.




Assembly Bills 2942 and 1812/
Penal Code 1170(d)

The new law took effect in 2018. Penal Code § 1170(d)(1)
was always on the books, and always authorized the
California Department of Corrections and Rehabilitation and
the Board of Parole Hearings to (at any time, and for any
reason) recommend ANY inmate be resentenced.

The change to the law expanded that authority to include the
District Attorney's offices also, and to signal to both agencies
that the should USE this authority, which until 2018, CDCR
had seldom used.

The CDCR’s current regulations about 81170(d) sentence
recall recommendations are in the California Code of
Regulations, Title 15, 883076-3076.2 (these have not been
modified since AB 1812 took effect).




Assembly Bill 600

Signed into law by Governor Gavin Newsom on October 8, 2023, AB 600 stands as a transformative piece of legislation. In essence, this law grants
judges the authority to initiate resentencing if the original sentence no longer aligns with current legislation. This could pertain to areas

such as enhancements, sentencing rules, strike laws, and other aspects related to sentencing.

Changes in laws are not uncommon. Laws that seemed justifiable five, ten, or even thirty years ago might now be considered outdated or unjust.
As such, AB 600 acts as a remedy, allowing for sentences to be revisited and rectified in light of modern legislation.

1. Initiating Resentencing: While previously a resentencing required initiation from the California Department of Corrections and Rehabilitation
(CDCR) or agreement from the prosecutor, AB 600 places this power in the hands of judges. This resentencing can be initiated by the
original judge, the current judge, or any judge with jurisdiction over the case.

2. Considering Post-Conviction Factors: The court is now mandated to review post-conviction elements and assess if the defendant’s rights were
potentially violated during the initial conviction or sentencing.

3. Presumption Favoring Recall of Sentence: One of the pivotal aspects of AB 600 is its presumption in favor of resentencing. This comes
into play unless the defendant poses an “unreasonable risk of danger to public safety.”

However, it is worth noting that despite this newfound judicial power, the law does not allow inmates or their attorneys to directly initiate the
process. Judges must take the first step.




Juror Statements

FIVE OF THE TWELVE JURORS FILLED OUT A QUESTIONNAIRE AFTER
THE TRIAL; THEIR COMMENTS ARE PROVIDED HEREIN FOR REVIEW




Juror Statement #1

Did you conclude that the defendant had the specific intent to
murder Nicholas Hamman?” “No”

Did the jury discuss the False Imprisonment charges before
debating the kidnap? “The majority of the jury was leaning towards
false imprisonment..”

Do you have any regrets regarding your decision in this case? “Yes,
punishment is too severe.”

Based on the evidence you have heard in this case, do you feel that
life imprisonment is a fair punishment for Shawn Rodriguez?
Please explain. “No, | was shocked when | heard how severe the
punishment could be. Even though jury instructions stated that we
could not reference the punishment to our decision making. It is of

my opinion that the punishment does not fit the crime.

NOBODY WAS HURT. Where is the justice? | feel

Shawn was a victim of circumstance and made some poor choices.
When he had the opportunity to correct the situation. It is of my
opinion that Shawn should spend no more than a
year of confinement.

There were 2 jurors on our jury whom | felt would not listen to
reason, that wanted guilty verdicts on everything, without further
discussion. Most of the other jury members were going to vote for
false imprisonment, the lesser charge.

| personally thought Mr. Rodriguez was guilty of
false imprisonment, robbery, and auto theft only,
and innocent on all other charges.”

Clerk’s Transcripts Pages 371 - 372B
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Juror #2 Statements

“I concluded it was not Shawn Rodriguez’s intent to
kill Homman.”

“We all agreed that Shawn took an active part in
extorting, robbing, and falsely imprisoning Nick
Hamman...we saw no proof that Shawn had
anything to do with actually getting him in the
cell. There was no violence or menace on
Shawn’s part as far as we could see...| regret

my decision on Count Two. | should have listened
to what my gut was telling me and insisted that we
explore that charge further. Perhaps | was unclear in
regards to the definition, and should have re-read
them one more time. Upon further reflection...and
believe me, there has been a lot of further reflection, |
no longer believe that Shawn had malice
aforethought, namely the intent to kill when he
entered into the agreement with Anna Rugg. It is not
because | now know that this charge carries a life
sentence that | feel this way. It is because now |
realize that maybe | did not have as clear an
understanding as | thought | did when...the
instructions and the definitions regarding this charge.
| am not as certain of my understanding of
instructions on Count 2 as | thought | was. | don’t
think I fully understood that Shawn himself had to
possess the intent to Kill when the conspiracy took
place. As | stated before, | thought at the time that
Shawn did have this intent, but at the same time | had
doubts of that fact, if that makes sense to you.

- How was the sary foreman selecied? Did he elect, nominate, or vote for himself?

Bob had st that he had served on two other juries, and he seemed to have a good
understandyes of the process in general, 1 nominated him, and nobody disagreed.

f{)r'd you vete Moy Guilry on arrempted murder?
es.

. Did you ceodluyde thar the dafendant had the specific intent 1o murder Nicholas Hamman?

For me, the eint at which “conspiracy” became actual “amempr” was when the car was
med on oA gas went into the cell. Ac this point, | concluded that it was not Shawn
Rodriguez's wient 1o kill Hamman,

. How did yueoe onclude that there was no intens for the atrempted murder, but there was intent

Jor the consywacy to commit murder?

This was 2wy jasue for us while we discussed this charge. [ tried as much as I could 1o
follow the jo™¥ instructions, and | read and re-read the definirions of conspiracy and
anempied Morder, as well as all the other definirions we had. Those who were. leaning
towards #*@.ilty” verdict on the antempted murder charge also posed this question 1o me,
As I undessheod the definirions, “conspiracy” is an agr t, and deals with only the time
during which #he agreement is made, who it is made betwesn, the over acts commited o
accomplish e goal of the conspiracy and if thers was malics aforethought. 1 believed at the
me that sl hese criteria where met. Shawn willfully entered into the agreement with Anna
and commike . the overt acts, ie. geming duck tpe and hoses, taping the door shur, hooking
up the hoses v the car and running it 10 the cell, At the time [ also belisved that there was
malice afpe¢ frought, namely the intent w kill, though I will admit it now, I had some doubs.
T told myself powever, thet despite my doubts 45 1o Shawn's intent, he still entered into an
agreement i Anna, and be knew she wanted Nick Hamman dead. He helped formulate the
plan. He hd?e,d Anna Rugg get everything together. He was, therefore, & conspirar. So
how could T'.ome 1o a guilty verdict on this charge and not on the anempred murder? Simple
— accardineyte the instructions zs I understood them, I could not use the presence of &
conspiracy e point 10 guill in an anempted murder. The instractions said thet all acts doze in
Dreparationte commit a murder could not be used as evidence of guilt in the scrual anempt, I
thought} fad €0 treat these charges separately, and that conspiracy became antermpt when the
car was torsed] on. According 1o the instructions s I understood them, Shawn could do
everything inthe world 10 prepare to murder someone, but unless he had the intent 1o K
while the o ¥ tenpt was taking place, he was not guilty of atempted murder,

. Didthe Jurg S 2em to discuss and understand that the law requires the same specific inrent 1o

Kill for cossy racy as it does for attempred murder?
Yes, I belik. we understood thar, ’

- Did you oren y of the jurors ever suggest asking the Judge a clarifying question regarding the

inient necetsvy for the conspiracy charge?
No.

- A7, why was such a question never given io the judgé?
N/A

- Did the jursdiscuss the False Imprisonmenr charges before debaring the kidnap?

