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B

that high confidence can be placed in the accuracy

and consistency ©f the attitude measures taken in this

evaluation. The coefficients indicate that,

if used

again, the same items would group together again, form-
ing the same factors, even with different samples of

judges, precsecutors, and defenders,

In short, the Gen-

eral Attitudinal Survey accurately measures the atti-

tudes of the target populations sampled.

TABLE V-5

RELIABILITY CF ITEMS IN EACH FACTOR IN THE GENERAL
ATTITUDINAL SURVEY ANALYSIS

Reliability Coefficients

During

Tactor Name Pretest Posttest Posttest
1. General Effects Factor

{(Items 1,3,4,10,16,2¢€a,

26b,26¢) .87 .BS .88
2. Influence Factor

(Items 7,8,9,15,18,24) .B5 .86 .88
3, Civilian Concern Factor

(Items 19,22) .79 .90 .84
4. Mutual Consent Factar }

{Items 17,25) .78 .80 .81
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Slopes Analysis: Rates of Change Over Time

Retween Occucational Groups

Question: Over time, are attitude changes, if any, occur-
ring uniformly to judges, prosecutors, and defenders?

Is any cone of the three groups changing their attitudes
toward EMC faster or slower than others? 1Is cne group
becoming more negative toward EMC while others beccme
more positive?

To determine if EMC-Inexperienced judges, prosecutors

and defenders rates {or slopes). of change on attitudinal

factors from pretést to after posttest differed from one

occupational group to the other'(between groups), slopes

of regression lines were generated from pairs of pre éndw
post measures for each group. The same was done for EMC-
Experienced judges, prosecutors and defenders.

Table V-6 summarizes the result. On three of the four
factors, significantly different rates of change were
found between the EMC-Inexperienced judges, prosecutors,
and defenders. The same was true between EMC-Experienced
groups. 1In general, it can be concluded that for both
EMC-Inexperienced occupational groups and EMC-Experienced
occupational groups, the changes in their attitude
measures are occurring at different rates. Put another
way, judges, prosecutors, and defenders changed at sig-
nificantly different rates over time (pre to post) on
their attitudes toward EMC whether or not they had direct
EMC experience.

Wwhy would both Experienced and Inexperienced occupational
groups show different rates of change? One could presume
that the indirect or vicarious effects of such a high
publicity occurrence such as the "cameras in the courts”
phenomenon might affect egually all three occupational

-142-
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= groups. Any one indivicusl in any of the groups, whether
- receiving direct EMC experience or not, was undoubtedly

aware of and affected by news about and knowledge of the

experiment. Receiving an attitude survey from the evalu-

ation team would be an example of such vicarious parti~ ~

cipation. Hence, it is not too surprising that changes ’

in attitude measures occurred in even the EMC-Inexperzenced
%

{3(

8

groups.

EMC-Inexperienced. The three EMC—Inexperienced occupa-

tional groups rates of change on Factor 1, General Effects,

were not significantly different. Whatever changes may

have oddurred on this factor did so uniformly over time

across groups. On Factor 2, Influence, however, the

three groups changed at different rates. Factor 2 is

comprised of Survey items 7, 8§, 9, 15, 18, and 24, al1

of which highlight concern that EMC possibly may have a '
") - - deleterious effect on either the decision makers in codxﬁ

proceedings or on those public figures who could gain or

lose from media exposure. To understand how the slopes

analysis works, Table V-7 below, extracted from Table

V-8, illustrates the sense of this result.

TABLE V-7

General Attitudinal Survey Factor 2 Mean Scores
EMC-Inexperienced

Factor 2 ‘ Judges - Prosecutors Defenders

Pretest Mean Score 2.91 2.99 1.82

Posttest Mean Score 3.01 3.08 1.84
=143~
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TABLE V-8

General Attitudinal Survey Factor Means Used to
Calculate Pre-Post Slopes Between
Occupations and Within Occupations

Factor EMC-Inexperienced EMC- Exgérienced
Pre {After}Post Pre {After)Pc¢
&
1 3.11 3.10 Judges 2.86 | 2.79
2.61 ’ 3.38 - Prosecutors 3.14 2.88
3.74 . 3.72 Defenders 3.92 4.00
S2nn 2.91 3,0l - Judges 2.95 3.05
2.99 3.08 Prosecutors 3.22 3,33
1.82 : 1.84 Defenders 1.74 1.87
Inw 2.41 - 2.51 . Judges 2.65 2.90
2.00 2.06 Prosecutors 2.24 2.44
2.02 2.05 Defenders 1.88 1.8t
4*n 2.12 2.49 Judges 2.38 2. 8¢
2.02 2.16 Prosecutors 2.00 2.6
1.64 1.68 Defenders 1.44 1.4
*lLower mean score indicates a more positive attitude toward EMC
**Higher mean score indicétes a more positive attitude ;owgrd-E

o

-144-
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The judges pretest mean score of 2.91 is the summed score
for all six items on this factor for all judges divided

by six and divided by the number of judges. Their pest- .
test mean score is 3.01, a gain, or change, of .10 units.
The same amount of change in the same directicn occurreg ™
for prosecutors, but not for defenders. The overtime
change from pre to post, -(the.rate of change), is signi--;
ficantly different for the defenders than for judges and -
proseéutgrs. Hence, for Facteor 2, Influence, we can say;;
confidently that the three occupational groups are chang*n
ing at signif%q}ntly different rates and that the defenders,
by not changingygﬁxe the cause of the significance.

'

On Factor 3, Civilian Concern,-the three EMC-Inexperienced
groups changed at significantly different rates also. -
Factor 3 consists of Survey items 19 and 22, indicating -,
potential EMC effects of reluctance and apprehension in‘;
- x) . witnesses and in people in general. Table V-8 shows

that the judges and prosecutors change but the defenders -
do not. The pattern continues even more graphically on
Factor 4, Mutual Consent, consisting of Survey items 17 -
and 25, the "Party Consent” questions. From the means
listed in Tabie v-8, it can be seen that all three groups
are changing at very different rates: the defenders

not at all; the judges considerably:; and the prosecutors

in between.

EMC-Experienced. The rates of change for the three EMC-
Experienced occupaticonal groups on Factors 1, 2, and 4

are significantly different.

Factor 1, General Effects, consists of Survey items 1,

3, 4, 10, 16, 26a, 26b, and 26c, all of which when taken
together describe general, or global, "good-bad® effects
attributable to EMC. Factor 1 items are also those items

=145~
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which are likely to be affected by direct EMC experi-
ence. In other words, a judge who had had EMC in his
courtroom may have first-hand khowledge that his abilirty
+o maintain order (item 10) was not diminished. His

pre to post measure on that item might reflect his exper-~
ience, a fact which might not hold time for those indi~
viduals who remaihed inexperienced. As seen in Table =
v-8, it is the EMC-Experienced prosecutors whose rate

of change (.26 units) is significantly different from _
the other two groups. The defenders' score in this case s
changed in the opposite direction, a fact which magnifies
the change rate differsences between the groups; hence, '

the passage of time resulted in different gfowth'rates
in attitude for this measure.

In Factor 2, Influence, the defenders show the greatest
change in magnitude while in Factor 4, Mutual Consent,
the prosecutors' and judges' rates of change are vastly
different from those of defenders.

Overall, the rates of change over time in attitude meas-
ures for the three occupational groups for both EMC- N
Experienced and EMC-Inexperienced show significant dif-y
ferences on the four factors. The attitude scores for
judges and prosecutors, by-and-large,'change over time.”
The EMC-Experienced judges and prosecutors, in addition,
have the largest ch;nge rates. Defenders, on the aver-
age, seem to have changed only minimally, ;f at all.

In summary, attitude changes over time are occurring,
but not uniformly between the three occupational groups.

Within Occupaticnal Groups

Question: Does experience with EMC affect the rate at
which attitude tscores change? Would Experienced judges'

-146-
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attitudes change faster in regard to EMC than Inexperi-
enced? Will Experienced prosecutors develop a negative
attitude toward EMC while Inexperienced prosecutors stay
the same? What happens within each occupational group
to the rates at which its members' attitudes change?

Te determine if rates of change (or slopes) on attitude'_i
measures from Pretest to After Posttest differed within

occupational groups between EMC-Inexperienced members
and EMC-Experienced members, slopes of regression lines
were generated from pairs of pre and post measures.

Table V-8 summarizgs,tpeiresuits and indicates that the
rate of change pre to pu¢st for EMC-Inexperienced vs.

EMC-Experienced memhers'w%?;po;.éignificantly different
for any of the three occupaticnal groups on any of the

four factors. For illustration purposes, Table V-10

_TABLE V-9

Results of Pre~Post Slopés Analysis on Factors
Within Occupational Groups

Factor EMC-1Inexperienced and EMC-Experienced )
Judges Prosecutors Defenders -
. 1 Not Significant | Not Significant | Not Significant
2 Not Significant Not Significant | Not Significamt
3 _ Nok Sigraficant Not Significant Not Significant
4 Not Significamt Not Significant Not Significant

=147~

439




Case3:09-cv-02292-VRW Document335-5 Filed12/31/09 Pagel3 of 207

TABLE V-10

General Attitude Survey Factor 4 Mean Scores

EMC Inexperienced EC Experienced
" Factor Four Judaoes Judaes
Pretest Mean
Score 2.12 2.38
Posttest Mean '
Score 2.49 2.86

For illustration purpeoses, Table V=10 above depicts the
mean. scores (from Table V-8) for judges on Factor 4. .#
As indicated, the amount of change made by the EMC- ¥
Inexperienced judges pre to post (2.12 to 2.49) is
roughly paralleled by the amount of change made by the
EMC-Experienced judges pre to post (2.38 to 2.B6€).
Thus, the EMC-Inexperienced judges changed their atti-.
tude at the same rate as did EMC-Experienced judges:-
the rate of change is similar and not significantly
different.

In similar fashion, no significant rates of changesi;re
found for any factor within any of the occupational
grcups} Direct experienced with EMC was not a factor
which affected the rates at which the groups changed
their attitudes toward EMC.

As stated at the beginning of this section, it is not
surprising that parallel changes were ﬁade by members
of one occupational group with or without EMC experi-
ence. The vicarious experience that was available to
these individuvals appears to have transcended actual

-148-
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—) and direct EMC experience. The general effects of the
Statewide experiment in EMC evidently were received
in the same manner by members of an occupzational group.:
As will be seen below, the magnitude 6f the changes in
dttitude varied, even thoﬁgh the rates of change were

o
>

similar.

