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Wayne Gillespie appeals from the trial court’s judgment and sentence entered upon a
jury verdict finding him guilty of kidnapping and first-degree robbery and sentencing him as a
prior and persistent offender to two concurrent terms of thirty years’ imprisonment.

AFFIRMED.

Division One Holds: When a defendant offers testimony raising an issue directly or by
implication that creates an inference negative to the State’s case, the State is permitted to
elicit otherwise inadmissible rebuttal testimony to counteract that negative inference. When a
defendant waives his right to remain silent and chooses to give a detailed statement to police
upon interrogation, and then testifies inconsistently with part of that statement at trial, the
State is allowed to explore any omissions in that statement in light of the defendant’s trial
testimony.
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