No, we digces sed the Kidnapping charge first. ALl the elemems pointing to guilt were being
met unl geyme to the issue of whether or not Nick Hamman was kidnapped with the
specific infs . to extort him. The question was, did the intent have 1o be formulated before
the confirenexnt took place, or could the plan 10 extort be formuiated during the confinement.
While we gz+te waiting for the answer from the judge, we explored the other lesser charges of

000374
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robbery, fa{>¢;mprisonment and the lesser charge of extortion that was attached to count oge.
We sll sgneefrhat Shawn took an active part in extorting, robbing, and falsely imprisoning
Nick Hamwow. Howsver, the words “violence and menace” in the false imprisonment charge
threw & wigndn in these discussions. We all agreed that Shawn took part in Nick Hamman's
confinemen}. He did nothing to get Nick out afier the door was shur, bt we saw no proof
that Shawn Wef anything to do with acwually petting him in the cell. There was no viclence or
menace ob Shawn's part as far as we could see. Tt was looking like we would be forced to
voic not g 40 that charge because of the presence of those two words. However, as you,
know, the joloye’s answer came back telling us that the plan to extort someone ¢an occur after
the confingat or detainment has taken place. Thus, in our eyes, all the criteria were mes
for & guilry ¥efdict on the Kidnapping for Bxtortion charge.

. Would you rave vored guilry for false imprisorment if it did not include the term “viplenge”?

Yes, mm;\\x don’t know what ther would have meant once we got the answer back from the
Judge regapisg COUDT one.

- Ar what pgiet did you conclude that the defendant formed the intent 1o kidnap Nicholas
Hammen?

Going by fhe ary instructions and the definitions we were given, I coneluded that the intant
was formes wohen Shawn saw thar Mick was locked in the cell and did nothing o get him oat.
According devhe definition of kidnappiog, just confining o detaining someone against his
will consti4ves kidnapping. Shawn intended to leave him in the cell, he intended to confine
Nick when i 3was clear Nick did not want to be in that cell. Thus Shawn intended © “kidnap"
him.

- Did you concusde thar when the defendant intended 10 kidnap Mr. Hammar, he did so with

ihe goal of geking money from him?

1 concluded swat when Shewn initially decided to not let Nick Hamman out of the cell, it was
oot necesdidiphis imention to get money from him. By his own admission, though, once
Mick was 1, twere, 2 plan was formulated 10 leave him in there upti] they gor his money, FIN
number ard ATH cards. Based on what the judgs 1ld as, it didn't mater thar the initial
kidnappi:?mes not done with the intent to extert. That plan eculd be formulated later - the
intent could ¢ kange from one thing to another,

. Do you hede oy regrets regarding your decision in rhis case ?

I regret my dezision oo Count Two. I should have listened 1o what my gut was telling me and
insisied thatw € explore that charge further. Perhaps I was unclear in regards to the
deflnitiong oad should have re-read them one more time. Upon further reflection, and
believe mg tere has been a lot of further seflection, 1 no longer believe that Shawn had
malice afprt tonght, namely the intent 1o kill when he entered into the ageeement with Anna
Rugg. It isno t becanse I now know that this charge carries & life sentence that I feel this way.
hisbmuawlmﬁmthmmybeidi,dnurhaveudwanunmmmd.ingaslthmgrxl
did when i yame 10 the instructions and the definirions regarding this charge.

. Is there anySwing about the jury instructions that you feel you may not have understood
], .

clearly?

Yes, as1ei d in the previous answer, I am not as certain of my understanding of the
instructioss+o Count 2 29 I thoupht I was. I don't think I fully understood that Shawn himself
hed to pogoss: the iment o kill when the conspiracy 100k place. As I stated before, T thought
atthe tme wat Shawn did have this intent, but a1 the same time I had doubis of that fact, if
that make$ Smse 10 you. However, I thoaght the greater issus was that someone in the
conspiraz) definitely had this intent, and that Shawn willfully emered into this agreement and
comrmifted s to carry out the goal of this agreement.
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Juror #2 Statements
(Continued)

“Upon further reflection, | do not believe Shawn ever
wanted Nick dead, much less kill him himself.

At no time during the trial or during the deliberations
did | feel that Shawn was deserving of life in prison...|
believe justice could have been served and punishment
been metered out without the kid spending the rest of
his life in jail.

| don’t understand why the district attorney brought these
particular charges to the table when | know that other
charges could have been brought that would have
accomplished the same goal. Why did the charge of
kidnapping for extortion have to be brought? Why did the
words “violence and menace” have to be...on the false
imprisonment charge?

| just don’t feel that this “go for the throat”
attitude on the part of the district attorney was
appropriate in this case. | do not believe that
Shawn Rodriguez is a cold-blooded killer, and | do
not believe he is deserving of this punishment,
one that is usually given to those who are.”

Clerk’s Transcripts pages 374 - 376
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14. Is it you copels wion after hearing all the evidence thar Shawn Rodri i
A core ! ng € I wn Rodriguer wanred 1o kil

No. Upon So%ner reflection, T do not believe that Shawn ever wante
il bem b s, ver vend Nick dead, much fes

15. Based on she «pidence you have heard in this case, do you feel thar life imprisomment is a fair
punishmeni S Shawn Rodriguez? Please explain. ¢ i ﬁl-
N:::.‘arfwtirtf- during the tria] or during the deliberations did I feel that Shawn was deserving
of life in prigtm. Shawn is unguestionably guilty of many horrible things, and I balisve that
he most delinudely must be punished for the crimes he commined. I am not saying that he
does not desyrve prison time. What I am saying is that I beligve justice could have been
served and b dshment besn meted out without the kid spending the rest of his life in jail. I
don't underssod why the district atorney bronght these particular charges 1o the tsbie when I
know that oiher charges could have been brought thar wonld have accomplished the sams
goal. Tals den’t understand why Shawn was not offered a piea bargain. Why did the charge
of Kidpapprs, for Extorton have to be brought? Why did the words "violence and menace”
havzwbes on 1o the Faise Imprisooment charge? I just don't feel thar this “go for the
throat” aftihk on the part of the district atorney was appropriate in this case. I do not
believe thak Swawn Rodrigues is a cold-blooded killer, and I do not believe he is deserving of
this punisimerat, one that is usually given to those who ate.

Hopsf_u]ly thegtguswers will be helpful to you. If you need further explanation, or if you have
any other quegkons, please don’t hesitate to call. If you need 10 meer with me, I am willing to do
that aleo. Hené% any contact information if you ne=d it;

Waorlk:
916-631-0030 2014

Home: -
916-797-1308
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Juror #3 Statements

“The full charge was false imprisonment
with violence. Since we felt that Shawn
was not present at the time Anna lured
Nicholas into the holding cell, this would
mean that he did not falsely imprison him
with violence. There was no violence
evident. So we had to defer to
kKidnapping.”

“The majority of the group believed Shawn
that he knew “15 minutes would not Kill
the guy” and did it only to appease Anna.”

“Jury instructions can be very
complicated. There were definitely times
when | wished we could have had a lawyer
there to interpret the laws.

It was my conclusion that Shawn did not
want to Kkill Nicholas.

r!,u?‘-r g
e

JURY QUESTIONAIRE

The following is a list of questions designed to explore some of the thought
process behind your findings and to clarify some of the actual conclusions. There is nor
right or wrong answer, and please understand it is not our goal to cha]lcngt your
conclusions — only to clarfy them.

Flease feel free to expand on or explain in as much detail as you like any offy(m:
answers.

1. H_qw was the jury foreman selected? Did he elect, nominate, or vote for himself?
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Juror #3 (Continued)

Based on the evidence you have heard in this case, do
you feel like life imprisonment is a fair punishment for
Shawn Rodriguez?