Correlated t-Tests on Factor Means

Within Occupational Groups

Question: How large were the changes in attitude as
measured by the factors made by -aembers of each occu-
pational subgroup? Were the changcs, pre to post with-
in groups, large enough to be considered significant?
Did any groups not change at all? Whick groups showed -
the largest amounts of significant changes in their
attitudes toward EMC? ' ' _

j) Table V-11 summarizes the results of the correlated t- -
tests on factor means for each of the seven groups on
- which pre to post pairs of measures were'available. ' {

Defenders. On none of the four factors for either group
of defenders were the mean difference Pre to post scores
significant. 1In other words, the defenders' attitude
factor scores were very similar in June, 1980 and July,
1s8l.

wt

Prosecutors. EMC-Inexperienced prosecutors mean scores
changed pre to post on Factor 1 significantly. Llocated
in Table V-8, the mean score is seen to drop from 3.61
to 3.38, a lowering of their concern for possible gen-
eral negative effects of EMC. Their change is in the
positive direction, though still on the negative‘side
of the attitude midpoint. Thus, the EMC-Inexperienced

=149~
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presecutors are significantly lesslnegative, though

not positive, about the possible adverse general effects
of EMC. The survey items in Factor l relate to decorum,
citizen apprehension, guality of advocacy, judge ability
to maintain order, juror distraction, and type of pro-
ceeding in which EMC should be permitted.

The EMC-Inexperienced prosecutors came to believe that 3
¥

on this "good-bad" general factor there was less cause
for concern after one year of the experiment.

EMC-Experienced pfosecutors also changed significantly

on only cone factor--Factor 4, Mutual Cousent. From
Table V-8 their mean score is seen to move significantly
from 2.0 to 2.6%, pre to post. This factor consists of
survey items 17 and 25 which polled the respondents on

their attitude about party consent. The EMC-Experienced -

prosecutors, while still on the negative side, of the
attitude midpeint, shifted dramatically on this issue.

Judges. EMC-Inexperienced judges showed significant
mean score change on Factor 2, Influence, and Factor 4,
Mutual Consent. Mean scores (Table V-8) on Factor 2
changed from 2.91 to 3.0l and 2.12 to 2.49 on Factor 4.
The EMC-Inexperienced judges moved exactly to the mid-
peint on the agree-disagfee attitude scale on Factor 2.
On Factor 4 they still are on the negative side of the
attitude midpoint although their movement is significant
and toward the positive,

The After Posttest EMC-Experienced judges (those meas-
ured in July, 198l1) showed significant mean score change
on Factor 4, Mutual Consent, from 2.38 pre to 2.86 post.
The movement is large, toward the poéitive side of the
scale, but remains on the negative side of the attitude

midpoint.

-151-
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The During Posttest EMC-Experienced judges (those meazs-
ured right after an EMC event in the courtroom during
the experimental data collecticon year) are the cne group
showing the most numerous and the largest pre-to-post.
changes on the Factors. Factors 2, 3, and 4 all exhibit
significant change scores. Table V-12 shows the pre- .
post mean scores for this group of judges.

TABLE V-12

Pretest to During Posttest Means for Judges
on Factors on General Attitudinal Survey

: During';

Pretest Posttest’

Factor Mean Score : Mean Score
ir 2.82 2.61
2% 3.08 3.33

Ak* 2.37 2.94 =

Feg ' . 2-48 : 3-26..-;:‘..

*lower mean score indicates a more positive attitude
toward EMC. ‘

**Higher mean score indicates a more positive attitude
toward EMC.

For this group of EMC-Experienced judges; all their -
mean scores show change toward a more positive atti-
tude about EMC. On Factor 4, Mutval Consent, the mean

scores change Pretest to During Posttest from 2.48 to

-152-
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3.26, from well below to well past the midpoint on the
agree-disagree attitude scale. Though not a resounding
endorsement of the no party ceonsent rule, these judges

do, on the average, faveor it, and their score represents
them as the only group whose overall attitude is positive’
toward the no party consent rule.

On Factor 3, Civilian Concern, these interim-measured “%
judges show a significant mean score change. Factor 3 E
refers to reluctance and apprehension in witnesses and
other civilian participants; i.e., the judges feel that
there is now less cause for concern about these elements.
On Factor 2, Influence, these judges, whose scores on
the Pretest already were at the midpoint on the agree-
disagree attitude scale moved further toward positive
(3.08 to 3.28), indicating a further relaxation of con-
':) cern about the potential negative effects represented by °
the elements in this factor. '
Even though not significant at the .05 level, the change
score on Factor 1 continued the above positive trend
= and changed a sizeable amount, from 2.82 to 2.61 (transe
posed for direction correction to achieve consistency
with the other factors, the means moved from 3.18 to 3.39).
This score (3.39) for this group of judges (during Post-:
test) represents the most positive attitude of any
group on any factor on the Survey.

Cverall Attitude Characteristics

The bar graphs, in Figures V-13A-D provide visual illustration
of the attitudes in general and of the attitude differences
between and among the groups measured by the Survey.

The bar graphs show the practical significance of the

-153-
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survey results, It is best for a reoder to axamine <he
graphs as a group of four in relation to one another,
using Table Vv-14, which shows the means for each item,

£

as an aid. Factor 1 scores were transposed directionally.

The four most outstanding characteristics shown by the
graphs are: 1) the predominantly negative to only mildly
neutral tone in attitudes toward EMC across all gioups:

2} the clear trend in post-testing toward a more posi-
tive attitude except for defenders; 3) the overwhelming "
and persistent negative attitude on all factors by the §
defender groups, and 4) the posttest factor scores of

experienced judges and prosecutors.

Negative Attitude Toward EMC. Although some of the
‘analysis results showed significant changes in a posi-
-tive direction on the attitude s#ale in'severﬁl-gréups -
on several factors, the general or overall attitude of

respondents can only be characterized as negative. On
Factor 1, only, for judges and prosecutors and Factor 2
for judges can cne conclude even a neutral or mildly
positive attitude toward EMC. There is not a widespreaq’
or strongly positive attitude among the three professioﬁ%l
groups toward EMC. '

Posttest Trend. On every factor, all é:oups except defense
attorneys showed posttest movement toward a less negative
attitude. The trend seems to indicate an openness in _
examining the results of the current experiement, in terms
of personal experience and perceived qffeéts. For
judges, their posttest trend toward the positive may

be the manifestation of an attempt to bring their own
attitudes in line with the U.S. Supreme Court decision

on Chandler, which allows states to permit EMC over the
objections of defendants. Each of the three judge groups
made significant changes on Factor 4, which is the party
consent issue. While judges (and perhaps prosecutors as
well) may feel some inclination to align themselves with

. -158-
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a newly promulgated legal guideline, defenders, in con-

trast, apparently feel no such cbligation.

Defender Attitude. In interpreting the strong anti-EMC
attitude possessed by defense attorneys, the evaluators

were reminded of many perscnal interviews held with
defense attorneys during the course of data ceollection.
Many attorneys held that EMC on principle was wrong,
and that they would never change their minds. The survey
results seem td correspond with these interview com-
ments. No change in scores of any.conseguence occurs

for defenders during the 13 months between testing.
Attitudes which are based on perceived principle are
much less susceptible to change by either additional
information or personal experience. What is perceived

as morally or politically wrong becomes a tenacious

perception.

Other actors, judges notably, may have attitudes toward
EMC which are based less on moral premises and mcre on
rational examination of the issues involved. Such an

attitude dynamic is more maleable and much more vulner-~

able to revision.

. Experienced judges and prosecutors. For judges and pro-
secutors, experience-appears to alter attitude. Of par-
ticular interest is the judge group whose posttest. was
taken during the year, scon after an EMC event in their.
courtrocm. These judges show the most positive, or
least negative, attitude toward EMC.

From on~site observation, the evaluation team found,
generally, that actual EMC events were not negative

-l6l-
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experiences for participants and when interviewed, most
judges concurred. As 2 result, when a particular judcge
completed an attitudinal sﬁrvey soon after an EMC event
in his courtroom, very likely he could have responded
¢rom the framework of a relatively positive recent exper-
-ience. Hence, these "during posttest”™ judge attitudes™
may reflect their views of the specific event just con-
cluded. The other two judge groups responded to the
Survey from a more abstract or distant perspective; i.e.,
EMC in general, a perspective of overall attitude and
overall experience with the media, and not from the pef-
spective of a recently completed event.

Attitudes toward EMC are long held andqprobably rather
firmly held. - There may be an immédiaterimpact on a
judge from an EMC event which could alter temporarily
the attitude only to have it revert back toward the
older (more negative) attitude after the passage of
time. The "After Posttest™ scores therefore may be
somewhat lower than the During posttest scores because
of this "regression toward the mean” phenomenon. -

i

Discriminant Function Analysis

Question: How cchesive are the patterns of attitude
response within occupational groups? Can occupaticn

- of respondent be predicted from response patterns on
the survey? 1Is there any relationship between group
cohesiveness and attitudes toward EMC?

The discriminant analysis procedure when applied to the
685 valid General Attitudinal Survey pretests and the
432 valid Survey posttest resulted in 53% and 55% of-
the grouped cases correctly classified. Table V-15
illustrates how the‘discriminant function analysis
supports the other findings in this evaluation.

-162-
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TABLE V-15

CLASSIFICATION RESULTS
DISCRIMINANT FUNCTION -ON PRETEST FACTORS BY OCCUPATION

‘Actual Group No. of -Predicted Group membership .
Cases :
: 1 2 3 :
144 102 106
Judge 1 o352 - 29%- 308
o 46 T 94 28
Prosecutor 2 lé68 27% 56% 17%
28 ) 128 «
befender 3 165 17% 5% - 78% : ¥

Percent of grouped cases correctly classified: 53%

CLASSIFICATION RESULTS
DISCRIMINANT FUNCTION ON POSTTEST FACTCRS BY OCCUPATION

No. of Predicted Group Membership
Actual Group Cases 1 _ 2 3

88 84 47

Judge 1 219 40% iss 22%
| ' 31 64 14
Prosecutor 2 . 109 28% 59% 13%
_ 12 : 8 B4

Defender - 104 ‘118 8% Bl

Percent of grouped cases correctly classified: 55%
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Judges and prosecutors, on the average, in the posttest
classification become more similar to one another. 1In
the pretest classification results, 70% of the judges
were predicted inte either the judge or prosecutor
gfoups. On the posttest, 78% of the judges were pre-
dicted into either the judge or prosecutor group. 1In
the pretest, B3% of the prosecuters were predicted into 4
either the prosecutor or judge groups while in the post-
test B7% of the prosecutors were predicted into either ;
prosecutor or judge groups. Attitude differences between 
judges and prosecutors faded cver the course of the

year. Fewer judgeé and prosecutors on the posttest

were predicted into the defender group than on ﬁhe‘
pretest. Put another way, the attitudes toward EMC

of both judges and prosecutors on the posttest measures
became less like the attitudes of defenders. r

The defenders were the easiest group to classify cor-
rectly. On the pretest, 78% of the defenders were classi-
fied as defenders and con the posttest the percentage

rose to 8l%. Defenders were least likely to be predicted;
in the prosecutor categeory. This means that the response
pattern of the defender group is very homogeneous and
predictable. On the posttest, 81l% of the time the
defender's occupation can be-prédicted correctly on the
basis of their responses on the Survey. 1In a graphic
way, the defenders became, one year later, an even more
cohesive group. One might say they became more predicta-
bly "defenders”, showing a mére unified force in the
display of their attitudes toward EMC.

