CHAPTER ONEPRIVATE 

1.
Why did you advise the sergeant to wait before notifying the coroner's office?


A crime scene inspection and the collection of evidence can be disturbed by people, including the coroner's personnel, walking into the 
crime scene and, so, it's best to hold them off until the crime scene is 
ready.

In this case, the coroner investigator's response time was 30 minutes. 
Had the investigator been summoned immediately, she would have arrived before the detectives.



The coroner has jurisdiction over the body. In order for the coroner investigator to do her job, she must enter the crime scene and break the secured area along with her assistant. The idea of securing a crime scene is to freeze the scene so no evidence can be trampled on, taken away or moved. Detectives need to identify, interpret and photograph evidence at the crime scene starting with the body and working outward. Once evidence is found and marked then the coroner's investigator can be called to do a detailed inspection of the body.   


In addition, the coroner's response time can be from 30 minutes to several hours depending on the case load. A detective does not want the coroner investigator to arrive at the scene, and have to stand around until the crime scene investigation is over. 

2.
What was the most important part of the officers' statement? 


The most important statement was that the body had been moved by the paramedics. 


It is important that the detectives know the original position of the body because it will help them interpret the evidence. All evidence must make logical sense if it is germane to the crime.  

3.
What information from the witnesses' statements is consistent?
  

Of those who heard noises, all were consistent in hearing multiple shots between 4:20 a.m. and 4:30 a.m.   

The importance of these witnesses' statements is that they verify each 
other in relation to time. Thus, the time of death at 4:20-4:30 a.m. is credible.  
4.
What, if any, was the significance of a car driven at night with its lights off?  Explain.


The murderer(s) of Ms. Claymore would want to leave without being identified.

The detectives felt this observation by Ms. Dominguez was significant 
because there are no street lights on Mountain Avenue, therefore, a driver driving a car without lights would barely be able to see the road. As such, the detectives believed this car was connected to the murder.    
5.
Did you find any potential evidence that the officers missed?  Name the items.


The officers missed the following items:


1. tire track


2. shoe print


3. white towel


The investigators believed that the tire track and shoe print could have special significance because one witness heard a car leaving the scene and another saw a small car leaving the immediate area. The shoe print could be significant because it was found near the tire track, and it could belong to the suspect. In addition, the investigators believed 
that the wash cloth was a significant part of this case because it was 
found next to the other items and it was clean, suggesting it had not been there too long. They just did not know at that time, where the wash cloth fit in. This is why it is important to secure the scene. If the officers did not secure the scene and a crowd gathered, these items--potential evidence--could be lost or contaminated. 

6.
What did you learn about the wounds sustained by the victim, 
her clothing and her jewelry, during the crime scene inspection?


It was noted that the victim was shot at least two times in the head with small caliber bullets and one of the wounds appeared to be through and through. The through and through wound entered the right temple and exited the left cheek. The second wound entered the left side of her face near the exit wound. There was also a puncture wound to her left 
inner elbow.


The victim was nicely dressed and underneath her blue dress she wore a girdle. She also wore make-up. In addition, the victim wore what appeared to be a diamond ring on her left ring finger, an indication that she was possibly married. 

The .25 caliber bullet casings and the small bullet found at the scene verified the investigators interpretation of the wound evidence. The investigators were also convinced, at this point, that the victim was not a prostitute because prostitutes don't wear girdles. It seemed to 
them that she had gone out the evening before or was ready to go out. In 
addition, at this stage of the investigation, particularly because the diamond ring was intact, the detectives believed robbery was not a motive.
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7.
What did you learn from the coroner investigator's inspection of the body?


The coroner investigator found an additional bullet wound behind the victim's left ear. This, too, appeared to be from a small caliber bullet. The victim's temperature, four hours after death, was 92 degrees a reasonable temperature based on the established time of death. The 
investigator, did not observe lividity and noted only slight rigor mortis. Again, reasonable for the established time of death. 