Absolutely not! Did Shawn commit some bad stuff? Yes!
Is he guilty of falsely imprisoning and detaining Nicholas,
taking his PIN, money, and car, and taking money out of
ATM. He was guilty of going along with Anna and even
making it seem like he was going to kill Nicholas. He
definitely made some very bad choices and needs to take
responsibility for them. However, | do not feel that life in
prison is fair at all. What this young man needs is not life
in prison with hardened criminals, but rather a
punishment that would include some time in prison along

with counseling and help this young man learn about
choices and consequences, respect and responsibility.
Shawn seems to be a basically good kid. He needs help,
not to be thrown away. | have to be honest that when |
learned that these charges brought a “life sentence,” |

felt tricked into the decisions by the prosecution.”

“Personally, | believe the jury should be able to have a say
in the sentence term...It is my intent for the court to

reconsider the sentence for this young man. | beg the

court to consider a punishment for Shawn that will help
him to come out of his prison term a new, different, and

better person. Please do not throw this young life away.”

Clerk’s Transcripts 377 - 378B
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9. Would you have voted guilty for false imprisonment if it did not include the term.
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10. At what point did you conclude that the defendant formed the intent to kidnap
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11. Did you conclude that when the defendant intended to kidnap Mr. Hamman, he
did so with the goal of getting money from him? %’5' b el d help
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Juror #4 Statements

Did the jury seem to discuss and
understand that the law requires the
same specific intent to kill for conspiracy
as it does for attempted murder?

“There seemed to be confusion among
some of them regarding this. | remember
the argument was that some felt these
were two separate charges and should be
regarded as so.”

Based on the evidence you have heard in
this case, do you feel that life
imprisonment is a fair punishment for
Shawn Rodriguez?

“No, | do not feel it is a fair punishment.”

oo T
T 11428083 @3:22 D5T ouTPUT FINANCE + 538853293
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JURY QUESTIONAD!E

1. Howwas the jury foreman selected? Did he elect, nominate or vote for himself?
Bobj:mpedrigminugremmulfnmndulguup, Whenizwuxpumn‘mthad

Iobulndcdluwuwillingmukconlhepahion, someane in the group nominated him
and mammpcnddwkhnyu

2. Did you wte Not Guilty on atempred murder?

No. Anhelmmelnudehdwwﬂnmmlludmmlﬂmuum
was guilty based on how we had duumimmemmpincy verdicr,

3." Did you conclude that the defendant had the specific intent to maurder Nicholas
Hamman? :

ll'dtMtuddcndmhd!hwifmimmwfolhwﬂwwmmmﬁwhmnude
10 his co-conspirator,
4. How did you mndudeumbmwuuoinmrfnrmpumrls. bus there was
lntent for the conspiracy to commit murder?
Th'umaimismappﬂublamm
S Dldu:}vry:mmdm“dmmﬂhumlmmbumemmwwchm
mlﬂl/arm.pbnqaskdaa/araﬂawmmr
1mmwmmnpmmmmw@mmmmmmmp,

& Duymarmya/uejammmmukingm;htgudayyﬁgqmdm (
regardiagwewwummformemmnqmt
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7 [fm,whymseﬁuqumbuulmglvumlhz}um?
'Ammbe:ofliumon"wnmhan'nrlh:um:pdidmmmuadmdon.wldidlm
Ppush the matter, l‘mmmwhy,hn-wu-ixwmnmymmmmwcmdmnk
mhdmlwnmwinmammdlhmﬁ, hﬁdmmmuyﬂlllnmdo

& Did the jury discuss the Fabellm‘bauuaudmgsbdmdebﬂugﬁzkmap?
Yes,

9. Would you have medznllojarfnkelnwb‘anml i it did not inciude the term
“violence”?
Yes.

10. At what point did you conclude that the defendant ' formed the intent to kidnap Nicholas
Hamman?

Mnthddmnwﬁadyimmwmmmmzimmmhu
and Shawn es 10 what they should do.

11. Did you conclude that when the defendant intended to kidnap Mr. Hamman, he did so
with the goal of getting money from him?

Imbdedvhn:ﬂcr):nw\heda{ndmrwuimpﬁnmd, mmi(wungoodnppanunkylu
8ex what be could from him,
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13. Is there anything aboyr the fury instructions that you feel that you may not have

inderst0od cleariy? .
1 do not befieve so.

124 k#mrmdnmmﬁmaﬂmmﬁcmmm Rodriguez wanted to kil
Nichalas Hamman?

Ilwummmthnihmmnmwmwim through with what he hed told
Anna Rugg he would do, 1t wes an issue of being true to his word,

15, Bn-n‘anﬂlemdmm have heard Iy this case, do you fes! that lifa Imprisonment Is 2
Juir punishment for Shown Rodriguez? Please explain,
N?idnmfud it is & fair punishment, Iﬁlmﬂuwndaﬁniuly needs to spend time in

3 » oot . 1 pemsanally
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hesart any more, &0 thet possibly one day he can walk out of privon and five his life before be
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Juror #5 Statements

Did you conclude that the defendant had the specific
intent to murder Nicholas Hamman? “No.”

Did the jury seem to discuss and understand that the
law requires the same specific intent to Kill for
conspiracy as it does for attempted murder? “We

discussed it but obviously did not understand that the
law requires.”

Did you have any regrets regarding your decision in this
case? “That we did not have an understanding the law
requires the same specific intent to kill as it does for
conspiracy.”

Is it your conclusion after having all the evidence that
Shawn Rodriguez wanted to Kill Nicholas Hamman?
“No, | did not believe Shawn wanted to kill N. Hamman.

Based on the evidence you have heard in this case, do
you feel that life imprisonment is a fair punishment for
Shawn Rodriguez?

“It seems very harsh given that | do not believe he
intended to kill him. | do believe Shawn did not want to
open the cell door for fear of N. Hamman. Shawn
obtained a hacksaw to turn the water off. We’'ll never
know if he would have called the police to report. |
believe he would have. | don’t believe Shawn was part
of a plan to entrap the victim that weekend.”

”

e

JURY QUESTIONAIRE

. The following is a list of qusstions designed to explore some of the thought
process behind your findings and to clerify some of the actual conclusions. There is nor
right or wrong answez, and please understand it is niot our goal to challenge your
conclusions ~ only to clarify them.

“hs,fulﬁeelnem;dono*uphininumuchdﬂaﬂusyouLikcanyofyour i
answers. . .

. 1. How was the jury foreman selected? Did he ;lw, nominate, or vote for himself?

Wuﬁeer

2. Did you vote Not Guilty on attempted murder? €3
3." Did you conclude that the defendant had the specific intent to murder Nicholas
?
Mo '

4. How did you conclude that there was no intent for the attemnpted murder, but there:
wummzformecompmwcnmmmdeﬂ

}74Mera/ materinls hose tape Uhecky rndl M
lr s Formacatec,

5. Did th:)mysmm discuss and understand that the law requires the. same
specific intent to kill for conspiracy es it doesformamptzd murder?

Uk d el bt af 1y, did
e géazw & wously, /@%Ma(aséw(

6. Did you or any of the jurors ever suggest asking the judge & clarifying question
regarding the intent necessary for the conspiracy charge?

7

7. Ifs0, why was such a question never given to the judge?
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Jury
Feedback

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.”

- This Photo by Unknown Author is licensed under CC BY-ND


https://www.higheredjobs.com/Articles/articleDisplay.cfm?ID=1200
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nd/3.0/

Jurors Did Not
Believe Shawn
Deserved the
Kidnapping
Charge

Shawn did not know Anna would
entrap Nick and was not physically
present when it happened. Erin’s
interview confirmed this.

Jurors knew Shawn did not
participate in a kidnapping. Yet,
Shawn still received a 7 to life
sentence for Anna’s kidnapping,
due to the Natural & Probable
Consequences Doctrine.

“I personally thought
Mr. Rodriguez was
guilty of false
imprisonment, robbery,
and auto theft only,
and innocent on all
other charges.”