There was on the pretest and remained on the posttest
nore diversity in the prosecutor group than the defender
group. Prosecutors are least likely to be classified

as defenders (13% on the posttest) and most likely to
be classified as prosecutors (59% on the posttest).

=164~
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The judges are the most diverse and lezst cohesive

group. ©On the posttest, 22% of the judges' response
patterns result in their being classified as defenders

and 3B% of them are classified as prosecuters. On both:
the pre and posttest, only about 40% of the judges are
classified correctly as judges. Because of the diversitﬁ*
of their opinions, it is very difficult to predict cor- &
rectly the occupation ofljudges on the basis of their W
responses to the survey. Due to the diversity of atti- &
tude in the judge and prosecutor groups, the percentage”?
of grouped cases correctly classzf:ed remains at 55%. ’
This is relatively low although it lndlcates predicta-

bility above that oi,pure chance.

The classification results also indicate that the prose
cutors and judges "are groups which are shifting their
attitﬁdes toward EMC while defenders appear not to be
changing. These findings are entirely consistent with
other earlier findings on rates and amounts of attitude

change.

One might extrapolate from the most recent discriminant {
function Posttest-Classification a description of the
political forces operat;ng in California among these
three cccupational groups in regard to EMC. - Defense
attorneys seem adamant in their opposition to EMC and
present a unified front with few dissenters. Prosecutors
are less cchesive as a group than defenders and more
likely to.line up with non-defender-like judges. Judges
are the. least unified group, the most diverse of the
three groups, as of July 198l1. About four-fifths of

the judges are similar to non-defender-like prosecutors.
The non-defender-like judges and prosecutors may repre-

sent the pro-EMC forces.

e
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1f one assumes (as the earlier data analysis show) that
the defenders are, as a group, the most opposed Or nega-
tive toward EMC, there still remains a sizeable group

of prosecutors (13%) and a larger group of judges (22%) -
who stand with the defenders in their opposition to

EMC.

Freqﬁency Distributions

i

Question: What frequency of distribution patterns in
general occur pre post among the total judge, prosecutor
and defender groups on each item in the survey? What

do particular patterns among the groups' freguency dis-
sributions illustrate about their overall attitudes
toward EMC and the no party consent rule?

Among all three occupational groups sampled by the survey,
there is considerable and persistent opposition to the
ruling which removed party consent as a condition for
EMC. Judges and prosecutors over the course of one year's
time during the experiment did modify their views and

object somewhat less to the ruling by July, 1981. Deferders
mada no such change..

Table V-16 shows the fregquency distribution of responses
for all judges, prosecutors and defenders pre and post

on item 25, Noncriminal Consent. Judges mean scores
change from 2.31 prc-td'2:71 post; prosecutors from 2.12
to 2.50 and defenders from 1.85 to 1.87. By July, 1881,
554 of the judges, 57V of the prosecutors and 824 of the
defenders either Agree or Strongly Agree with the item
(requiring consent). At the'séme point in time 37% of

the judges, 18% of the prosecutors and 7% of the defenders
either Disagree or Strongly Disagree with the item (no
consent needed). Consistent with the general findings

in the analysis of the Survey results, the defense attorneys
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458




-167-

[
. : . . e
(e-1 |, . ﬁmm.d 1 05°7 N.H .‘NH., . 1L°¢ 1€°¢ u W
. ' t : N T - B .
. 'y sase)
601 1Ll 111 SLY LT A4 Lt JO I3qUNN
N~
Q1 H JUOVSIA
“— 1T £ £T s 3
5 5 § t z 9 L T v s XTONOMLS
A
™ i
o |
s z 4 L 4 A €1 bY 134 43 1L at 69 ¥ JIUOYSIQ
2~ )
S 1 ZT et || vz Lz 14 0¢ 8 81 L 9z £ NOINIJO
™ ON
N
—
g . .
=L T Sp Be ss || or Sy 9r os (| ov 16 6y 131 z IOV
0.
S 11 Sk of 2 Ve LY 67 62 os || st ve 44 S 1 FAYOV
9 XTONOULS
N
C
) . ) :
= % LE S F v - ADd ' ADd4 ' 204 . A04 12qe]
o : KLiobajze)
o
a) — _ - —_ —_ —_—
5 1sod aud LS0d qud 1s0d Tud
W SY3ANZ I3 TV SHOLNDAS0Ud ‘TIV sasand Tiv
1 ]
%_f «"S2T31ed JO JUISUOD SPIBU
o sbutpsaooid teutwyiduou jo Hud,
3 ST WALI A2€¥NS J0 NOILNAIYMISIA AONInDAMJ
w_ 3TN LNASNOD ON OL NOILIS0ddO
D 9T-A FTAVL |
ol ;
@)

™

459




Case3:09-cv-02292-VRW Document335-5 Filed12/31/09 Page33 of 207
are in solid and unchanging opposition to removing the
consent rule on noncriminal EMC proceedings. As well,

neither the judge nor prosecutor group, on the average,

are in favor of removing the consent rule.

Table V-17 shows the frequency distribution of responses
for all judges, prosecutors and defenders pfe and post

on Item 17, Criminal Consent. Oppesition to no party
consent in criminal proceedings for the three groups,
judges, prosecutors, and defenders, on pretest (combin- %
ing Agree and Strongly Agree) starts out at B80%, 79%,

and 91% respectively for the three groups. A small min-
ority of 16%, 18%, and 7% (combining Disagree and Strongly
Disagree) respectively favors no party consent. Almost
none of the respondents in any group has No Opinion.

One year later judges opposition to the no party consent
rate changed considerably. Their percentage of Agree
plus Strongly Agree responses favoring party consent
being requlred dropped to 61%, w;th a correspcnd;ng in-
crease from 16% to 35V in those who favor no party con-
sent. Prosecutors made smaller changes though in the
same direction. Defenders made no change at all.

As of July, 1881, judges, prosecutors. and defense attc:-
neys in California as groups oppose the nc party consent
required rule for EMC of c¢riminal proceedings by the
large percentages of €1%, 79%%, and 90%. The graphs
shown in ?igure v-18 illustrate the magnitude of opposi-
tion to the no party consent rule and the spread of
levels of opposition between the respondent groups.

Frequency distributions. for survey Items 26a, b, and ¢
are located in Table V-1 in the Results Overview (page

of this section of the report. The tables for the re-
maining items in the survey are located in Appendix I.
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LEVEL OF OPPOSITION PRE AXD POST
TO REMOVAL OF THE PARTY CONSENT RULE
JUDGES, PROSECUTORS AND DEFINDIRS

Consent of Parties Needed For

_EMC of Nencriminal Proceedings

S

oW W

SeT
o1 =T T RIS petenders
Percent 60.- _‘<=4¢uu“:::::::\7-Prosecutors
Ag:ie - 30 t‘————;— Judges
ek A
Strongly 30
Agree 20
104
1 |
0 T 1
Pre Post
June 'B80 July '8l
Consent of Parties Needed For
EMC of Criminal Proceedings
gg-]- e e e e e —— . .
80 A ___———— Defenders
70k T S N Prosecutors
Percent :
60
Agree 50 {L-——*—"' Juéges
or 40
Strongly
Agree 32
2 e
10T
0 ! ]
Pre Post
June '83 July '81
=170~

462




Case3:09-cv-02292-VRW Document335-5 Filed12/31/09 Page36 of 207

2 .
Finally, the freovency distribution tables of remaining
items in Appendixl and table of means in Appendix J.
show the continued general trend of transference of
responsibility (items 4, 7, 8, 10, 13, 14, 15, 18, 24, _
and 27}). Transference of résponsibility if a phenomenon ;

which permits respondents to agree with statements that _;
suggest possible negative effects of EMC on the behaviqrs;
or the required roles of members of one or both of the X
other two groups; but not with statements that suggest j
their own professional group will be somehow negatively
impacted by EMC. The phenomenon can best be seen on
Item 18 (refer to Table V-14, in this section) which
suggests that prosecutors will "play up to the camera.”
On the pretest and the posttest defenders strongly
agree with this statement. Prosecutors strongly disa-
gree. EMC experience and the passage of'time does
;) little for these groups to modify this human tendency

to see the problem as centered in the other party, :

not oneself. .

5. Discussion and Summary

The attitude measures are iﬁpértﬁht Since decisions and
actions are, at times, determined by attitudes. If
attitude changes follow. from experience, as theory sug-.
gests, then the trehal found in the present evaluation
paint a relatively bright picture for eventual acceptance
of EMC by judges and attorneys, despite the current

level of mixed findings. The evaluation evidence strongly
suggests that specific EMC experience altered attitudes ’ 
toward EMC in judges and prosecutors. Even many of those
who did not have direct EMC experience evidenced changes.
For those subgroups within these two groups and for defense
attorneys who oppose EMC on principle, experience may not
so easily modify their attitudes.
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To sum up briefly, the data analysis first yieldes
F..0+ voliahle factcrs which summarize the responderts:
"general attitudes: General Effects; Decigion Influence;

Civilian Concern; and Mutual Consent.

When each factor was tested for change over time, the
three occupational groups (judges, prosecutors, and =

attorneys) showed significantly different rates of

change on most factors. Experience with EMC did not
prove to be an element affecting rates of change; occu-
pation was the element. Within ocecupational groups, =
each occupatiénal group showedbsimilar change rates ﬁ

over time on the factors irrespective of EMC experience.

Magnitude of change over time on the factors {(within
occupational groups divided into Experience ind Inex-
perience subgroups) proved significant on a selective ..
basis. o

e Neither Experienced nor Inexperienced defenders

.

changed on any factor attitude scores pre to post.

e Inexperienced prosecutors became less concerned
about the potential negative EMC general effects.

;O

e Experienced prosecutors became less concerned about
the potential negative effects of removing the
~party consent rule. :

e Inexperienced judges a) became less concerned about
potential negative EMC influence on decisions;:- and,
») became less concerned about the potential nega-
tive effects of removing the party consent rule.

e Experienced judges during (posttested during the
year right after an event) a)became less concerned
about potential negative EMC influence on decisions;:
b) became less concerned about the potential nega-
tive EMC effects on civilian participants; and, )
became less concerned about the potential negative
effects of removing the party consent rule.

=172~
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® Experienced judges after (posttested in July,
1981) became less .concerned about the potential
negative effects of removing the party consent
rule.

Except for defenders, all other experienced groups
became significantly less concerned about the negative
effects of removing the party consent rule. However, w
only the Experienced judges, posttested during the year, ~
ended up on the positive sideLof,midpoint on the scale "
measuring this factor. Thus, while the no party consent B
issve stirred the greatest amount of attitude change

among experienced'judges and prosecutors, their current

attitude can best be described as neutral.