The investigator was of the opinion that the victim could have been a drug user based on the injection marks to her left inner elbow. She also noted that the victim was free from bruises, abrasions or defense 
wounds.  
8.
Why did the coroner investigator do the following things:


Take a Gunshot Residue (GSR) swab?


A GSR test is done on a routine basis and, if it is positive, can indicate that the victim recently shot a gun.


If GSR had been found on the victim it could indicate that she shot a gun prior to her death. If the gun is not found at the scene, this can indicate that someone removed it and that person must be found. In addition, if the victim shot a gun prior to death and the killer is identified, arrested and a criminal complaint issued, the positive 
GSR result can render a motive and a self-defense argument. 

Take a temperature reading?


A temperature reading is taken on a routine basis. It can assist in determining the time of death. As a general rule, for every hour after death the body temperature drops one and a half degrees. 


This method of determining time of death is not always accurate. There are too many variables associated with a temperature reading (size of the victim, outside or room temperature, clothing, etc?)  

Conduct a physical/clothing inspection?


The physical inspection is conducted to locate all wounds. Clothing inspection is typically to search for identification and to account for all the victim's possessions.

The coroner has exclusive right to the body. Officers, investigators or 
anyone else cannot touch or move it; this includes going through the victim's pockets. In this case, the coroner investigator discovered a third bullet wound. She found no signs of physical abuse.
9.
What does no lividity mean?


Cheryl's skin did not show discoloration from the settling of her blood post mortem.

The coroner investigator did not see signs of lividity or discoloration of the skin because of the settling of the blood. Lividity will always be present after death but sometimes it is difficult to see if the lividity is in its initial stages and/or the victim's skin pigment blends with the lividity discoloration. Lividity starts within a half-hour after death and becomes pronounced within four hours.  

In this case, Cheryl's skin pigment blended with the lividity discoloration.
10.
What does slight rigor mortis mean?


Slight rigor mortis, the stiffening of the muscles, indicated that the victim had not been dead long.


Rigor mortis starts within 2-4 hours, is pronounced in 6-12 hours. If a victim has been dead for a while, rigor mortis wears off and will 
disappear within 36 hours.

In this case the detectives knew that the slight rigor mortis was due to the recent death of the victim. This was based on the sequence of time the witnesses established.
11.
Why did you ask for a sexual assault examination?


Unfortunately, females are often victims of sexual assault prior to 
their death; therefore, even without obvious evidence of a sexual assault, it is better to have an examination, as a matter of course, to determine if evidence of sexual assault exist.  
12.
What made you think the victim was not a prostitute?


She wore a girdle and what appeared to be a diamond ring.


Some prostitutes dress in evening gowns and wear heavy make-up, but very few wear girdles. By the nature of their profession, a girdle would be a hinderance. In addition, very rarely will a prostitute wear a diamond ring. Even a fake diamond ring places a prostitute in danger of being robbed. For these reasons, the detectives believed the victim was not a prostitute. 
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13.
What do you think may have happened from what you learned so far?


Responses will vary

The detectives deduced that the victim socialized the evening before with someone and that they drove in a small dark car. Something occurred and at about 4:20 a.m. They drove to this "hidden" street. There, the 
suspect(s) shot the victim three times in the head. They also deduced that she was initially shot in the car, taken out, then shot twice more while lying on the ground. This was based on their finding only two 
shell casings at the scene; the crime scene was thoroughly searched for 
the third casing. In addition, based on the established time of death and the arrival of the first officers, it was unlikely that the third casing was somehow removed from the scene. Also, no argument or screams 
were heard. If the victim argued with her murderer(s) they probably argued in the car and the argument may have been the motive for murder. The detectives, however, had a problem with this theory because there were no signs of dragging, no abrasions to the victim and no blood smears or droplets from the victim. They felt, therefore, that the 
victim had to have been dumped onto the street. In addition, the detectives deduced that robbery was not a motive and that the victim was not a prostitute. The most frustrating part of this initial investigation was that the detectives had no clue as to the identity of the victim.    
CHAPTER TWO

1.
What do you do at this point?


A.
Return to the police station and look through the address book? Explain.


B.
Check N.C.I.C. to see if Cheryl was reported missing 
and follow-up at the hotel? Explain.


C.
Do nothing and hope the investigation will go away? Explain.


Check N.C.I.C. to see if Cheryl Claymore had been reported missing. In addition, check with the hotel employees to see if Cheryl had checked into the hotel.