“I don’t understand why the
district attorney brought these
particular charges to the table

when | know that other
charges could have been
brought that would have
accomplished the same goal.
Why did the charge of
kidnapping for extortion have
to be brought? Why did the
words “violence and menace”
have to be on the false
imprisonment charge?”

“We saw no
proof that
Shawn had
anything to do
with actually
getting him in
the cell.”

“I don’t believe
Shawn was part
of a plan to
entrap the victim
that weekend.”




Jurors Contfess
to Being
Confused

Many jurors admit to being very
confused and regretful for how the
trial turned out.

“Now | realize that maybe | did not have as clear an understanding as | thought | did when...the
instructions and the definitions regarding this charge. | am not as certain of my understanding

of instructions on Count 2 as | thought | was. | don’t think | fully understood that Shawn himself
had to possess the intent to kill when the conspiracy took place.

“Jury instructions can be very complicated. There were definitely times when | wished we could
have had a lawyer there to interpret the laws.”

“I felt tricked into the decisions by the prosecution.”

Did the jury seem to discuss and understand that the law requires the same specific intent to
Kill for conspiracy as it does for attempted murder?

“There seemed to be confusion among some of them regarding this.”

Did the jury seem to discuss and understand that the law requires the same specific intent to
Kill for conspiracy as it does for attempted murder?

“We discussed it but obviously did not understand that the law requires.”

Did you have any regrets regarding your decision in this case?

“That we did not have an understanding the law requires the same specific intent to kill as it
does for conspiracy.”

Did the jury seem to discuss and understand that the law requires the same specific intent to
Kill for conspiracy as it does for attempted murder?

“No, | don’t believe so.”



What did the
jurors think?

“Did you
conclude that the
defendant had
the specific
intent to murder

Nicholas
Hamman?”

When asked in their post-trial
surveys very explicitly if they
believed Shawn had intent to
Kill, not a single juror answered
“yes” or in the affirmative.

Some of their responses are
included on this slide.

Note: To legally find someone
guilty of “conspiracy to commit
murder,” a requirement for that
finding is intent to kill. Given
Shawn had no intent to kill and
all the jurors knew that, he
himself does not meet the
criteria to be found guilty of that
charge.

The only reason he was made
to be guilty was by transferring
Anna’s intent to Shawn through
use of the Natural and Probable
Consequences Doctrine—a now
illegal practice.




A Recent
Message from
Juror Louise
Daggett

November 13, 2022

“It grieves our hearts today as it did 20 years ago when Shawn was
given an unjust life sentence.

As one of the 12 jurors, we were all shocked and very disappointed
that the instructions we were given by the court on how we had to
make our verdict would have such a horrible, tragic, unjust
consequence for Shawn.

We could not imagine such an unfair justice.

I’m sure all the other jurors feel the same way. In light of Nick’s
perjury confession, my sincere hope and prayer is that this terrible
unjust wrong to Shawn will finally have some mercy towards his
new, free life which he more than deserves in my strong opinion.

| gave my deposition [statement to a private investigator]. | hope it
matters as well as the depositions of all the other jurors who I'm
sure feel the same way.”

Louise may be reached at (916) 390-9634.



More About Shawn'’s
Achievements Since

2003

THERE ARE A LOT! HERE ARE SOME OF THEM.




Shawn’s
Achievements

While
Incarcerated

The next series of slides are provided to
highlight Shawn’s commitment to
personal development, learning, and
giving back while he has been
incarcerated.

Please note: Not all of his achievements,
laudatory chronos, and certificates are
included herein because there are a lot
of them; but the following slides will give
you a sense of his commitment to self-
improvement by providing just a sample
of his achievements while incarcerated.




Shawn’s Accomplishments

National Center for Construction Yard/Facilities Maintenance 2015 -

Education & Research (NCCER) Core 2016

Curriculum Certificate and the NCCER o

Electronics Systems Technician Level 1 Building Clerk 2016 - 2017

Certification (which gives Shawn the Lead Law Library Clerk 2019

necessary education to obtain a job as an

electrician) Recreation Clerk 2019 - 2020

Certified in Word and Excel Yard/Facilities Maintenance 2020 -
2021

Lead Cook 2013-2014

Healthcare Facilities Maintenance
Law Library Clerk 2014 Custodian 2021

Building Porter 2014 - 2015

Barber 2015




Building Porter 2022

Dialectical Behavior Therapy Certified
2017

Alternatives to Violence Project 2018
The B.R.A.l.N. Project 2020
PACE Learning Systems Lifeskills 2021

R.I.S.E. (Rehabilitate, Implement, Succeed,
Excel) by the Life Support Alliance 2021

American Community Correctional Institute
Certifications in: Anger Management,
Contentious Relationships, Substance
Abuse, Domestic Violence, Bad Credit,
Shoplifting, Drunk Driving

The Change Companies Certifications in
Anger Management, Self-Esteem, Victims
Impact

Criminals and Gang Members Anonymous
2023

Proudly drug-free his entire prison term
Proudly gang-free his entire prison term

Read over 1,000 books while incarcerated




Letters From CDCR
Employees About
Shawn

“LAUDATORY CHRONOS” FROM CORRECTIONS STAFF ON WHAT
THEY OBSERVED ABOUT SHAWN




“I also have...noticed personal
growth in Rodriguez”

“| have supervised inmate RODRIGUEZ
(V16387 FAB-230L) for over seven years. In
that time | have observed him to be a hard
worker with a tireless work ethic; a self-
starter who is organized, efficient, analytical
and who completes all tasks asked of him
promptly and satisfactorily...l also have in
this time noticed personal growth in
RODRIGEUZ, who has become calmer and
more patient, a sign of increasing maturity,
and he appears to have more empathy now
than when we met in 2013. He is a team
player | have come to rely on when he is

needed. Inmate RODRIGUEZ is
capable of being a great asset to any
environment he is in.”

NAME and Numser RODRIGUEZ V16387

AB-230L CSP-5AC

CDCR-118-8 (Riev, 474)

! have supervised inmate RODRIGUEZ (V16387 FAB-230L) for over seven years. In that time | have observed him to be a hard
worker with a tireless work ethic; a self-starter who is organized, efficient analytical and who completes all tasks asked of him
promptly and salisfactorily. Beginning in 2013, when he repaired several buffers for this prison and saved us a significant
amount of time and money; | asked him to create and maintain a library for the mentally il segregated population of A Facility,
which he did in a manner that surprised many people, staff and inmate alike; he was willing to give his attention to task
whenever he was asked, as in the late evening request that he fix the A Facllity's Treatment Center laminator after he had gone
back to his cell for the night, but was need to ensure laminaled notices could be posted on time the following day.

qut recently, in 2019 and 2020, he has, again on a voluntary basis, repaired several buffers, and a computer printer for the A
Facility Watch Office to ensure continuity of the duties of the staff and inmates that were reliant upon it, as well as broken or
damaged property for prisoners to compensate them via the appeals process.

| have also in this time noliced personal growth in RODRIGUEZ, who has become calmer and more patient, a sign of
increasing maturity, and he appears to have more empathy now than when we met in 2013. He is a team player | have come 1o
rely on when he is needed. Inmate RODRIGUEZ (V16387) is capable of being a great asset to any environment he is in.

~L)D

Yo

ORIG: CENTRAL FILE
ce: COUNSELOR H.Ng

';':E:EE“ Correctional Sergeant
California State Prison-Sacramento

DATE 111172021 (INFORMATIONAL CHRONO) GENERAL CHRONO



“Rodriguez is a hard
worker and
respectful at all
times.”

