




Lu said he also suspects "there is something deeper going on here, because the defense 

could have just conceded those charges in their opening statement if all they wanted to 

do was concede the unwinnable." 

Lu's comments were echoed by Martin G. Weinberg, a Boston defense attorney who 

said the turn of events could pave the way to Walshe taking the stand in his own defense, 

a rarity in murder trials. 

"I have no personal knowledge but I would assume, from experience, that his counsel 

believed that the charges he [pleaded] to were indefensible, that they hoped it would lead 

to a reduction of the focus on the ugly post-death offenses, and that they could 

successfully argue to the jury, probably based on their client's testimony, that what 

occurred was neither a first- or second-degree murder but instead either an accident or 

the result of reckless but not malicious misconduct," Weinberg said by email. 

Jury selection in the Walshe trial is ongoing. 

"Of course I don't know exactly what evidence the prosecution has, but it appears that the 

strongest evidence against the defendant is regarding the charges of conveying the body 

and misleading the police, but they don't appear to know the details of the actual 

murder/death," Melinda L. Thompson, a Boston defense attorney and former 

prosecutor, said in a statement. 

Now, Thompson continued, "the defense can argue that the defendant admits he 

panicked and disposed of the body and misled the police but that he did not kill her or 

did not mean to kill her. They can argue that it was self-defense or an accident in an 

attempt to avoid a mandatory life sentence and convince the jury it was second-degree 

murder or manslaughter." 

Mark J. Geragos, a defense lawyer in Los Angeles who has represented a host of 

celebrities, said he felt Walshe was trying to take the focus away from "very prejudicial 

information." 