The detectives telephoned the department and checked N.C.I.C. re: Cheryl Claymore. No missing report had been filed. Next, the detectives hoped that Cheryl had checked into the Mercury Hotel. This was confirmed by the hotel manager.  
2.
Why is it important that neither room 106 nor 322 had been rented?


The rooms are crime scenes; therefore, the rooms need to be secured and processed for evidence.

Like the murder crime scene, the two hotel rooms are also crime scenes. Therefore, since no one rented either room after Cheryl's departure the 
preservation of the scenes has been maintained. The detectives were concerned that room 322 had been cleaned and pressed--that a cleaning person had possibly destroyed potential evidence.
3.
What potential pieces of evidence have you found, so far, in the rooms?


Two pieces of lingerie were in a dresser drawer in room 106: a black slip and a red bra.

The detectives felt that these undergarments were linked to Cheryl Claymore but they didn't know how. When she was found, she was wearing a slip and bra.    
4.
Is Cheryl's address book significant?  Why?


Yes. The address book may contain names, addresses and telephone numbers of next-of-kin or friends who may have information pertinent to Cheryl's murder. It may even contain information concerning the suspect(s) in this case.   

In every murder investigation the detectives try to trace the victim's whereabouts (time sequence) working backwards and hopefully connect a suspect to the victim. The address book allowed the detectives to make this trace. In addition, the detectives needed to notify the next-of-kin; they hoped someone in the address book could help with thisendeavor.   
5.
What do you do next?


A.  
Interview hotel personnel, such as the cleaning crew. 
Explain.


B.
Ignore the rooms because they've been cleaned. Explain.


C.
Wish that everything would go away.


The detectives first priority was to locate and interview the cleaning person to determine if he/she removed anything from the rooms. In addition, they wanted to locate and interview hotel guests who may have seen or heard something concerning Cheryl Claymore and, lastly, they 
wanted to locate and interview the hotel employee who worked the desk when Cheryl registered into the hotel.
6.
What important information did you receive from the cleaning lady?


The cleaning lady said that upon entering room 322 she noticed the bedding was messed-up. This may indicate that Cheryl was sexually assaulted. 

This is why a sexual assault examination must be made on female murder victims.
7.
What potential evidence did you get from Mrs. Townsend?


The cup with the brandy/fruit juice mixture. 


Someone drank this liquid; the mixture is not common. Because of this, the detectives hoped that later in the investigation it may help them identify who drank from the cup--a possible suspect. In addition, the cup is important because it may yield fingerprints belonging to the person(s) who was with Cheryl at the hotel--a possible suspect.
8.
Explain the link between the hotel and the murder scene?


The link is the hand towel. 


According to the cleaning lady, a white hand towel was missing from room 322. The hand towel found at the murder scene could very well have come from the hotel room. This link is extremely important because it will tie the suspect(s) from the hotel to the murder scene. The person(s) with Cheryl at the hotel is the murderer.  
9.
Why do you think the suspect(s) took a hand towel from room 
322?


The detectives believed the hand towel was possibly taken to wipe off fingerprints. They hoped they were wrong because fingerprints are strong evidence.
10.
Why were the registration cards filled out by two people?


Who filled them out?


It is unknown why two people registered for the two rooms. Cheryl probably filled out one card. The second card was filled out by an unknown person. 

The detectives did not know why two different people filled out the registration cards. Two handwritings were evident and they hoped that the suspect(s) filled one or both cards--a handwriting exemplar could possibly identify who wrote the information on the slips. The detectives predicted that Cheryl filled out at least one card. 
11.
What do you do next?


A.
Go home since you have worked your eight hours? 




B.
Continue calling people listed in Cheryl's address book to obtain background information on Cheryl? Explain.


C.
Drive to Suei Lee's house and interview her? Explain.


Contact Suei Lee.


