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August 4, 2022 

 

STATEMENT CONCERNING RESOLUTION OF 

JENNA HOLM PROSECUTION 

 

 In April, 2022, the trial court judge provided guidance on the charge of 

aggravated assault against Jenna Holm. This was the remaining charge involving an 

incident that resulted in the death of Bonneville County Deputy Sheriff Wyatt Maser.  

 The judge’s decision identified a primary issue involving the “specific intent” 

required for the Defendant to be convicted the charge of aggravated assault. 

 In simple terms, if the Defendant was acting erratically due to voluntary illegal 

drug use, she could still be found guilty. However, if she was unable to appreciate her 

actions due to a mental health disorder over which she had no control, then she could 

not be held accountable for the requisite intent. I find that the judge’s decision 

accurately described the current state of the law. 

 The State has the burden to prove that this specific intent requirement was not 

negated by a mental health disorder beyond a reasonable doubt. Normally, this is a 

question for the jury, relying upon the testimony of expert witnesses. 

 I received the Jenna Holm file a few days before assuming office on July 25, 2022. 

It consisted of thousands of pages of documents and hours of video and audio evidence. 

During my review of the evidence, I reviewed the report of an expert witness hired by 

the defense concerning the Defendant’s mental health. I found this report less than 

persuasive, as it seemed biased toward the Defendant and seemed to easily find 

certainty even in light of the unknowable.  

 As late as Tuesday night, I was preparing to go to trial which was scheduled only 

two weeks after I assumed office. During my review, however, I found approximately 

200 pages of evidence related to Jenna Holm’s mental health. This reflected a consensus 

opinion of several psychiatrists and other mental health professionals who worked 

extensively with the Defendant within days of the incident for which she is charged. 

Their consistent opinions provided clear and convincing evidence that although her 

drug abuse was a contributing factor, she suffered from serious, sometimes debilitating 

mental illness. 

 I also reviewed laboratory results concerning the Defendant’s drug use on the 

night of the incident. From that evidence, I cannot conclude that Jenna Holm’s erratic 

behavior was the product of drug use alone. 



 

 

 

 Ethically, the prosecutor has a duty to present a case for trial only upon sincere 

belief that there is sufficient admissible evidence to prove each element of the crime 

beyond a reasonable doubt. I believe that the prosecutor should step in and preempt 

the jury process only in the very rare circumstance where he has concluded that no 

rational juror could conclude that the State could meet its burden. Based on the 

substantial, credible evidence that I reviewed, I have concluded that is the case in these 

particular circumstances. 

 As a result, I offered and the Defendant accepted that she plead guilty to the 

charges of Exhibition of a Deadly Weapon and Resisting and Obstructing Officers. Both 

are misdemeanors which do not require the “specific intent” described above, and I 

believe accurately describe her behavior.  

 I am convinced that the actions of Jenna Holm significantly contributed to the 

tragic circumstances involved in Deputy Wyatt Maser’s death. Her actions created a 

chaotic scene. She has not escaped consequences. Although the charges are 

misdemeanors, she has been incarcerated for about 19 months, which would be 

consistent with the normal felony sentence in this kind of case.  

 We will fight to protect our victims, law enforcement and community to the very 

furthest extent of the law. This decision is not based on compassion or any balancing 

of mercy and justice. I am not giving the Defendant the benefit of the doubt because I 

want to, it is because I have concluded that the law requires me to.  

 It would have been perhaps easier to let a jury take the blame for anyone 

disappointed with this outcome. But given these particular circumstances, my 

conscience and sense of duty to the oath I took when I was admitted to the Bar twenty 

years ago, and the oath I took as prosecuting attorney just a few days ago compel me to 

preserve the integrity of our imperfect justice system and follow the law to the best of 

my ability. 
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