In the discriminant function analysié, the defender group
proved to be the most cohesive and predictable of the ’
three groups, feollowed by prosecutcrs, with judges least *

cohesive. The history of controversy surrounding EMC in ™
California seemed validated by these results. J

Unanswered, and unknown at this point is why do judges,
prosecutors, and defenders have such negative overall
atti*udes toward EMC? 1In direct contrast to the observed
evs .s and to most of the interview data, the global
nege-. ive to neutral attitudes toward EMC cof the three
profersional groups is puzz2ling. However, we do know,

now, that the attitudes, as measured, are complex and

multi-faceted. There is not a single, overall attitude;
rather there are attitudes toward EMC. The factors
uncovered in the analysis are constructs which seemed
to identify the major sources of vitality for these
differences in attitude.
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Juror Attitudinal Questionnaires

1. Results Dverview

Just as there is no one overall measure of the attltudes:
of judges, prcsecutors and defenders toward EMC, there
is no parallel global indicator of juror attitudes.
Contrary to the negative aggregate range of attitudes
for the professional groups in court proceedings,

g
-

" however, the juror group's aggregate range of attitudes

varies from neutral to positive.

To support this Attitudinal Questionnaire finding, -
Table V-19 below summarizes the general opinion jurors
have toward EMC as gathered using interviews. .

Table V=19 . E

General Opinion About EMC
" Expressed by Jurors in Interviews -

Abs.
Opinion Category : Freg. Pct. Lo
‘Very Unfavorable 7 13%
Unfavorable 1l 2%
Neutral 13 23y
Favorable 18 328
| very Favorable 17 | 308

EHC-Experiehced jurors show an overall favorable .. ..
percentage of 62%. Strong objection to EMC is not com-
ing from this citizen group. The second major trend
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fo0. 3¢ in the study of juror attitudes towaré EMC 135 tha-
th: EMC-Experienced Jurors basically see themselves, ses
ot} ers in and out of the system, and see the judicial sys-
te: itself as able to withstand whatever potential nega-~ -
ti 2 effects the intrusion of EMC may bring. These two
ov. -all results provide a background against which the .
mo @ detailed analyses of the juror attitude questicnnaire
is positioned.
: 4
2. Survey Administration, Sample Size and Sample Charac-;
teristics

A . otal of 1,340 prospectivé jurbrs were sampled for their
pe ception of and attitudes toward conventional and ex-
tended media coverage of proceedings in California state
ceirts. Table V-20 shows the éeographical and chronologi
icl breakdown of the jury pool sample. All 1,340 indiﬁi-
du -1s had been called for jury service and were gatheredé
in juror pools when surveyed. The Questionnaire was admf%-
is-.ered to groups of prospective jurors as they received%.
thoir orientation from the jury Sommissionér. Either a
me:zber of the evaluation team or a member of the jury
ccnmissioner's staff administered the Questionnaire.

T} roughout the balance of this section, this sample of
jrrors will be referred to as the Inexperienced group,

me ~ning that they did not have EMC experience.

Er

Ir addition to the Inexperienced group, a small sample of
Exserienced jurors was measured for their attitudes
tcward conventional and extended media ccverage.' In
tchal,734 jurors who served at conventional high publi-
ci.y trials and 79 jurcrs who served at EMC high publi-
ciiy trials responded to the Questionnaire. Experience
me :ns that these jurors had actual trial experience with
either conventional or extended media coverage. The

t¢ .al number of Experienced and Inexperienced jurors

s¢ .pled was 1,453,
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"TABLE V20

Statewide Jury Pool Sample Sizes

Los . San
Fresno Angeles SacTamento Dieao Total
Baseline 0 171 223 1] 394
Experimental 87 443 S 218 201 946
Total a 87 614 438 201 1,340

Thiélevaluation_focused primarily on possible effects
of extended media coverage Qnrﬁhe conduct of trials and
on the behaviors of trial participants, To establish an
existing frame of reference for understanding issues
relating to EMC, it was deemed usefﬁl to sample the
public's perception (through prospective jurors) of the
impact of conventional media coverage (i.e., reporters
and sketch artists) on courtroom atmosphere and trial
conduct. This step was accomplished prior to the begin-
ning of the experimental year by designing and adminis-
tering a Juror Attitudinal Questicnnaire comprised of
14 items which sought to tap the perceived impact of the
conventional media on the courts. (See Section 11 Research
Design.) This questxunna;re was adm;n;stered to a sample
of 394 prospective jurors in Sacramento and Los Agneles.
Prospective jurors were defzned as those who had been
called for service but who as yet had not been assigned
to a trial. They may or may not have had pribr jury duty.

Because the items on the Questionnaire for conventional
coverage attitudes differed from those on the Questionnaire
for EMC attitudes, subsequent comparisons of the latter
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with the former instruirment is not possible, other thean
from a heuristic perspective. Nevertheless, as empha-
sized above, responses to the Questionnaire measuring
perceived attitudes toward cenventional media coverage
provide a useful descriptive frame of reference for
asgessing juror peréeptions of the additienal impact,
if any, of EMC.
During the experimental year between July 1, 1980 and #
June 30, 1981, a second, larger group of prospective T
jurors was sampled for their perceived attitudes toward
the impact of extended media coverage. The Juror Attitu-
dinal Questionnaire used in this assessment also was
comprised of 14 items. The items were identical to the
ones used in the earlier instrument. EMC phrasing was
substituted for conventional media phrasing. Thus, it
was expected that roughly the same kinds of attitudes woulad
be measured. Sampling from jury pools in Sacramento, -
San Diego and Los Angeles, the evaluators measured 946
prospective jurors. 1In addition, this EMC Questionnaire
was collected from 79 EMC-Experienced jurors, those who
had served on high publicity EMC trials during the year.
Fd
The characteristics of the Inexpereienced jurcrs are
summarized in Table V-21. Two thirds of the 1,340 had
not served before on a jury. -Of those who had prior
experience, only 5% could remember any media attention
paid to the trial(s) on which they served as jurors. As
a result of this fact, it is reasonable to conclude that
at the time of survey administration this sample of
prospective jurors was almost totally unfam}iia: with
media coverage of any kind associated with:the courts
other than experience gained in normal 1ifé activity as
‘a citizen of the community.
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TABLE V=21

CHARACTERISTICS OF JURY POOL SAMPLE
INEXPERIENCED JURORS
( N = lr340 )
PRIOR JURY DUTY EDUCATION
YES  34% ELEMENTARY SCHOOL 2%
NO -  66% HIGH SCHOOL . 40%d
‘ ATTENDED COLLEGE 50%
AMOUNT OF MEDIA GRADUATE DEGREE 9%
COVERAGE FOR THOSE
WITH PRIOR JURY DUTY
DON'T KNOW 49%
NONE |  45% -
SOME 4% - OCCUPATION 4
EXTENSIVE 1% PROFESSIONAL/ #
x . - ..% - % -MANAGERIAL 32%
BUSINESS/SALES 5
SEX ﬂ SERVICE 148
MALE 46% " TECHNICAL 9%
FEMALE . 54% TRADE/AGRICULTURE 8%
CLERICAL - 12%
AGE HOUSEWIFE/STUDENT
RETIRED/UNEMPLOYED 22%
UNDER 25 10%
UNSKILLED - 3
25 - 34 24% .
35 - 44 21%
45 - 54 21%
55+ 25%
-179-
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Fifty-four percent of the sample was female; 46% was
male. About 25% of the sample was between the ages of 2=
and 34. Another 25% was 55 or older. Ten percent was
under age 25 and the remaining two-fifths of the sample'f
evenly divided between the 35-44 age group and the 45-54~
age group. “

- fah

The prospective juror sample seemed well educated. Nine *
percent held Masters degrees or some other graduate degrge.
One-half of the sample had attended college. Forty-two
percent had terminated their education at or below high
school.

One-third of the prospective juror sample 1dent1f1ed their
occupatlon as managerial or professional. Those in busi=
ness sales or service totalled 14%. Technical occupations,
skilled trade, and agriculture accounted for 17%. Cleri-
cal.occupations were represented by 12% of the sample.

Only 3% were unskilled. The remaining 22% were housewives,
students, unemployed or retired.

3. Analysié Procedures

Factor Analysis

The 14 items'comprising the Juror Attitudinal Questionnaire
were subjected to factor analysis using a varimax rota-
tion. The same procedures were applied to these Question-
naires as were applied to the General Attitudinal Surveys
for judges, prosecutors, and defenders. A;titude scores
for each factor were arrived at by summing each respond-
ent’'s answers to the items contained in the factor and

by dividing by the number of items. Thus, each respondent
had one measure for each of the factors derived instead

of 14 measures (one from each item).
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t

t-Tests on Factor Mears

t was determined that the EMC-Inexperienced Juror gIoup
measures on factors would be compared to those of the ENMC-
Experienced Juror group measures, since it appearéd on
examination of the early printouts on frequency distri- -.
bution that the two groups were responding differently._i
These calculations yielded information about whether or
not the magnitude of change in mean scores on the factor;

was significant.

Freguency Distribution Analyses: Conventional Media
Coverage Questionnaire

The frequéncy'diStributions‘of all 14 Questionnaire items
were examined for trends and differences showing betweeﬁ-
the EMC-Inexperieénced Jureors and the EMC-Experienced by
Jurers. These descriptive analyses would show potentialj
differences in response approaches between these two g
groups. SR ' i

Cross-Tabulations: EMC Questionnaire

Cross-tabulations were computed between certain Qﬁesticn-
naire items and demographic variables. Sex, education,
and age were examined in contrast to EMC-Inexperienced
jurors' responses to certain items on the Questionnaire.

Chi-square

Chi-square tests were applied to determine the signifi-
cance of frequency distribution deviations on all
Questionnaire items grouped by factors for the EMC-
Inexperienced Jurors in contrast to the EMC-Experienced

Jurors.
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4., Analysis Results

Factor Analvsis

Question: What patterns of intercorrelations are _there
between the items on the Questionnaire such that the
minimum number of factors will emerge? which items locad
onto the factors and what is the reliability of the items
on the factors?

Five factors emerged from the factor analysis of the Juror,
Attitudinal Questionnaire. The factors are identified -
in Table V-22 aloﬁg with the 14 items from the guestion-
naire which comprise, or "lcad onto", the factors.

Factor 1, which consists of two items (items 4 and 35),

is characterized by statements suggestive of a positive
motivating effect on jurcers and witnesses. It is labeled.
Positive Task-Motivatidn. Factor 2 consists of two items,
(items 10 and 13) referring to EMC effects on judge and
and juror ability to perform within their prescribed roles,
and is thus labeled Role Performance. Factor 3 consists
of three items (items 6, 7, and 11) which allude to ways
in which EMC might exert a coercive or restrictive influ-
ence, especially on decisions and is thus labeled Decision

influence. Factor 4, which consists of two items (items

9 and 12) suggests EMC may have a general effect on
jurors in preducing an uneasiness or discomfort in pro-
jected or actual service., It is labeled General Juror
Attitude. Factor 5 consists of the remaining five items
(items 1, 8, 2, 3, and 14). Each of these items refers
to one of a combination of affects, such as distraction, -
disturbance, wariness, uneasiness, ©or tempering behavior.
It is labeled Distraction and Inhibition.
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The results and xecﬁmmﬁndationn in this evaluation are relases

to and predicated on the rules of the experimént. The evaluaz:on
findings and conclusions only apply in the context of the rules;

any weakening of these rules would tend to invalidate the appli=

cability of the research results. The generally high marks for:.
the exﬁériment thus far should not be taken as license to grant=
carte blanche access by extended media or to ignore the guide=

b

lines in the rules.