The detectives first need to contact Suei Lee. They also need to go through the address book and attempt to find a next-of-kin or someone who can shed some light as to who Cheryl was with the night before or where she went. 
12.
How has Ms. Lee helped you with the time sequence?


She said that Cheryl arrived at the hotel at 3:00 a.m. and left at 4:00 a.m. Based on this, it was apparent to the detectives that Cheryl had 
left with three males at about 4:00 a.m. then drove almost directly to the murder scene. The detectives now knew where Cheryl had been from 3:00 a.m. until her death.   
13.
Do you have any suspects? Explain.


The time sequence established by Ms. Lee stating that Cheryl checked 
into the hotel at 3:00 a.m. with three males and then left an hour 
later, at 4:00 a.m., coupled with witnesses on Mountain Avenue who heard shots at 4:20 a.m. as well as the link of the missing hand towel from the hotel to the towel found at the murder scene would indicate 
that there are three suspects in this case:


Suspect #1  


Male, mid-20's, 5'9", medium build, short black hair, clean shaven and described as friendly. In addition, he may be the uncle of the other suspects. 


Suspect #2 


Male, 15-16 years, 5'8" and wore a t-shirt.

Suspect #3  


Male, 15-16 years, 5'8", thin face and possibly has a silver tooth.


14.
What question did Ms. Lee answer concerning the registration cards?



Ms. Lee said Cheryl filled out one of the two registration cards, and that she filled out the second card. 

This helped the detectives clear up the confusion about the different handwriting. It was disappointing for the detectives because they hoped one of the suspects had filled out at least one card.  
15.
What important information did Ms. Lee relate to you concerning the relationship of the suspects?


According to Ms. Lee, the male who escorted Cheryl to the registration window said he needed another room for his nephews. This may indicate a blood relationship between this suspect and the other two suspects who appeared younger.
16.
Will Ms. Lee be a good identification witness? Explain.


Ms. Lee should be a good identification witness because she got a good 
look at two of the three suspects--the one who escorted Cheryl to the window and the other whom she met at the candy machine located under the lights who possibly has a silver tooth.

The detectives felt Ms. Lee would be a good identification witness because they contacted her soon after she saw Cheryl and the suspects. As time passes, memory fades. In addition, they believed Ms. Lee would be a good identification witness because she sensed that Cheryl was in trouble. Also, she thought it was odd when Cheryl and her three companions checked out an hour after arriving at the hotel. As a result, she easily recalled interacting with them. 
17.
What part of Ms. Lee's statement verified a witness statement from the murder scene?


Ms. Lee told the detectives that Cheryl and the suspects drove west on Colorado Boulevard in a small black Mercedes Benz. Witness Wellman, the power plant worker, who heard two shots, saw a small black car leaving 
the area after the shots. 


Because these witnesses verified each other as to the car, the 
detectives determined the suspect's car to be a small black vehicle. In addition, because of this information, they also believed the tire marks to be significant.  

18.
What unique physical feature, according to Ms. Lee, did one of the males have?


One of the nephews possibly had a silver tooth.


The detectives were encouraged by Lee's description because it would 
help them identify that suspect. The discouraging part was that her descriptions were generally vague.  
19.
What do you do next?


A.
Notify A.J. Claymore of his wife's murder and interview him? Explain.


B.
Put off the notification and concentrate on identifying the suspects? Explain.


C.
Watch T.V.?


Notify A.J. Claymore of his wife's murder and interview him.


The detectives returned to the police station and focused on finding Cheryl's next-of-kin. They continued calling numbers in her address book and eventually contacted A.J. Claymore, Cheryl's husband, through 
an employee of Mr. Claymore.  
20.
What have you learned about Cheryl and A.J.?


Cheryl and A.J. are husband and wife and were recently separated. Cheryl 
was 26 years-old and A.J. is 64 years-old. In addition, together they have a three-year-old child named Landon.  
21.
A.J. confirmed that Cheryl drove a black 190E Mercedes Benz; whose statements did he verify?