“| have observed inmate RODRIGUEZ for
several years. In that time | have observed his
conduct and work ethic. He is punctual and a
self-starter, with follow through and
commitment. He has a tireless work ethic.
This past winter on a voluntary basis before he
was assigned to the yard crew, he and another
inmate replaced almost all of the grass on A-
Facility. This included first turning over the soil
with shovels and then with a rototiller, clearing
the soil of debris and then reseeding the
areas with new seed and watering it by hand.
He also cut new drainage ditches and
replanted where needed. Through it all he
mowed and maintained the lawn as well as
the sprinkler systems and maintaining the
equipment and replacing sprinklers broken
blades on the mowers. Inmate RODRIGUEZ is

a hard worker and respectful at all times.”

|

NAME and NUMSER RODRIGUEZ W) V16387 FAB13IL SAC COON L I00 R )

| Save observed mate RODAIGUEZ for seweral yoars. v Pal Sme | Save otaeved b conduet and work ethc Me &
PURCASE N0 & SeT-aaner |, with lolow Teough and comeiimart. He has & Treless work ethic. Ths past wimier on 2 vouniary
banis belore he was assigned %0 Do yard Cow he 300 AnoPwr inmane mplpced simost o of Do gass on AFaclly The
Puoed st wrnng over the SOl with Shovels and T with 3 rodler, desrry 1he sob of detris and then redaadng Pe
wnas wih naw Meed and watering & by Sand Mo alto out %ew crainage dichas and regleied whare reeded Thvough £ afl he
Mowed and masaned he Bwn as wel as Pe wornkier Sysiems and mantening the equipment sad reglacng Sprkien
Soken Mates on P mowers. Inmate HODRIGUEZ A 8 Mrd worker and respec™ul of ol tmaes

ONIG: Cowrna Fue J, TERRY
o Coasoos Comectona OMoer
Waren P -Secanoms

ATL -

\ — . 1
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“He is still one of the
hardest workers I
have ever known.”

“I have known Shawn Rodriguez #V16387 for almost
eight years. In that time | have seen a very
substantial change in him. When Shawn came to
work in my dining hall in 2013, he was what we
needed; our dining hall was hard to run and he took
charge quickly. He is still one of the hardest workers

| have ever known, he was timely, efficient and a
self-starter. He quickly found issues and resolved

them, often in common-sense ways that were
creative and effective. Before he left to pursue a

Clerk Position and avoid personal conflict brewing
with another dining hall worker, he set routines and

taught other workers habits that made our dining
hall the most clean and efficient in the prison. In the
last several years, | have noticed notable growth in
Shawn; he is calmer and a better communicator.
and | have at times referred other prisoners to him
for advice and guidance when it seemed
appropriate and productive to do so. | have come to
respect his judgment as much as his work ethic. |
would hire him again on the spot if the rules allowed

him to work in the dining hall anymore.”

NAME and NUMBER RODRIGUEZ (W) V16387 FA8-230L CSP-SAC COCR-115-8 {Rev. 474,

| have known Shawn Rodriguez #V163B7 for almost eighl years. In that time | have seen a very substantial
change in him.

When Shawn came to work in my dining hall in 2013, he was what we needed; our dining hall was hard to
run and he took charge quickly. He is still one of the hardest workers | have ever known, he was timely, efficient
and a self-starter. He quickly found issues and resolved them, often in common-sense ways that were creative and
effective.

Before he left to pursue a Clerk Position and avoid personal conflict brewing with another dining hall
worker, he set routines and taught other workers habits that made our dining hall the most clean and efficient in
the prison.

In the last several years, | have noticed notable growth in Shawn; he is calmer and a better communicator;
and | have al times referred other prisoners to him for advice and guidance when it seemed appropriate and
productive to do so. | have come to respect his judgment as much as his work ethic,

I would hire him again on the spot of the rules allowed him to work in the dining hall anymore.

ORIG: CENTRAL FILE ”////f l
cc: COUNSELOR 4
WRITER H. Dang A~ /A g;,,/ 7/

INMATE Correctional Officer
California State Prison-SAC A3 Dining

DATE 01115121 (LAUDATORY CHRONO) GENERAL CHRONO



“These skills and personality
characteristics should serve
him well...upon his release
from prison.”

“I have known Inmate Rodriguez V16387 for several
years. | know Rodriguez to be courteous, respectful, and
a problem solver socially. Before Shawn was assigned to
the Yard Crew, he did hard work on a volunteer basis for
several months. After being assigned he further proved

himself to be a harder than average worker, who is very

punctual, follows instructions well, and who is a very
creative problem solver when necessary to complete the

tasks asked of him. He has stood out as someone who

is always willing to help when he sees a need, and a
very capable multi-tasker who works towards his goals
thoughtfully, methodically and with foresight.
Importantly, | have consistently observed him resolve
social conflict, personal and sometimes otherwise,
appropriately and in the least damaging way that
seemed practical. Increasing his value on the job, he
has frequently proven capable of solving various
mechanical or similar issues inherent in the function of
the day-to-day operations of the Yard Crew/Grounds
Maintenance worksite (i.e., Sprinklers, Landscaping
equipment, or other more complicated equipment).
These skKills and personality characteristics should serve
him well after his transition away from the Yard Crew to
pursue an additional Vocation, and also upon his
release from prison.”

Name and Number: Rodriguez

| have known Inmate Rog
problem solver socially.

Before Shawn was assign

After being assigned he f
follows instructions well, and wh

He has stood out as som

V16387 FA8-131L CSP-SAC CDCR-128-B (Rev. 4/74)

Iriguez V16387 for several years. | know Rodriguez to be courteous, respectful and a

ed to the Yard Crew, he did hard work on a volunteer basls for several months.

urther proved himself to be a harder than average worker, who is very punctual,
D is a very creative problem solver when necessary to complete the tasks asked of him.

eone who is always willing to help when he sees a need, and a very capable multi-tasker

who works toward his goals thoulghtfully, methodically and with foresight.

Importantly, | have cons" tently observed him resolve social conflict, personal and sometimes otherwise,
appropriately and in the least dapaging way that seemed practical. Increasing his value on the job, he has frequently
proven capable of solving various mechanical or similar issues inherent in the function of the day-to-day operations of

the Yard Crew/Grounds Mainten
equipment).

:ance worksite (i.e. Sprinklers, Landscaping equipment, or other more complicated

|

These skills and personality characteristics should serve him well after his transition away from the Yard Crew to
pursue an additional Vocation, and also upon his release from prison.
|

Original: Central File
CC: Counselor
Writer

Inmate

Date 11/12/2021

W‘-‘

P
T. Guerra, Correctional Officer

California State Prison Sacramento

(Laudatory Chrono) General Chrono




Librarian Praises
Shawn for Being
an Avid Reader

Inmate RODRIGUEZ, S., CDC#V16387 has
participated in the C Yard Non-Fiction
Reading Challenge at California State
Prison, Sacramento. The goal of the non-
fiction reading challenge is to support,
encourage literacy, and promote interest
in the non-fiction collection. The challenge
was held during June 25, 2018 until
September 28, 2018. RODRIGUEZ
completed the Regular Reader challenge
by reading and writing book reviews on
the 9 non-fiction titles listed on the Bingo
card sheet (e.g. Dewey Decimal numbers
from 100 - 900). Therefore, RODRIGUEZ
is commended for his achievement and
encouraged to continue on a journey of
lifelong reading.

State of California : Dopartment of Corrections and Rehabilitation
. .CDC 123-8

" (Rov. 07/2005)

NAME: Rodriguez cDC# V18387 HOUSING: C4-227

Inmate RODRIGUEZ, S., CDC#V16387 has participated in the C Yard Non-Fiction
Reading Challenge at Califomia State Prison, Sacramento. The goal of the non-fiction
reading challenge is to support, encourage literacy, and promote interest in the non-
fiction collection. The challenge was held during June 25, 2018 until September 28,
2018. RODRIGUEZ completed the Regular Reader challenge by reading and writing -
book reviews on the 9 non-fiction titles listed on the Bingo card sheet (e.g. Dewey
Decimal numbers from 100-900). Therefore, RODRIGUEZ is commended for his
achievement and encouraged to continue on a journey of lifelong reading.