H

‘California's experiment thus far with cameras in‘the courts %
has not been tainted by an Estes or a2 Hauptman. The safeguards
against turning the judicial arena into a.circus arena are

working. Indeed, no "circus-like" atmosphere, to send a clear
signal khat justice is threatened, may occur under present
controls. The threat to a fair trial in the present era of
cameras in the courts is a more subtle one. It would take a mixing
of subtle elements to create real problems, and the wrong com=_
bination of elements could result in injustiée. For example, cameras
in the courts in the context of an overly aggresive media, a =
susceptible judge, a vulnerable witness, and.a volatile com-
munity issue could do irreparable harm to .justice in the case.

®

The structure of Clifornia'sorules on extended media coverage s
place the judge in a pivotal position. It is up to the p
judge to recognize when the wrong combination of elements is
present and to take steps to diffuse the danger. Because the .
judge's role is so central, it should be protected from com-.
promise. The media should not assume an absolute right to
access with their cameras and microphones. The burden to
obtain consent should remain with the media; no burden should be
placed on the judge to justify to the satisfaction of the

media that denial of access is appropriate.
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function of jurors and demonstrate that past experience ap-<
present safeguards minimize the likelihood of EMC-relate:
problems. This EMC-orientation could be accomplished in a
neutral fashion without advocating and promoting EMC as
inherentigﬁgood or bad. The EMC phenomenon when it occurs
can and should be treated as simply one more aspect of cou;t
life about which jurors need and should have briefing pricf
to service.

D. Conclusion . :%

One of the most intriguing aspects to this evaluation has been the
perspective gained from in-court observation. The evaluators were
able to see for themselves if witnesses were nervous, if prosecutors

" "played up to the camera®”, if jurors were distracted, and if judges

were ‘unable to keep order. 1In general, none of the postulated
disturbance~distraction-decorum effects occurred. There seemedﬁ
little reason, in event and after event, to have many fears about
the presence of EMC equipment and personnel inside the courtroom,
under the controlled experimental conditions. '

The experiment was highly structured, heavily monitored and_tigétly
controlled. Media representatives were asked to conform to strict
rules and procedures, request in writing. to cover a news event,
wait for approval, and then gather their news under contrelled
conditions. As the experiment developed, it would have been guite
unexpected and shocking if grossly disruptive or wildly distracting
episodes had occurred. The rules and resultant structure virtually
eliminated all possibility of extreme immediate impact. 1In response,
the evaluators developed increasingly refined discriminations to
analyze behavior attributes and verbal comments from interviews.

The "ordinariness™ of EMC at court proceedings, is, of course, a
major finding. The lack of extremes in behavioral and environmental

impacts is important.
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The critics of "cameras in the cours pcint to this very
fact, the brevity of telesvisiun NCWS YepOrts, as 'an argument
against allowing cameras coverage in judicial proceedings.
Some even suggest that the media should be forced to show
"all of it or none at all". Public education in light of
this highly selective edltlng cannot possibly take place, y

say these critics.

This evaluation was not requ:red to offer an opznlon on the

’E{rm oW

guality of television news coverage of judicial proceedlng
Suffice it to say that highly selective editing does occur
and that this necessary practice is one of the most con-
troversial issues associated with,cameras in the courts.
Little scientific inguiry has been done to contribﬁte
knowledge to the debate. This issue and other long range
effects on society at large represent the main frontier of
"cameras in the courts” research.. ‘ ‘

o R

3. Inexperienced Jurors o

Prior to their service in an EMC event, scme jurors eV1dence'
concern about the;r own abzlltles to remain free of EMC

_ influence. These prospectzve jurors believe that their' own

- functioning and that of the judicial system in general may be
somewhat impaired with the presence of EMC. Experience with
EMC changes this perception. If EMC becomes a permanent fix-
ture in the courts, the California judiciary may want to con-
sider how jurors who are assigned to EMC trials could come to
enter the experience with their confidence high, rather than
low. Jurors should be assured that their ability, role and
functioning, that of other trial participants and of the system
jtself will not be diminished by the presence of EMC.

Methods exist today to orient and instruct jury pools in the
phenomena and issues associated with EMC. Video tape programs

could be developed and shown to prospective jurors. These
tapes would present factual information relevant to the role a..
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The first group is a vocal minority of perscns, particularly
judges and attorneys., Who were sieptical about the media's
ability or inclination to cover the courts fairly and |
accurately. These individuals point to the commercial asgect
of the media and assert that sensationalism and a desire:T

to "sell soap”" dominates the coverage. In the recent camera
coverage of oral arguments at the Supreme Court {an hlstor;c
first) one Justice expressed disappointment that the Court
had "bowed to the persistence of an entertainment medium, ;

The second group is a substantial number of individuals who
applauded the introduction of electronic and photographic
media in the courtroom as contributing to public revelation

.on how the sjstem works-—its_failings,and its strengths.
These perscns viewed the media goie as an essential compdﬁent .
in the workings of democraey than as a commercial industry.

The largest group of interviewees offering an cpinion on

this issue had a totally different attitude. They recognized
that the time constraints for a news story are such that

only small portions of the courtroom proceeding can be ug}d.
Therefore, say these persons, little opportunity exists

either to educate or bias the public. Generally, these
individuals felt that on balance the TV news reporters

"did a good job" in covering the story accurately and fairly.
what stands ocut to many of these persons (and to the evaluators)
is how little in-court material actually is used in the story.
Much of the in-court footage that is used is. "dubbed over” by
a reporter's summary of events, relegatindnthe camera coverage
to visuval background. Sound and visual images combined
constitute a small portion of the story and the story is at
best only a few minutes long.

37ps documented in Section III, the overwhelming number ot EmMC
applications are for news stories. Very few "gavel to gavel’
broadcasts of trials occurred.
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This evaluation inguired as to "fear of harm" to jurors
witnesses, and defendants, but no follow-up has been
possxble to determine if any harm actually ensued (physl-L
cal, psychologzcal. reputational, or financial). Only 1
a few jurors, witnesses, and defendants expressed any
sense of "fear of harm" due to EMC and some of these
responses referred as much to a general opinion that
EMC could facilitate harm as much as any spec;‘lcally
defined fear. Defendants raised the only spec:flc
"fear of harm" opinion. A few feared retribution from
prison inmates for the type of crime'they committed
(e.g. rape) and two politician defendants sensed possi-
ble damage to their reputations. Otherwise, the "fear
of harm " issue did not seem significant.

S,

ES

Another unaddressed area warranting fu;thér study is
that of community reaction to televised trials and '
published photographs of trials. What is the immediate #
result of EMC on the publzc’ Do they feel better in-

formed on the case than they would have with” convent;onal—
only coverage? Dnes the broadcast of trials cumulatlvely
serve to educate the publ;c on the judlCLBl process? N

Hn
-

“Ha

&

~The answers to these guestions are related to the ques-
tion, how does the media present stories from EMC trlals’
Clearly, this issue was of concern to 1nterv1ewees !
among all participant types. Although the evaluators
did not formally research opinions on the guality of
the broadcast preoduct, the interviewees offered opinions
and reéctions on this subject quite frequently. These
comments may be categorized in three broad groups.
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tunity to negotiate with the media on certain practices
and behaviors in the corridors and courthouse generally,
Whether additional governance of media in this regard

is embodied in rules or achieved by Presiding judges ,
at specific events, the opportunity to make progress ;
towards a mutually agreeable set of ground rules for )
covering the courts outs;de the courtroom should not

o

be ignored.

g o

The results of this evaluation cffer some assurance
that, under the guidance of specific rules, the courts
and the media were able to negotiate relatively satis-
" factory agreements which minimized obtrusiveness and
other potential problems posed by the presence of EMC
inside courtrooms. If courthouse and courtroom EMC

issues can be linked and if, in the negotiation process
of granting such coverage, greater restraints on or
control of obtrusiveness and other problems outside

. the courtroom can be achieved, then the courts and
the media together will have made rational headway in
resolving some of the real sources of occasional media
obtrusiveness and subsequent ill-feelings,

2. "Type C" Effects

. A model depicting the “universe® of potential effects
of electronic/photographic court coverage is presented
in Section I.B. (p.10 ). 1In placing this study in the
context of that model, it was stated that few issue;c
within the "Type C*® Effects could be addressed. Type
C Effects are those effects of broadcast and publication
of EMC products which occur after the completion of the
proceeding being covered, of both a short-term and
long~term nature.
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~instance the melee of media behavicor in the courthguse
created a concern for safety. The judge emerged from
the experience recommending that the California Rules
of Court govern the behavior of media, particularly w
television cameramen, within the courthouse, on the e
courthouse grounds, and in juror parking areas as well L
as in the courtroom. Additicnally, the judge observed
that the issue of media coverage consumed over two days
of discussion in chambers before the start of jury se- &
" . lection. This is the only instance in which the issue
of efficiency impairment due to media coverage was raised
by an interviewee.

A serious incident involving cameras in the courts during
the experimental year occurfed as a result of a television
camera peering through the courtroom door. A still

camera was inside the courtroom, having duly obtained 5
consent, but the television station had not completed 7
the reguest and consent process. A witnéss, who was ;
later characterized by the judge a!-"unstable to begin 2
with" was testifying without obvious problem until she ,
saw the television camera operating through the courtroom
door. At this point she became hysterical. The televiﬁ%pn
crew was reprimanded and in deference to the witness, ¥
the still camera was removed from the courtroom for the |
remainder of her testimony. This anecdote reinforces
the need to control actively extended coverage of court
proceedings. Certainly, obtaining camera shots through
courtroom door windows is contrary to the intent of EMC
guidelines and restrictions. )

Granting courtroom access to the media's cameras and
microphones gives the California court system an opper-
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Media coverage of judicial proceedings has always

entailed the presence of reporters, cameras,.micro-
phones, and eguipment operators in the hallway out-

side courtrooms and in and around the courthouse gen-
erally. The bigger the story, the larger the size of

this press corps, and in thelhigh publicity cases, this &

gathering can include a dozen TV cameras, numerous

5o W

still cameras, and dozens of reporters. When consid-
ering the issue of media obtrusiveness in covering
judicial proceedings, the presence and behavior of
media in the corridors and courthouse generally stands-
out as & much greater problem than in-court presence
and behavior.

In several EMC events, judges and attorneys offerred
unselicited information to the evaluators regarding
:) the corridor/courthouse issue. Among the concerns are:

e intimidation or harrassment of witnesses or defend-
ants as they circulate in the courthouse;

e influence on jurors who are cognizant of the media
"commotion" in the corridor, inadvertent exposure
to biasing input from media in the courthouse, and.
harrassment of jurors after the trial by media
aggressively seeking interviews;

e disturbance of surrounding courtrooms by media
hallway commotion; and

e improper conduct in obtaining camera shots through
the courtroom door. .