A.J. verified Mr. Wellman's description of the car seen leaving the murder scene. A.J. also confirmed Ms. Lee's description of the car driven away from the hotel. 
22.
What important information did A.J. relate concerning the car?  Why?


A.J. Claymore said that Cheryl had a cellular telephone in her Mercedes 
Benz. This can be useful information if the telephone was used by the suspects. In addition, if Cheryl used the telephone, the telephone records would show whom she spoke with and continue to answer the time sequence questions.  
23.
What other information do you need from A.J.?


A.
Information about his business? Explain.


B.
Information regarding any life insurance policies, sons from the first marriage who may fit the suspects 

descriptions, small caliber guns that he may own? Explain.


C.
Information about his relationship with Cheryl's family? Explain.


A.J. needs to be questioned about his life insurance policy on Cheryl. He also needs to be questioned about members of his family. Can they be 
tied into the suspects' descriptions? Lastly, determine if A.J. has a small caliber automatic gun.


The detectives in this case asked these questions to determine if A.J. would lie to them. (His responses could be easily confirmed through computer information and Cheryl's family.) In addition, the detectives knew that often when a married female is murdered the husband is responsible.    
24.
At this point, what is your main concern?  Explain.


Locating Mandi. She may have been kidnapped and, if so, still alive.  

The detectives main concern was locating Mandi. No one knew where she was and didn't know whom Cheryl had been with the evening before. The detectives had to continue thinking that Mandi was a victim who might also be dead or in danger.
25.
What have you learned about Cheryl's and A.J.'s dispositions?


According to A.J., he and Cheryl had not argued or physically fought for a long time. This would indicate by his own admission that, at one time, their marriage was physically abusive. 



The detectives noted this statement. Even though A.J. said they had not physically fought in a long time, that did not dismiss his propensity to be violent.  
26.
Why did you ask A.J. about guns?


To determine if he owns a small caliber gun and to test his truthfulness.

If A.J. owned a small caliber gun and registered it, an N.C.I.C. would reveal that registration. If he owned a small caliber gun and didn't register it, the detectives felt they could get that information through interviews. Nevertheless, they asked about guns because it would test A.J.'s truthfulness. 

27.
Why did you ask A.J. about his sons from a previous marriage?


To see if they match the descriptions of the suspects.


The detectives had physical descriptions of the suspects and, because of this, wanted to determine if any of A.J.'s sons may match the 
descriptions and, if so, were they in the Pasadena area on April 27th.   

28.
Was Wanda's statement useful?  Explain.


All statements must be verified before they can be trusted. Wanda was able to verify some of A.J.'s statements. 

Wanda was interviewed away from A.J. and, as such, the detectives felt her statement was honest and accurate. She never vacillated or appeared 
apprehensive when she spoke about her brother-in-law. 
29.
Does A.J. have a motive to kill Cheryl?  Explain.


If A.J. is responsible for his wife's death, his motive may be for financial gain.

The detectives felt that if A.J. killed Cheryl the motive would be the insurance money. However, at this point in the investigation, there was no indication of financial trouble nor angry or jealous feelings. In addition, the detective knew A.J. was not one of the three males who checked into the Mercury Hotel with Cheryl and who eventually murdered Cheryl--he did not fit any of the descriptions. Therefore, if A.J. was part of this murder he would have had to hire the suspects to kill his wife. Chances are, the detectives felt, that a "hit" wouldn't include kidnapping and sexual assault nor would it involve three people. For 
these reasons, the detectives felt that, at this point, A.J. was innocent.   

30.
What do you do at this point?


A.
Immediately place Cheryl's car in N.C.I.C. as having been stolen and used in a homicide. Also place Mandi's 
name in N.C.I.C. as missing and, possibly, as having been kidnapped.


B.
Ignore that Mandi is missing since that is the juvenile detectives job to handle.


C.
Go home and get drunk.


Immediately place Cheryl's car in N.C.I.C. as having been stolen and used in a homicide. Also place Mandi's name in N.C.I.C. as missing and possibly, as having been kidnapped.  