Ce Central File
Inmate

A. Turner
LIBRARIAN
CSP-Sacramento State Prison



Laudatory Chrono
from Associate
Warden Business
Services

“Inmate RODRIGUEZ, Shawn (CDCR #V16387), is being
recognized for his assistance in coordinating the Day for
the Atonement at California Men’s Colony. The Day for
Atonement was coordinated in order to benefit those who
have been affected by violent crime personally and in their
communities. Residents were given an opportunity to make
amends by donating funds from their trust accounts to
Restorative Partners, a non-profit organization that
services the community by helping with crime victims,
housing, clothing and more. Residents took the opportunity
to donate in the names of the human beings they have
hurt, broken, violated, and damaged. The population joined
in @ memorial ceremony and a walk for peace in an effort
to stand with the rest of society in promoting awareness,
healing and harmony. As one of the coordinators
RODRIGUEZ voluntarily assisted in making the Day-of-
Atonement at California Men’s Colony a success. This
required a great deal of time and work by RODRIGUEZ,
which was completed on his personal time. By taking this
time to coordinate in this event RODRIGEUZ demonstrated
his empathy for others and a willingness to make amends
for those his commitment offense impacted. RODRIGUEZ is
commended for his selfless act and willingness to think of
others who have been impacted by crime.”

STATE OF CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS AND REHABILITATION

CDCR 128-8 (10-05)

NAME and NUMBER RODRIGUEZ, Shawn V16387 RM: 6220

Inmate RODRIGUEZ, Shawn (CDCR #V16387), is being recognized for his assistance in coordinating the Day for
Atonement at California Men's Colony. The Day for Atonement was coordinated in order to benefit those who have
been affected by violent crime personally and in their communities. Residents were given an opportunity to make
amends by donating funds from their trust accounts to Restorative Partners, a non-profit organization that services
the community by helping with crime victims, housing, clothing and more. Residents took the opportunity to donate
in the names of the human beings they have hurt, brok2a, violated and damaged. The population joined in a
memorial ceremony and a walk for peace in an effort to stand with the rest of society in promoting awareness
I:tzalmg and ham.xonx As one of the coordinators RODRIGUEZ voluntarily assisted in making the Day-of:
w':zre‘ment af Califorfia Men's Colony a success. This required a great deal of time and work by RODRIGUEZ,
demon;?ast Zorr?pleted on his personal time. .B_y taking this time to coordinate in this event RODRIGUEZ
ineeckad eROE;s empathy for others and a willingness to make amends for those his commitment offense
; RIGUEZ Is commended for his selfless act and willingness to think of others who have been

impacted by crime.

ORIG : Case Records M THURY
% A Associate Warden Business Services
California Men's Colony

DATE 4/17/2023 DAY FOR ATONEMENT-COORDINATOR

CMC- GENERAL CHRONO




“Demonstrating
empathy...”

“l have observed inmate RODRIGUEZ, Shawn
V16387, Cell 6220 active participate in Criminal &
Gang Members Anonymous (CGA) during the period
covering October 1, 2022 through March 14, 2023.
RODRIGUEZ is to be commended for demonstrating
empathy and a willingness to attend this group.

CGA focuses on resolving serious social issues and
maladaptive behaviors and beliefs, such as gangs
and criminality. It involves deep introspection into
one’s behaviors and beliefs and utilizing the 12
steps for CGA and open and honest
communication, addresses the root issues
underlying past criminal behavior and gang
involvement. RODRIGUEZ'’s participation in CGA
fosters a safer and more secure environment here
at California Men’s Colony (CMC) and provides him
with the tools needed to succeed upon reentry into
society and to become a positive and productive
member of his immediate community. CGA’s motto
is “One Less Criminal, One Less Crime, One Less
Victim.”

. Introspection into one's behaviors

STATE OF CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS AND REHABILITATION
CDCR-128-8
NAME: RODRIGUEZ, SHAWN M. CDCR#: V16387 BED: 6220

| have observed Inmate RODRIGUEZ, Shawn V16387, Cell 6220 actively participate in Criminal & Gang Members Anonymous (CGA) during

the perlod covering October 01, 2022 through March 14, 2023. RODRIGUEZ Is to be commended for demanstrating empathy and a

willingness to attend this group.

CGA focuses on resolving serious social ssues and maladaptive behaviors and beliefs, such as gangs and crlmilnalilw. It invalves deep
and beliefs and, utilizing the 12 steps of CGA and open and honest communication, addressees the
root issues underlying past criminal behavior and gang involvement. RODRIGUEZ's participation in CGA fosters a safelr and more secure
environment here at California Men's Colony (CMC) and provides him with the tools needed to succeed upon regptry into society and to
become 3 positive and productive member of his immediate community. CGA's motto Is “One Less Criminal, One Less Crime, One Less

Victim!"
Inmate
Orig:  ERMS
CC: Counselor | 4_/_
CC:  Counselar Il I
B. ESCOBEDO
Facility C Lieutenant
California Men's Colony
DATE: 03/16/2022 [SELF HELP GROUP CGA PARTICIPANT] INFORMATIONMAL CHRONO - CWMC



Laudatory Chrono
from Recreation
Therapist

“We acknowledge and appreciate the financial
contribution of Inmate Rodriguez, Shawn
(V16387, Cell #6220). Your donation was
used to provide prizes for the Recreation Aide
Program (RAP) held for the Activities of Daily
Living Program (ADL) and Enhance Outpatient
Program (EOP) participants housed on Facility
D. RAP activities are provided on a weekly
basis and for special holiday programming
including Christmas and July 4. The RAP
program helps encourage ADL and EOP to
decrease isolation, which helps to reduce
symptoms of anxiety and depression. By
providing weekly games and social
interactions, you encourage a healthy social
milieu. Your support adds to the success of
this event.”

STATE OF CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS AND %g};:?;:l;k(;lg;;

NAME and NUMBER Rodriguez, Shawn V16387 RM: 6220

We acknowledge and appreciate the financial contribution of Inmate Rodriguez, Shawn (V1 6387, Cell # 622'0). Ygur
donation was used to provide prizes for the Recreation Aide Program (RAP) held for the Activities for Daily Lly/ng
Program (ADL) and Enhanced Out-Patient Program (EOP) participants housed on Fac. D. RAP activities are provided
on a weekly basis and for special holiday programming including Christmas and July 4". The RAP program helps
encourage ADL and EOP to decrease isolation which helps to reduce symptoms of anxiety and depression. By
providing weekly games and social interactions, you encourage a healthy social milieu. Your support adds to the
success of this event. ‘
l

ORIG : C-Fie ﬂ ?ﬁW‘\

cc :  Inmate 1 -
A.Ho, CTRS, RTC
RECREATION THERAPIST
ORANGE HAT COORDINATOR (A)
FACILITY B CMC-East

DATE  3/20/2023 CMC-E GENERAL CHRONO



Laudatory
Chrono from
Recreation
Therapist

“We acknowledge and appreciate the
donation of canteen from Inmate
Rodriguez, Shawn (V17387, 6222). Your
donation was used to provide prizes for

the Activities for Daily Living Program
(ADL) and Enhanced Out-Patient Program
(EOP) participants housed on Facility D.
Activities and programming are provided
on a daily basis and for special holiday
programming including Christmas and
July 4%, Your donation assists in the
program for ADL and the EOP to decrease
isolation which helps to reduce
symptoms of anxiety and depression.
Your support adds to the success of this
program.”