In one major trial (People v. Robbins) the conduct of
the press cutside the courtroom was a serious*problem

in the opinion of the judge. Harrassment of the defend-
ant in seeking camera coverage and interview responses
became an issue before the court and in at least one
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rules which permits artificial lights or some other
relaxation of the rules at the discretion of the judge
might be advisable. The occassional relaxation of

the standards for eguipment and cperator presence would
then not be a technical violation of the rules.

e

Recommendation. Rule 980.2 should be amended to permit

at the discretion of the judge a relazation of the
restrictions on EMC equipment and operator presence.

The reasons for any rule relazation in this regard shculd
be articulated on the record.

R B

C. Related Issues

This report has documented the process of applying rigorous
evaluation technigues to the study of California's experi-
ment with extended media coverage of courtroom proceedings.

The evaluation has focused on specific inguiries which encom- %
pass many but not all of the issues involved. Among the B
issues not addressed, the research process has identified

. three key concerns which warrant direct comment.

T,

1. Cameras in the Courthouse o |

It has not been the purpose of this study to analyze - “¥
media coverage of courtroom proceedings generally, ' i
except in the observation of in-court conventional media
presence for comparison with extended media presence.

Left unaddressed is the issue of hallway/courthouse

media coverage practices. In the course of attending
highly publiéized courtroom proceedings and interview-
ing participants, the opinion was offerred several times-
that "hallway pandemonium” and media aggfessiveness
outside the courtroom (yet inside the courthouse) was
much more of a problem than in-court coverage, parti-
cularly with respect to the issue of media obtrusiveness.
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permanent basis, it is the opinion of the evaluators
that it should do so without a criminal case party
consent reguirement. The result of such a requirement
would be to stifle the extended media process to the
extent that it may as well not be allowed at all.

Since the evaluation has not produced evidence to indi-
cate the necessity of reverting to a complete prohibi-

tion of extended coverage, it is recommended that the

#

rules continue with ne party consent required, given
that the trial judge has the ultimate authority to
allow or disallow EMC. o

Recommendation., Rule of Court 980.2 should remain as
presently formulated in requiring-only tha consgent of
the judge before EMC may take place.

5. Equipment and Operator Criteria

In Section III of this report, it was noted that several
instances of rule “"relaxations" occurred. (Rule relaxa-
ticns are sanctioned occurrences which are contrary to .r
the letter of the rules.) Most prominent among these
instances were the use of artificial lights and the
admission of three or more cameras. These rule relaxa-
tions were permitted at the discretion of the judge and .
occurred under controlled conditions. None of them -
resulted in chaos, a "circus-like" atmosphere, or obvi-
ous aisruption or distraction.

To the extent that these relaxations of the rules occur,
there exists an inconsistency in rule requirements and
actual EMC practice. It is not suggested that any of
the equipment and operator criteria be specifically
repealed., However, the addition of a clause to the
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a party shall be made part of the record. As a matter
of openness and fairness and for the purpose ‘of aiding
judges in the consent decision process, the practice

of hearing arguments for and against EMC from the
parties to the action and the media should be encouraged.
A written request facilitates the process of notifying
attorneys and litigants that EMC of the proceeding is
under consideration., The presence of cameras and micro- &
phones in the courtroom should never come as a complete #
surprise to attorneys and‘litigants. This occurred in

at least one case during the experimental year36
the reaction cof the defense attorney and his client was
ﬁnderstandably negative. An effective control for this
potential problem would be to require the Court to notify
attorneys and litigants of"a‘pénding EMC reéuest suffi-
ciently in advance to permit their input.

and

4, Party Consent

One of the most fundamental and important issues associ-
ated with "cameras in the courts” is.the guestion of
party consent. The California experiment operated undér:
both a party consent reguired and no party consent T
required condition for criminal  trial level proceedings. &
A basic finding of the research on this point is that

a party consent requirement in criminal cases results

in very little extended media covefage. Generally,
defendants and their attorneys reject EMC requests if
empovwered to do so, and the media predominantly is
interested in criminal cases.

If the Judicial Council decides to allow electronic

and photographic coverage of court preceedings on a

36People v. Roemer in Ventura County.
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proceeding and the number of media Organizations seek-

ing to participate in the extended coverage. The

several "major case" events required several days or

a few weeks advanced notice to allow enough time for

arrangements and coordination to take place. The

large number of more minor EMC events often required
'no more than a few hours advanced notice.

e e a0

The question legitimately is raised whether or not use
of a request form ought to be regquired if EMC is allowed
on a permanent basis., Waturally, the preference of

the media is to dispense with this paperwork, particu-
larly since the electronic and photographic media gen- .
erally feel that they should have the same access as

the print media to court proceedings. Although the
research indicates that generally EMC has little or no
effect'on'the proceeding, there remains éheniééérvoir-
of negativity in the reports of those having experienced
EMC, reports which include a few bitter experiences and
more than a few strong preferences against EMC presence.
Requests for extended coverage should be reviewed in
every instance by the judge for determination of possi-
ble negative impacts, some of which may be logically
predicted or even likely. Covering the testimony of,
for example, a rape victin is obviously unwise. A
written request process provides a checkpocint for making
these screening decisions. '

}

Recommendation. To facilitate the screening and decigion
process of the judge, written request for EMC (i.e.
use of the AOC Request Form) should continue to be reguircZ.

2
w

Another argument for a written request is persuasive.
The rules require that an objection of an attorney for
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jurors are more negative towards EMC than judges and
witnesses (although less negative than attorneys!.
attitude data show them to be suspitious of media
coverage of court proceedings by both conventional

and electronic/photographic means. Jurcors are some-
what more skeptical towards EMC than conventional media
coverage although their apprehension diminishes after
an experience with EMC. Many jurors support the intro-
duction of cameras in the court rocm, but just as many
predict negative impacts of EMC on the case or on them-
selves. A total ban on EMC of jurors would go far to
alleviate the apprehension of some without compromising
the ability of the media to ihoroﬁgﬁiy-cover the story.

,
bt

Recommendation. Rule 980.2 should be amended to prohibit
ezxtended coverage of jurors. ~Emphasis should be placed
on prohibiting side or front face shots of any. juror.

A
i

3. Notice Procedures | i
The rules require submission of written regquests for EMC%-
a reasonable time in advance of the proceeding for which
it is being requested. Throughout the experimental year,
the reqguirement that the request be written proved to be .
an effective means of instilling structure into a request”
process which could easily become informal and "locse".

As it was, some judges disregarded or never were cogni-
zant of this aspect of the rule and permitted cameras
without a written request. The "reascnable time in
advance" requirement also proved successful; the absence
of a specific time period permitted a measure of flexi-
bility in the negotiations and arrangements between
courts and the media. What constituted a reasonable

time in advance varied greﬁtly with the nature of the
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Recommendation. Rule of Court 980.2 should be amended
1o strengthen its control over still camera shuttep
notse. Blimping devices should be mandatory on all
but the quietest ccmeras Fresently on the cpproved
cameras list.

2. Juror Anonymity

The rules Presently prohibit "close-up” coverage of
jurors. In only a few instances was this rule violated
by the media but in several other instances an unaveid-
able "gray area" was broached. The most common TV
camera placement i's "over the shoulder” of the jury,

a placement which makes any shot of the jury a close
up of at least the most proximate jurors. This fact,
coupled with the fact that jurors generally desire
complete anonymity in the performance ofAtheir duty,
suggests a possible_revisiog of the rules,.

In some trials, the judge invoked a complete ban on
juror coverage. This restriction occurred in-"sensa-
tional crime™ type EMC events, the type of case in
which the media has great and constant interest. 1In
the opinion of the evaluators, these instances of re-
strictions on juror Coverage were appropriately invcked
and well received by the jurors in the case. A rule
amendment creating a total ban on extended coverage
of jurors is worth considering. Jurors would be
assured that the justice system had taken every pre-
caution to preserve their anonymity and safety.

The evaluation interviews show jurers to be an outspoken
group, and although the range of opinions .is wide,
jurors appear to be moderately skeptical about the
effects of EMC of court proceedings. As a group,
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1. Still Camera Shutter Noise

Observational and interview data both reveal a distrac-
tion problem with the shutter noise of still cameras.
While this problem does not occur in a hajority of
cases, it does occcur fregquently enough to warrant
actiori. The cameras causing the problem are among
those in the list of approved makes and models attached
to the Rules. The control of still camera obtrusive-
ness is the only area in which the rules are not
"tough®™ enough. ' !

Rarely did the evaluators observe or receive reports
of the use of a blimping device which completely mutes
the noise of still cameras. In the Pecple v. Robbins
trial, a sheath was used to mute stil]l camera noise,
but even this did not completely eliminate the problem.
The use of a blimping device represents an additional
cost or convenience factor which evidently the media

generally prefers to avoid, particularly since the ruled

do not reguire their use so long'as an approved camera

is used.

i

$i

R ax

o

The Judicial Council has available alternative approaches.i

to dealing with the still camera noise problem should

it decide to do so. It may refine the list of approved

cameras to include only those with relatively guiet
shutter clicks (such as the lLeica model). - Or, it may
require the use of a blimping or sheathing device on
all still cameras having shutter click noise louder
than the quietest»models. Or, it may leave the rules

as is and rely upon the discretion of an informed judge

to control the problem.
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E. Implications of Research Findings for Rules Content

A primary objective of the Ruleés of Court 980.2 and 980.3

is to set guidelines for the physical presence of electrecnic
and.phctographic media such that obtrusiveness is minimized.
By all indications of this research, this objective was
accomplished gquite satisfactorily. In virtually no instance
did EMC cause a major disruption of the proceeding being
covered. Except in the minds of the most sensitive and
negatively predisposed individuals, EMC never created a
"circus-like" atmosphere.

Despite the fact that the rules were functional throughout

the experimental year in controlling obtrusiveness, the

year's experience does suggest certain refinements in this
regard as well as other respects. The areas needing refine-
ment are addressed below by a brief description of the problem
or issue accompained by alternative approaches to its resolu-

tion.

The areas addressed in recommending possible rule changes are: ’
e still camera shutter noise;

® juror anonymity;

¢ notice procedures; and

e equipment and operator criteria. ki

Additionally, the recomﬁendation is made to leave the rules
regarding consent regquirements as presently configured,

. -2%6.
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The issues involved in the decision to allow EMC, and the
conditions under which to do so, are complex indeed. The
jury needs to be protected from exposure and influence,

Judges need to remain as independent as possible and ffee
from unnecessary burdensome management responsibilities. ok
Witnesses should not be subject to unnecessary presso}e or

embarrassment. Parties to the proceedings should not find b

their case judged by the television-watching public before &
judged by the jury. #
&

Does EMC add significantly enough to the existing court en-
viernment problems caused by conventional media coverage to
warrant its exclusion? The answer is plainly no. With minor
problems, most of which are solvable through rules revision,
standarized enforcement of rules and increased exper;ence,
EMC does not add szgnzflcantly to exsisting dlsturbance-

. ~distraction-dignity-decorum problems. . -

- Does EMC cause trial partl:lpants and prospectzve‘trzal par- i
_ticipants to change their behavior in a way that interferes wlth
the fair and efficient admlnstratlon of justlce mcre than those
changes caused by conventional ‘media coverage to warrant its

: exclusion? The answer is a quallfled no. While the observations
showed little behavioral impact due to EMC, interview data showed
that scme individuals felt apprehension and other concerns. - @
Few reported actual changes in theirLQEE behavior. Many did :
not like EMC, just as many did not like conventional media
representatives present. Attitude measures and the relationship
between attitude and behavior are what remain unanswered. To
the extent that attitude and behavior are linked, there remains
some qualification in the answer to this guestion. Taken
globally, there is little evidence in this evaluation to suggest
that EMC causes sighificantly,more changes in behavior than does

conventional media coverage.
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(and other media as well), the majority showed positive
attitudes. Experienced jurors, especially, felt little
damage would ensue from EMC presence. Their attitudes
match closely their observed behavior and data obtained
in interviews. The discrepancies mentioned above for
judges, prosecutors and defenders are not present for
jurors.