The detectives returned to their police station to search again through 
Cheryl's address book to hopefully find someone who knew where to find Mandi.

CHAPTER THREE

1.
What line of business was Cheryl in?


Cheryl worked at Jefferson Cemetery in Los Angeles and also owned her own business selling lingerie.
2.
What pieces of evidence, found at the hotel, makes sense to you now?


The lingerie items found in the drawers in room 106.

Nina Brice helped the detectives account for the lingerie found at the 
Mercury Hotel. They felt that Cheryl must have had lingerie items in her car. What confused the detectives was that the lingerie was found in room 106 and all indications were that Cheryl was only in room 322. They strongly believed, however, that Cheryl was abducted, then raped at the hotel. 

3.
Did Nina shed light as to why A.J. would want to murder Cheryl?


Nina said that while she and Cheryl spoke of her unhappiness with A.J. the evening of April 25th, Cheryl decided to divorce A.J..      


The threat of divorce could be a possible motive for murder but there 
was nothing to substantiate Nina's story. Cheryl may have told Nina she was going to divorce A.J. but that doesn't mean she asked for the divorce. This statement did not persuade the detectives to focus on A.J. as their primary suspect.   
4.
What information did you learn about Mandi's father? Why could this be significant?


Nina said that Cheryl kept in touch with Mandi's father mother but not with Mandi's father. Again, typically when a female is murdered a male who is close to her is often responsible and, so, with this in mind, the detectives inquired about Mandi's father. Mandi's father could have come back into Cheryl's life, giving A.J. a motive to murder Cheryl (jealousy). Mandi's father could also have come back into Cheryl's life and their relationship could have gone bad giving Mandi's father a motive to commit murder (anger). 

5.
Based on the investigation so far, what do you think happened?


Responses will vary.


The detectives believed that Cheryl dressed, then went out on April 27th. She probably left Mandi with a sitter. Sometime during the evening she either met her date or some male abducted her. This date or other 
male forced Cheryl to have sex with him and two others whom he knew. Then, because they raped her and because she could identify them, they decided to kill her.


Cheryl's dress was that of someone going out to socialize. Cheryl appears to be a responsible mother, therefore, chances are she took Mandi to a friend's or a babysitter to stay while she left for the night. She definitely met three males that evening, one most likely older than the others. This older male probably forced Cheryl to check into a hotel because this appears inconsistent with her behavior and when she first checked into the hotel she only requested one room; it was the male who wanted the other room. In addition, all indications are that Cheryl did not have consensual sex with the males. If she had, she would not have been murdered.


The detectives speculated that the suspects were possibly part of a gang because they were young, they carried a gun and they committed the crimes in concert. The detectives believed that the suspects went through Cheryl's purse to steal what money she had.        

6.
Is it significant that you found Cheryl's car in Inglewood?


This may indicate that the suspects are Inglewood residents and live in the immediate area.

Suspects often discard a stolen vehicle in the area in which they reside. Finding Cheryl's car in Inglewood is significant because there 
is a good possibility that the suspects live close-by. Humans are basically lazy; they don't like to walk far--regardless of the circumstances. 
7.
The radio was tuned to a hard rock station. Is this significant?


The type of music suspects listen to is generally not important. However, if they are known to only listen to one type of music then this may help identify them.

The detectives were curious about which music station was on the radio. Music, though remote in most cases, may help identify a suspect. It is especially significant, for example, if the victim only listened to Classical music and a suspect only listened to Country Western music and 
the radio in the car was tuned in to a Country Western station.
8.
What piece of evidence, found in the car, has a link to the murder scene?


A .25 caliber bullet casing was found in the car. This same type bullet was found on the street near Cheryl's body. This, now, confirms that Cheryl was shot in the car, as well as outside the car.
9.
What can you deduce from your inspection of the car? Explain.