STATE OF CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS AND REHABILITATION
COC-128 8 (3-87)

NAME and NUMBER Rodriguez, Shawn V16387 MRM: 16222

We acknowledge and appreciate the donation of canteen from Inmate Rodriguez, Shawn (V16387, 6222). Your
donation was used to provide prizes for the Activities for Daily Living Program (ADL) and Enhanced Out-Patient
Program (EOP) participants housed on Facility D. Activities and programming are provided on a daily basis and for
special holiday programming including Christmas and July 4™, Your donation assists in the program for ADL and
EOP to decrease isolation which helps to reduce symptoms of anxiety and depression. Your support adds to the
success of this program.

cc : Inmate
A.Ho, CTRS, RTC
Recreation Therapist
ADL COORDINATOR
FAC. D CMC-East

DATE 3/1/2023 CMC-E GENERAL CHRONO



Certificates of
Completion For Seli-
Awareness and Seli-
Development




| CALIFORNIA DEPART MENT OF CORRECTIONS & REHABILITATION oy \\
e \
CALIFORNIA STATE PRISON - SACRAMENTO 4

CERTIFICATE of COMPLETION

Certificate in Anger

AMERICAN COMMUNITY CORRECTIONS INSTITUTE @y | TS ACKNOW LEDGES THAT
= L N
Management bereby certifies that 1 Shawn Rodriguez V16387
Rodriquez, Shawn vie387 E -3 i i
e HAS SUCCESSFULLY COMPLETED THE
has successfully completed % " R.l.SE
B o Rehabl mplement, S| d, Excel
Correspondence Course
clnapiliitate, 11mMpiernen ; U SUPPORT
? p ? D Zhe b Ny Deegge ALLIANCE
Gzl Yok

Q
o~ 220

Succeed, Excel
Certificate of Completion

Life Skills 25
Curriculum Certificate

- e e e
Of AChlevement | Pace Learning Systems, Inc. ] CERTIFICATE OF COMPLETION
Awards this THIS CERTIFIES THAT
Certificate of Achievement RODRIGUEZ, SHAWN
T CDCR #V 16387
Anger Management | 15 g
: { Is hereby awarded this certificate for completion of:
Anger Management Workbook and Curriculum

[
l

m Supeyfisor

Curriculum

( Learnlng
Systems Febru moa 2024
Mol Teac

IS

m?’éa‘L“%gs/"M—M / o ST \% M«j/l"(}\

Workbook and 1 T
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Basic Course in < et i
NonViO]_ent Conﬂict Alternatives to Violence Profect (AVP)
Resolution

This certificate is awarded to

Shawn Rodriguez

Who Ras satisfactorily completed the
Basic Course in Nonviolent Conflict Resolution
Under the sponsorship of AVP California

www. AVPCalifornia.ong

Location; CIP Sacramenty Dote:  Ruguse 23, 3038

Facllivaters

Advanced Second Level
Course in Nonviolent
Conflict Resolution

Certificate in Oftender
Corrections

CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS & REHABILITATION

CALIFORNIA STATE PRISON - SACRAMENTO

n conjunction with the

AMERICAN COMMUNITY CORRECTIONS INSTITUTE

Theft/Shoplifting  —

DRIGUEZ s I

Course Certificate of e

Completion

Ce rtg‘i’ca te

of completion of &
workshop for training in nonviolence

Alternatives to Violence Project (AVP)

This certificate is awarded to

Shawn Rodriguez

Who has satisfactorify complered the

Advanced Second Level Course {n Nonviolent Conflict Resolution
Under the sponsorship of AVP California
www AVPCalifornta.org
Location: CSP Sacramente Date: October 17, 2018

2z
Facilltators: /W ézﬁ
edieded

(Dlreq -
/I ot /fm?.ﬂw n

CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS & REHABILITATION
CALIFORNIA STATE PRISON - SACRAMENTO

in conjunction with the

AMERICAN COMMUNITY CORRECTIONS INSTITUTE

hereby certifies that

SHAWN RODRIGUEZ N V16387
Inmate’s Name Innate's Namber

has successfully completed
THEFT/SHOPLIFTING

MARTINEZ
Tnstructor

04/21/2021
Date




Adult Substance Abuse
Course Completion
Certificate

Contentious
Relationships Course
Completion

Certificate in Parenting
Certificate in Adult
Substance Abuse

The B.R.A.L.LN Project
Certificate of
Recognition

; \-':.‘35’%. ’
L\ S e
T e R Ty e T P

CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS & REHABILITATION
CALIFORNIA STATE PRISON - SACRAMENTO

in conjunction with the

AMERICAN COMMUNITY CORRECTIONS INSTITUTE

hereby certifies that

Rodriquez, Shawn N V16387
Inmals's Nome Inmate’s Number

has successfully completed
ADULT SUBSTANCE ABUSE Course.

S. Davis, LCSW

Instructor

CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS & REHABILITATION
CALIFORNIA STATE PRISON - SACRAMENTO

in conjunction with the

AMERICAN COMMUNITY CORRECTIONS INSTITUTE

hereby certifies that

SHAWN RODRIGUEZ 'Y
Iamate’s Name

has successfully completed

PARENTING

[@27120

Date

CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS & REHABILITATION
CALIFORNIA STATE PRISON - SACRAMENTO

in conjunction with the

AMERICAN COMMUNITY CORRECTIONS INSTITUTE

hereby certifies that

Rodriguez, -Shawn : V16387
Inmate’s Name Inmate’s Number

has successfully completed

CONTENTIOUS RELATIONSHIPS (oprse,

S, Davis, LCSW
Instructor

08/10/20

Date

o

Aprisoner’s parole portfoliols P 4 Brior prep: £oor
CERTIFICATE OF RECOGNITION

Presented to

ROPRIQUEZ, S.

V-16387

In Recognition of Outstanding Completion of the

THE B.R.A.L.N. PROJECT

s FROM the “Life Yourself”

10P PROGRAM

Is Awarded This Certificate

This 21% Day of August 2020
\

’
a Dr. Dale Hamad, PhD.
10P Facilitator . Principal




Sample Certificates

of Completion For
Trade-Based Skills




Power Industry
Fundamentals

Electronic
Systems

Technician Level
One

Board of Trustees confers upon

Shawn Rodriguez

This certificate of completion for

all levels of
Power Industry Fundamentals

as part of the Standardized Craft Training Program
on this Second day of February, in the year 2023

Boyd D. Worsham N S
President & CEO, NCCER

National Center for
Construction Education
and Research

Board of Trustees confers upon

Shawn Rodriguez

Level

I Electronic Systems Technician Level One

as part of NCCER's National Craft Assessment and Certification Program

on this Eighth day of September, in the year 2023

Boyd D. Worsham
CEO and President, NCCER




Sample Certificates

of Completion For
Office-Based Skills




Shawn Rodriguez

Dlg]'tal theracy Has officially passed the Microsofte Digital Literacy
C ertiﬁ C at e Certificate Test on September 13, 2018

Score: 97%

Digital Literacy Diﬂital Literacx Certificate

Certificate
C-Facility Readers

C-Facility Readers

Certificate of C-Facility Readers |
Achievement |

Certificate of

Recognition for C- L OHIEVEMENTT

Facility Readers

Shawn M. Rodriguez

Has officially passed the Microsoft® Digital Literacy
Certificate Test on January 18, 2019

Digital Literacy Certificate
[ W T S e TR

C-Facility Readers



Granite Adult School |}

O STR—Level 1 . {: Education Achievemgnttertificate % §

. Shawn Rodriguez
CO M puter ’: OSRT Level 1 - Computer Literacy Core

theracy Core September 13, 2018 e

Microsoft Office
Specialist
Certificate for
Word

Microsoft Office
Specialist




Evidence of Shawn'’s
Psychological
Development and
Health




Certificate of
Completion:
Dialectical
Behavior Therapy

Informed

| C)e‘:t"ﬁca\te of Comp letj%

" R Qonovan Gorrectional Sfacily
Department of Mental Health B
Attest to the completion of the R Y

-

Sixteen-week course of group instruction on: Nirem

DBT INFORMED

To:_Shawn Rodriguez (V16387)

Presented on this 25th day of May, 2017

V5, Chabolla, ASW
Clinical Social Worker




After years of voluntary participation in
mental health treatment, including
Cognitive Behavioral Therapy, Rational
Behavior Therapy, and Dialectical
Behavior Therapy, which are the only
recognized methods of treatment for
Antisocial Personality Disorder, Shawn’s
diagnosis of ASPD the prison staff had
previously assigned was removed.