Integration of Research Findings

The evaluation research pinpointed several issues which will
continue to be of major concern. The party consent question
will remain a controversial issue, as will concern about
potential impacts on civilian participants in court proceedings,
and the potential influence of EMC on decision-making will
continue to be a primary issue. Balénciﬁg EMC access to courts -
with the need to protect courts from outside influence will >
likely be the central question on which the fate of EMC rests.

The evaluation yielded other conclusions with ?fééictive'value."
Among them are: '

e The generally negative attitude toward EMC will be slow
to change, :

e Defenders will persist in their negative attitude. If EMC
continues in its present form, the defenders will continue
to pressure judges to. invoke their discretion in denying or
restricting EMC. ’

-# As more experience is accumulated, prosecutors, judges, and
: the general public (jurors) will continue to reduce their
apprehension toward EMC, unless an uncontrolled, high
disturbance event occurs. - .

e At a process level, the administrative support system of
the courts occasionally will be burdened by major cameras
in the courts events. There will be times when a court
will not be staffed or equipped sufficiently to deal with
an EMC event. Physical remodeling or other logistical
accommodations may eventuate.

e Judges are going to feel burdened occasionally in their
decision-maker role. They will at times be "put on the

spot®, since the rules, as presently structured, position
them as the key decision-maker.
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It is possible that when measured in an attitude survey,
apprehension, concern or negativity is a glcbal and
general perception, one which is not necessarily borne

out by actual, specific experience. In courtrooms the %
evaluators observed little apprehension, little disruption
and, in general, found little evidence for anyodne to %
have a very neégative set of attitudes about EMC--on an
event-specific basis. A judge might feel or believe

that witnesses will he apprehensive.while the actual

event over which he presided dia notyverify his prior

held attitude.

It is also possible that defenders, for instance, whose
anti-EMC position remained unchanged throughout the
experimental year, may actually have had relatively posi-.
tive experiences at EMC proceedings, but reported them .
to be negative because they held a negative set of atti-
tudes about EMC in generai; -As such, their general
attitude overrides the specific everit experience.

Finally, it is possible that respondents retain long- . .
held fears about general EMC effects, despite the lack -
of negative experiences in specific events., The time
span during which EMC has been tried experimentally in
California is short. Xnowledge and information about

its effects are not widely known. Individual respondents
may even doubt the validity of their own experience
(especially if it was a single, brief event) and_yield

to the longer-held, easily tapped general attitude.

Jurors showed a different picture. Though a reservoir
of 10 to 30 percent af all jurors are skeptical of EMC
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® As of July, 198l, 54% of judges, 47% of Prosecussrs
and 13% of defenders approve of EMC for criminal
Proceedings. :

e The attitude measures revealed that . judges, attorneys,
and jurors possess a complex multi-factor set of ]
attitudes toward EMC. TFactor analysis yielded four .
reliable indices on which measures of judges and '
attorneys attitudes toward EMC can be cenceptualized.

e Overall, the aggregate attitude measures are negative
to neutral for judges and attorneys. Defense attorneys
are considerably more negative than either judges ory
prosecutors in their attitudes toward EMC. -

e Judges and prosecutors developed a more positive set
of attitudes toward EMC in the course of the experi-
mental year. Defenders remained strongly negative
in their attitudes.

e Transference of responsibility, a phenomenon in which
one group sees other groups but not their own group .
as being affected negatively by EMC, persisted in
posttesting.

¢ Factor analysis yielded five reliable indices on which -
measures of jurcrs' attitudes toward EMC can be con-
ceptualized.

e Overall, the aggregate attitude measures are neutral
to positive for jurors.

® Large numbers of jurors, especially the inexperienced,
felt that even the presence of conventiocnal reporters
and sketch artist (as well as EMC) creates the poten=~
tial for disruption, distraction, and participant
apprehension,

e Experience with EMC left jurors with positive atti-
tudes toward EMC.

Defenders, to a great extent, and judges and prosecu-~
tors to a lesser extent, seem to display one §ét of
attitudes when measured by the Survey and ancther set
when interviewed after an EMC event. In puziling over
the possible explanations for this apparent discrepancy,
the evaluators postulated several options,
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Clearly, the number of "uneventful®™ EMC proceedings
far outnumber those having some obvious or perceived
problem. The freguency and nature of these problems
have been identified in this evaluation as input to
the forthcoming decision on continuation of EMC. The
evaluation uncovers the rate at which these problems
occur and provides a basis for determining the proba-
bility of more serious problems occurring.

3. Summary of Attitudinal Data

Attitudinal data, presented in Section V and summarized
below, present a considerably more skeptical though
mixed picture than event specific data. However, shifts
in attitude due to time and experience are almost always
in a direction more favorable towards EMC.

The following summary statements about the attitudes of
judges, attorneys, and jurors should be viewed in combin-
ation with the comparative“perspective offered earlier w
by the event-specific data. When considered together, '
these data provide a more definitive answer to the eval-
uation guestions posed than provided by either data

group viewed in isolation.

e As of July, 1981 judges (61%), prosecutors (79%),
and defenders (90%), all strongly disagree with
the removal of the party consent reguirement as
a condition for EMC of criminal proceedings.

e As of July, 1981 judges (69%)and prosecutors (70%)
approve of EMC for appellate proceedings. Only
30% of defenders approve of appellate EMC.
@ As of July 1981, 58% of judges, 43% of prosecutors,

and 20% of defenders approve of EMC for civil
proceedings.
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® Judges were evenly divided in-characterizing their
experience with EMC as positive or neutral. Only
a_few respondents (7%) reported that their experi-
ehce was negative. Attorneys show a similar split
although a greater percentage (27%) reported hav-
ing a negative experience.

e In terms of personal preference, about cne=£fifeth teo
cne~fourth of all judge, witness, and juror respondents
said they would have preferred EMC not be present. %
Over one-~third (38%) of all attorney respondents so
indicated. '

e Half of all judge respondents concluded that EMC hag
virtually no effect on the proceeding. One-fifth
said it had a positive effect, another fifth said jit.
had mixed positive and negative effects, and a few
(81) said it had a negative overall effect. Jurors
were more negative in their assessment of overall
impact: 21% perceived a negative effect from elec- .
tronie or photographic media presence.

The above summary statements are based upon inﬁerview

and. cbservational data, which together establish clear
patterns regarding the effects of EMC. Throughout the )
interview data (and to a lesser extent the observational -
data) there exists a reservoir of skepticism or reported f
negativity about EMC. In gross terms, this reservoir can
be said to hover around the 10% level.

The discussion in Section IV attempts to describe the
specific substance of the negativity found in interview
and observational data. In the opinion of the evaluators,
EMC never was responsible for a “travesty of justice".

In only a few instances did experiencgd attorneys present
a specific theory that EMC did or very well could.have
altered case outcome or otherwise impeded the fair ad-
ministration of justice. 1In several other interviews,

a more general speculation about negative EMC impacts
was offered, without arguing that these negative effects
occurred in the case in guestion.
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at the forefront of the “"cameras in the courts” :issue,

In authorizing a rigorous evaluation of the experimernt,
the findings of which are summarized below, Califcrnia

has contributed to the acguisition of greater knowledge
about the ramifications and consequences of permitting

extended media in the courtroom.

o
E

2. Summary of Case Specific Data Analysis

gy

Fo

Participant interview and evaluator cbservation data
contributed greatly. to the formulation of findings and
conclusions about both major research questions. Sec-
tion IV contains 28 tables summarizing the responses
of interviewees and results of‘pbservatibnal data
arialysis. The following series of statements further
distill the findings and conclusions in that portion

Lot

of the report.

e Generally speaking, the response patterns of
attorneys are more negatively disposed towards
EMC- than other participant types. Among attorneys,
defense attorneys clearly are the most negative
toward EMC. Judges' and witnesses'response E

g,

patterns are generally more positive towards EMC &
_than other participant types. Jurors' response '
patterns are more positive towards EMC than *

attorneys and more negative towards EMC than
judges or witnesses.

e The presence of EMC eguipment and operators gen-
erally was not distracting to proceeding partici-
pants. Only 10V of participants interviewed said
that EMC was either somewhat, definitely, or
extremely distracting. ) ’

e Over B0% of interviewed judges and attorneys per-
ceived no impairment to "dignity and decorum”
because of EMC. About 10% of respondents detected
slight impairment and 10% detected more than slight
impairment due to EMC. -
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In three-fourths of all EMC events during the

-year, judges reported little or no increase in

their supervisory responsibility. Ten percent
(10%) of judge respondents reported definite or
extreme increase to their supervisory responsi-
bility.

Observational data confirm interview data in the -1
conclusion that EMC generally was not distracting e
to participants. These data show that courtroces i
were “calm®™ environments with both EMC and con-
venticnal-only media presence. )

B

Observational data indicate that potential sources
of distraction other than EMC (conventional media,
court personnel, trial participants, audience,

and external noises) were approximately equal to
EMC in causing distraction and disruption. All
these factors generally cause little problem inside
the courtroom.

The ability of judges, attorneys, and witnesses to
"effecitvely communicate" generally was not impaired -
by EMC. :

Large majorities of attorney and juror interviewees
perceived no change in judge behavior due to EMC
although some defense attorneys and jurors (26% and
14% respectively) perceived a negative change.

Judges, opposing counsel, and jurors generally saw
no change in attorney behavior due to EMC although
a few in each group (10~15%) perceived a negative
change,

Judges, attorneys, and jurors generally saw no
change in witness behavior due to EMC although some
(12%, 22%, and 16% respectively) perceived negative
changes due to EMC. 5

Judges overwhelmingly saw no effect of EMC on juror

behavior but 18% of attorney respondents saw negative

effects.

There is a distinct trend in interview response data

which may be labeled: Transference of Responsibility.