The detectives deduced that Cheryl was shot in the car while she sat in 
the rear passenger seat behind the driver. She was initially shot in the 
right side of her head (entry wound); the blood spatter (from the exit wound) was mainly on the passenger door next to her. This was consistent with the through-and-through wound (right to left) Cheryl sustained.  
10.
What do you do after inspecting the car?


A.
Call it a night and go home? Explain.


B.
Go to where the car was found and interview the residents in the neighborhood? Explain.


C.
Inspect the car a second time just to be thorough? Explain.


Attempt to contact witnesses living close to where the car was abandoned.

The detectives drove to the location where the Mercedes Benz was found. They knocked on doors and interviewed several residents hoping to find 
at least one resident who may have seen someone or heard something. 
11.
What time sequence have you determined from the Inglewood 
residents witnesses' statements who live on 3rd Street?



Witness Paine saw Cheryl's car parked on her street at 5:30 a.m. on April 28th. The Gambles saw three males leave Cheryl's car and enter a gray El Camino; however, they approximated the time at 2:00 a.m. on the 28th.

The detectives already established that Cheryl checked into the hotel at 3:00 a.m., left at 4:00 a.m. and was murdered about 4:20 a.m. If the murderer(s) drove directly to Inglewood they would have arrived about 
5:00 a.m. If Mr. Paine's time is correct then the suspects probably drove straight to Inglewood. The detectives believed the Gambles recall of time was inaccurate. The suspects abducted Cheryl and were with her until 4:20 the next morning. Therefore, it would seem that the suspects abandoned the Mercedes Benz after 5:00 a.m.  
12.
Who are the most important witnesses you found on 3rd Street. Why? What makes them credible?


Most of the information provided by the Gambles has been verified by other witnesses which makes their statements credible.

The detectives in this case felt the Gambles were the most important witnesses on 3rd Street because of their description of the El Camino. They are credible because they witnessed three males get out of the 
Mercedes Benz. The only problem with their statements is the inaccurate time; the detectives believed the Gambles were mistaken about the time. It wouldn't make sense that the suspects changed cars at 2:00 a.m. if what has been determined about time sequence, so far, is correct. 
13.
Who do you need to contact immediately?


A.
Rochelle Moren? Explain.


B.
A.J. Claymore? Explain.


C.
Sergeant Sandoval? Explain.


Rochelle Moren needs to be contacted quickly because she was the last 
person, other than the suspects, who probably saw Cheryl alive. Based on Wanda's statement, the detectives felt that she might provide information helpful to the investigation. In addition, the detectives, now, knew were Mandi had been; they were relieved that she wasn't a victim. 
14.
Why is Lawrence Wills important?


Lawrence's name was in Cheryl's address book so they had to know each other. What makes him important, at this point, is that he lives very close to the murder scene, an out of the way remote street. Even though Wills would not be considered a suspect based merely on where he lives, the detectives felt they needed to follow up on him. 

15.
What would you consider to be the most importance pieces of evidence found in the Mercedes Benz?  Explain.


Three pieces of evidence, though different in every respect, were significant; (1) A $250,000 Life insurance policy, (2) A suspicious hotel key and (3) The partial fingerprints and palm print.   

The $250,000 policy was valued much more than what A.J. had described. He told the detectives he had a $150,000 policy when, in fact, its limits were $250,000, double indemnity. As beneficiary, A.J. would be paid $500,000. The insurance company was very interested in the outcome of the investigation because if A.J. was involved, he could not benefit from her death. This large sum infuriated Cheryl's mother because she felt A.J. was the person who killed Cheryl.


The hotel key interested the detectives because they didn't know what to make of it since there was nothing to connect it to a specific hotel. They asked, "Was there another hotel involved in this case or did Cheryl use hotels for business purposes?"


Clearly defined fingerprints, if they belonged to the suspects, would be 
the most important evidence. Because the prints were only partial, the detectives needed to identify the suspects and get their fingerprints to make a match. If the prints had been clearly defined and full, the detectives could have had the prints scanned through a computer which would have identified the person if that person had been previously arrested or had provided their fingerprints for business purposes. The palm print, however, was of good quality but technology, thus far, has 
been unable to computerize palm prints so, therefore, the person leaving the palm print needs to be identified in order to make a match.      
16.
What is your feeling about the discrepancy regarding the life insurance policy?