“On May 26, 2021, your primary clinician
removed the Antisocial Personality (ASPD)
diagnosis.”

- K. Franeschi, Psy.D., Chief of Mental
Health, California State Prison Sacramento

D 9232CCEF-££57-221

SRODRIGUEZ, V63N
SAC HC 2onoTo7

Page 2013
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Your health record is considered legal documentation. As such. all documents entered into your health record
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Patient Privacy Rights. patients have the right to request that California Correctional Health Care Services
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California Correctional Health Care Services is not oblieated i

oronly partially accept amendments. Health Informat n Management stafT shall follow procedures in the
Health Care Depariment Operations Manual. Section calth Information Mana

requests 1o amend their health record.

" Envelope 10 §432CCEF-5857-4216.9111-2191661980E8

v deny requests

considered. but do not control the profs

sional jug

Your health care grievance was reviewed by A
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Dear Honorable Justice:

The purpose of this letter is to Inform the court that | have been In contact with Shawn for almost five years, In a teaching and
emotionally supportive capacity, via the mail. | am retired from the State of Alaska System after twenty years of service in the
fields of Child Protection Soclal Work and Juvenile Probation. For approximately eight years | taught this cognitive / behavioral
skill at the Youth Facility in Anchorage. Individual classes, for the more violent youth who requested them, were conducted as
well as one hour groups, twice a week, with 5 to 13 youth. | have been teaching this skill nationwide by mail, in the prison
system, for the last five years.

Because of the basic ABC homework format (Rational Self-Analysis form), adolescents and adults relate to this factual and
common sense approach very well. The various, pictorial printouts and Information on brain physiclogy also add to the clarity
of this process for most levels of intellect. A strong focus on semantic ads even more clarity. This is very evident in the
elimination of “"demands and negative, non-factual self-labeling”, in thinking, that are the major causes of almost all major,
negative feelings.

Shawn readily filled out the Rational Self Analysis form, with vital background information, and | have completed and corrected
the incorrect, irrational and non-factual thoughts that were the basic cause of his self-defeating and harmful behavior.

Shawn has been willing to entertain some of the information to better his situation and view the world and himself differently.
His attitudinal change, for the better, since my Initial contact with him, is very evident. He is more aware of his self-defeating
thoughts and seems to have progressed well in the system, in regards to jobs, staying free of troubles and acting in a more
altruistic manner to those less fortunate.

Over the last five years, Shawn has never given me the impression that he has an innate criminal, nature or any scdopathic
thinking. He continues to have a sincere determination to better his life situation by engaging in honest work and staying
connected to his supportive family members. Shawn Is very intelligent and able to use his intellect to correct self-defeating
thinking and better his future living situation. From the onset, | have not viewed him as a danger to socety and do not view him
this way now, after five years of contact. It Is likely that a manic, depressive condition could have added to his pervious harmful
behaviors. .

Brain Control: Rational Self-Counseling Skills Is a clear thinking skill that teaches psychological independence, how to control
your brain instead cf it controlling you and how to better leamn to think about your thinking. Physlological and psychological
factors of feelings, and the brain, are discussed for the purpose of eliminating or lessening seif-hate and the three major
negative feelings of anger, depression and unnecessary fear which most pecople want to have less of.

I hope this Information has been helpful in regards to any deism you make. Please contact with any questions regarding this
matter.

Sincerely,

Z
Roy Frye j%———)

726 “O” Place H404
Anchorage, Alaska 99501

rofrye2003@yahoo.com
907-332-0428(home)



Final Analysis of the
Case




How Much Time is
Enough?

The average prison term in the USA for actual murder is
less than 18 years.

Shawn has been in prison for more than 20 years despite
the fact that no murder occurred, largely due to the fact
that Shawn actively prevented any murder from
happening.



-

is the definition of
ngful conviction?”

N OF A PERSON FOR A CRIME THAT HE OR SHE DID
T.

' DID. NOT COMMIT KIDNAPPING NOR DID HE CONSPIRE TO 2 . : ’ ’
ACTUALLY MURDER.

HE DESERVES TO BE RESENTENCED FOR WHAT HE HIMSELF IS
ACTUALLY GUILTY OF, AND EXONERATED FOR CRIMES FOR
WHICH HE IS INNOCENT.



Next Steps:
Resentence Shawn

KIDNAPPING CHARGES MUST BE REMOVED

Shawn was not there for the kidnapping, as Erin Hughes’ interview with Detective Daniel Coe will validate. Juror statements clearly
also show they did not believe Shawn was a part of any plan to entrap Nick Hamman, they didn’t believe Shawn was physically
present for the kidnapping, and in one juror’s words, they “felt tricked” into voting him guilty of kidnapping instead of false
imprisonment. Placer County should have Erin’s interview file in their records. Shawn should be exonerated of the kidnapping charge.

CONSPIRACY TO COMMIT MURDER CHARGES MUST BE REMOVED

There are four criteria to be found guilty of conspiracy to commit murder, including: (1) intent to Kill, and (2) an act in furtherance of
that goal. All the jurors knew Shawn had on no intent to Kill. Therefore, he is not guilty himself of that crime and he was found guilty
because Marchi and Kearney told the jury Shawn was guilty if Anna had intent.

Further, Shawn did not do anything which could have actually led to Hamman’s death. Therefore, he himself does not meet the
criteria to be considered guilty of that crime and those charges and the associated 25 to life sentence must be removed from the
record.

The majority of Shawn’s prison time was due to Anna’s crimes. Please resentence Shawn for what he himself did.

Exonerate Shawn for: Kidnapping and Conspiracy to Commit Murder. Resentence him with aiding and abetting a robbery, auto theft or
“Driving or Taking a Vehicle without Consent,” which may be a more accurate charge, and maybe misdemeanor false imprisonment
as well as one count of using another’s name to obtain credit or goods (Shawn used Nick’s ATM card to put gas in Nick’s car).



Public Support for Shawn’s
Release from Prison

There are numerous active social media accounts
(YouTube, FaceBook, Twitter/X, and TikTok) where this
case is examined in great detail. Shawn Rodriguez has
#- . thousands of supporters across these platforms who
@ @ believe he deserves to be free now.

) -~ 1
ﬁﬁh__ﬂh Pt As one sample of the level of support he has, please see
e - Tl the change.org petition, which was created November

HELP FREE et Tl 18, 2023, and in just a few weeks has garnered over
500 signatures. The QR code to the left may be used to

access that petition showing tremendous public
outpouring for Shawn’s release.

SHAWN RODRIGUEZ




Final Questions for You

If Shawn were sentenced today, what would you have sentenced him
to? Is it less than 25 to life? If so, please, resentence him according
to current laws.

In addition to relevant law changes, consider the “extraordinary
circumstances” of Nick’s recantations, and consider all the evidence
that shows Shawn was also Anna’s victim.

Shawn is enduring an unjust, excessive sentence for what he did as a
teenager.

As one juror said, “Nobody was hurt. Where is the justice?”




We Look Forward to
Your Timely Response |IIH'“

(213) 804-5151 IAL ;’\\
6200 Rolling Road, #523142, Springfield, VA 22152 HELP FREE

(Full Trial Transcripts are posted to SHAWN RODRIGUEZ
for ease of reference)



mailto:Acotellessa@gwmail.gwu.edu
http://www.helpfreeshawn.com/
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