The $350,000 discrepancy is no small figure and puts A.J. in the spotlight because of his sizable financial gain. However, there is still no evidence that connects A.J. to the murder.
17.
Are you satisfied with A.J.'s response regarding the above policy? 


Responses will vary.

The detectives disagreed here. One thought A.J. intentionally lied. The other detective felt that A.J's explanation of forgetting the recent increase was acceptable. Nonetheless, there wasn't anything to link A.J. to the murder of his wife. 
18.
Is Lawrence Wills a suspect? If so, what is his motive?


Responses will vary.

The detectives felt that Lawrence Wills was a possible suspect because 
he owed Cheryl a large sum of money. He also appears to be quick tempered and volatile. In addition, the detectives couldn't discount that he lived so close to the murder scene. 

19.
What link is there between Lawrence Wills and the murder suspects?


Mrs. Noud stated that Lawrence has been driving his father's grey El Camino. This statement must be verified but the El Camino may be the car that the suspects used after they dumped Cheryl's car in Inglewood. In addition, according to Mrs. Noud, Lawrence's nephew was visiting during the time Cheryl was murdered. (The detectives kept in mind Ms. Lee's statement about the older male wanting another room for his nephews.)
20.
What was Rochelle Moren's most important statement to you?


"I may know who killed her (Cheryl)."

21.
Should you wait or should you go to Rochelle Moren's house now? Explain.


Responses will vary.

Normally detectives do not want to wait for information that may help 
their homicide investigation; however, the detectives chose to wait some before they contacted Ms. Moren because they needed her to feel comfortable before she talked with them. She was extremely important 
because she would be able to help with the time sequence and, by her own 
statement, may know who killed Cheryl.       


22.
Would you consider Michael Mantel a suspect?  Explain.


Responses will vary.

The detectives did not consider Mantel a suspect, at this time, for two reasons: (1) According to Nina Brice, she believed Cheryl had a date with an employee from the cementary, but she didn't know specifically who, and (2) so far there was no link or motive for Mantel to kill Cheryl.   
23.
How did Mantel help answer questions concerning some evidence found in the car?



The $750.00 and checks found in Cheryl's car belonged to the cemetery. Cheryl was suppose to deposit the money. 
24.
What new information from Nina Brice peaked your interest?


Cheryl, according to Nina Brice, allegedly threatened to sue Lawrence Wills days before the murder. 


(A premeditated murder motivated by anger can usually be traced to an event that happened, such as an argument, within a few days preceding the murder).

25.
Are you satisfied that Cheryl was not a drug user?  Why?  Why Not?


Cheryl didn't show any physical symptoms normally found with a drug addict. However, one can't tell if someone's a casual user by looks alone.

The detectives could not say, for sure, if Cheryl was a casual drug user, but they felt confident that she was not an addict. Cheryl didn't have the typical signs of an addict: multiple tracks indicative of heroin use, or thinness, dry lips and burnt fingertips indicative of a 
cocaine addict. The autopsy would prove or disprove any speculation.   
26.
What is your feeling about Vaughn?  Explain.


Vaughn needs to be identified and possibly questioned about his 
knowledge of Cheryl's murder.

The detectives wanted to know more about Vaughn because he recounted information that had not been made public through the media. The coincidence of Deadra meeting Vaughn, who also knew Cheryl, was baffling and almost, too, coincidental.
27.
Based on your investigation so far, who would you consider as possible suspects? What are their motives? Explain.


A.J. Claymore

(1) A.J.'s motive is the money from the life insurance policy.


(2) Possible reaction to a pending divorce initiated by Cheryl.


Lawrence Wills 


(1) Lawrence's motive is relief from the money he owed Cheryl.


(2) Possible reaction to being sued.                              


Vaughn 


(1) Vaughn's motive is unknown; however, he knows too much about the  murder.