That is, a particular participant group tended to
see greater negative effect on other participant
groups than on their own group.
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e The media's predominacnt lnterest 1s in criminal
cases. Civil cases attract less than half the
interest of criminal cases and very few reguests
are submitted for appellate level or juvenile cases.

e EMC events took place twice as often in Superior
) Court as in lower courts.. "

e Flectrcnic and photographic media covered all pro-
ceeding stages of litigation (evenly distributed)
from arraignments to motions to trials.

e Television camera presence at court proceedings
was somewhat more frequent than still camera pres-
ence and both were considerably more common than S
radio.

e The predominant purpose of EMC was for daily news .
stories on the particular case being covered. L
Relatively few "feature stories”™ or purely educa-
tional applications of EMC occurred. . n

e In over a dozen cases, judges exercised their dis-

. cretion in EMC decision-making by restricting cov=
erage beyond the criteria in the California Rules
of Court governing the experiment.

-

e 1In several cases, "violations" or relaxations of-
the rules occurred but in no instance was EMC so
obtrusive as to disrupt or seriously disturb.the . ..
proceeding.

e The experimental year was highlighted by about a
half dozen extremely high media events having
"cameras in the courts”. These events include
sensational crime cases, public figure trials
(politicians), a social issue case, and a libel
suit between a celebrity and a newspaper.

In all it was an active and interesting experimental year.
At this writing, the experiment continues and even more
experience with EMC of court proceedings is being accumu-
lated. In early September, 1981, cameras (one television
camera and one still camera) were permitted for the first
time in California's history to cover oral arguments a3t

the Supreme Court. Its active experiment places Californ:a
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The research is documented in the previous five sections of
this report with data analysis occurring in Sections IlI and
IV. Section I provides an historical and contextual perspec-
tive for California's experiment with EMC of court proceedincs.
The basic purpose of the evaluation of the experiment is set
forth along with a review of prior reserach on the "cameras a
in the courtroom” issue. A summary of the Rules of Court
governing California's experiment {980.2 and 980.3) completes %
Section I. Section II documents in some detail the evaluation =

research design. Sections III, IV, and V are summarized below. -
l. Factual Jummary of the Experimental Year

Section III of this report presents factual information

about the one year experimental period (July 1, 18%80-

June 30, 1981). Request record data and descriptive -
analysis from evaluation data (interviews and observa- | =
tions) produced this body of factual knowledge. a

i

The requirement that the media notify-the evaluators
of EMC requests provided a means of measuring the
volume and characteristics of EMC activity for the ’ -
one year time period. The following statements sum=
marize the pertinent findings emerglng from the factual
analysis.

e. About 350 reqﬁests were submitted to the courts
and just over 200 of these subsequently resulted
in an EMC event.

e The requirement'xn the first seven months of the -
experiment that party consent to EMC in ctriminal
trial level proceedings be obtained resulted in
little criminal case EMC activity. Theysremoval
of the party consent requirement resulted in a
sharp increase in EMC criminal case activity.

-2]19-
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VI. CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

A. Summary of Analysis and Findings

California's experiment with extended media coverage (EMC)

of court proceedings was evaluated by an 18 month study
during which data were collected for over cne year. A multi-
faceted data collection approach was employed, relying upon
interviews with court proceeding participants, evaluator
observations of EMC events, and general attitudinal surveys
to judges, attorneys, and jurors. For baseline comparative
purposes, observational data were collected from conventicnal-ai
only media coverage court proceedings. Attitudinal data were
collected before, during, and after the one year period to
measure shifts in attitude over time, and survey respondents
were grouped into direct EMC experienced and no EMC experience ?
groups to determine the effects of experience on attitude.' - ;

The research focused on two major evaluation questions.

The first guestion asked whether or not the "physical pres-
ence" of EMC eguipment and operators caused distraction,
disruption, or impairment to dignity and decorum in the
courtroom. The second question centered on participant
behavior--was that behavior altered by EMC presence in a
manner which threatened the fair administration of justice?
The evaluators formulated a comprehensive list of potential
negative EMC effects related to the two major evaluation
guestions and determined the content of data collection

instruments accordingly.

-2]8-
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public providing a service to their community EMC-
Experienced jurors have little to gain in stating a pesi- -~
tive attitude toward EMC other than as an honest expres- #
sion of exactly what happened to them as a conseguence

of service. %

i

Judge after judge interviewed by the evaluation team &

expressed a concern about the central role (and utter
“necessity of protecting it) played by jurors in the
American judicial system. They indicated that these
crucially independent individuals must believe that
their role and their function is not compromised by the
presence of EMC. The Questionnaire results show with
1i£tlé doubt that fhe-BMC-Experiénced jurors themselves
are solid in their percéptions of their own abilities
and those of others and the system to withstand the ¥
“intrustion of EMC. ' S ' T
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EMC-Experienced jurors are less concerned about a neca-
tive impact from EMC. On issues surrounding "other
participant" distraction, apprehension, giving testi-~
mony, and task motivation, the twe groups are closer

to one ancther in their pattern of responses, and a
strong negative "minority vote" is cast. Moderate per-
centages in both groups expected or saw negative impacts.
While neutral to positive overall attitudes toward EMC
exists among both groups, the EMC-Experienced jurors are
far more positive on the average.

v ¥h %

5. Discussion and.Summary

The results of the analyses of juror aftitudes are very -
important. The trends of all of the findings for jurocrs
are consistent. One conclusion stands out: the EMC-
Experienced jurors clearly have a different point of

view, a different attitude of EMC and its effects than
those jurors who have not served in an EMC trial. The -
attitude is relatively positive.

Experience with EMC left jurors with positive attitudes. f
By virtue of their own direct experience as a juror in "
an EMC event, the Experienced jurors are confident of
themselves, of judges, and of the system in general to
withstand whatever effect (imagined or real} which EMC

may bring into the courtroom or to the justice system.

Postured in their silent role of attentive observers

of the entire trial process from beginning to end, they,
and they alone, among those studied, observed all other
actors without themselves playing an interacting role.
Their observations and views can be understood as a
separate set of observations. As members of the general

-216~
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The results in Facter 5 are startling. 1In Item 3,

only 19% of the EMC-Experienced jurors felt that EMC
will be disruptive vs. 51% of the Inexperienced. Almost
a full reversal of attitude occurs. On Item B, 59% of
the EMC-Inexperienced indicated concern about EMC lead-
ing to increased distraction among gérticipants vs. 33t
in the Expereienced group. It should be noted, however,
that one-third of the EMC-Experienced jurors do believe
that increased distraction occurs.

Juror concern that friends would jinhibit their clear think-
ing about a case (item 2) varied from 43% in the EMC-
Inexperienced group to 13% in the Experienced group. A -
decisive 70% of the Experienced group dlsagreed that
friends would alter their thinking.

Anticipated apprehension (item 3) about participéiion in
legal processes varied from 40% in the EMC-Experienced
group to 56% in the Inexperienced group. Concern that
EMC will cause witnesses teo be overly guarded (item 14)
was registered at 52% for Inexperlenced and at 34% for
Experienced.

Overall, the distribution of respondent frequencies . on
the 14 quest;onnalro items shows definite attitude djif-
ferences between EMC-Inexperlenced and EMC-Experienced
jurors. Compared to the large percentage of EMC-
Inexperienced jurors who are of the opinion that the
press per se is a disturbing, distracting, or negatively
influencing element in the courtroom, considerably fewer
EMC-Experienced jurors are so inclined.

On issues relating to disturbance, juror motives and
ability, judge ability, decision and trial outcome the

~215-
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*02. Juror's decision-making will be influenced by the:ir
freinds' and acguaintances' attitudes about the case
because of television, racdio, and still camera coverage

of the trial.

EMC EMC
INEXPERIENCED JUROCR EXPERIZNCED JURCR
STRONGLY AGREE g
CR AGREE 43% 13% =
NO OPINION 13% 18% =
DISAGREE OR 44y 70% b

STRONGLY DISAGREE

*03. Allowing television cameras, still cameras, and radio
equipment in the courtroom will make people more
apprehensive about participating in legal processes.

EMC EMC ,
INEXPERIENCED JUROR EXPERIENCED JUROR
STRONGLY AGREE
OR AGREE 56% 40%
NO OPINION Co13% : . ' 20%
31% - 39%

DISAGREE OR
STRONGLY DISAGREE

*0l4. Allowing television cameras, still cameras, and radio
in the courtroom will cause witnhesses to be overly -

guarded in their testimony.

EMC EMC
INEXPERIENCED JUROR . EXPERIENCED JUROR
STRONGLY AGREE
OR AGREE 52% 34%
NO OPINION ] 21% 23%
DISAGREE OR 27% 43%

- STRONGLY DISAGREE

*Frequency distribution differences between groups significant
beyond .05 level. :

. -214-
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TABLE v-33

FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION COMPARISONS
BETWEEN EMC-EXPERIEZNCED AND EMC-INEXFERIENCED
JURCRS ON FACTOR FIVE ITEMS

FACTOR FIVE: Distraction and Inhibition. Suggests concern that'
media presence may distract or disrupt proceedzngs
©r cause some participants to worry.

*Ql. The presence and operation of television cameras, still
cameras, and radio eguipment will lead to disruption
of courtroom preoceedings.

- EMC - EMC
INEXPERIENCED JUROR EXPERIENCED JUROR
STRONGLY AGREE
OR AGREE 51% . 19%
NO OPINION ' ' 13 B ) - 8%
DISAGREE OR 363 73%

STRONGLY DISAGREE

*QB. Allowing television cameras, still cameras, and radio
equipment in the courtroom will 'lead to increased
distraction of participants.

EMC ' EMC
INEXPERIENCED JUROR EXPERIENCED JUROR
STRONGLY AGREE
OR AGREE 59% 33%
NO OPINION 12% : 10%
DISAGREE OR 29% 57%
STRONGLY DISAGREE
=213~
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FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION COMPARISONS
BETWEEN EMC-EXPERIENCED AND EMC-INEXPERIENCED
JURCRS ON FACTOR FOUR ITEMS

FACTOR . FOUR: General Jurocr Attitude. Suggests concern that media
presence may cause an overall juror attitude of '

wariness.

R iy

*»09., Allowing television cameras, still cameras, and radio’
equipment in the courtroom will affect my willingness

to serve as a juror.

o EMC _ EMC
INEXEERIENCED JUROR EXPERIENCED JUROR
. gTRONGLY AGREE
. OR AGREE 26% 18%
NO OPINION : 13% 5%
pDI1SAGREE OR §0% ' T A Y g

* STRONGLY DISAGREE

012. Allowing television cameras. still cameras, and radio
equipment in the courtroom will cause me to have to

= defend my actions as a juror.

EMC . EMC -
INEXPERIEECED JUROR EXPERIENCED JUROR
STRONGLY AGREE o - ‘ -
OR AGREE 27% 27%
NO OPINION 19% 11%
DISAGREE OR 54% 61%
STRONGLY DISAGREE
*Freguency distribution differences petween gIroups sigpificant

peyond .05 level.
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TABLE v-31

FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION COMPARISONS
BETWEEN EMC~-EXPERIENCED AND EMC~-INEXPERIENCED
JURORS ON FACTOR THREE ITEMS

FACTOR THREE: Decision Influence. Sugges:s concern that mediaﬁ
presence may interfere in the decision making process.

*Q6. Allowing television cameras, still cameras, and radio _?
equipment in the courtroom will affect sentencing decis%cns.

EMC EMC
INEXPERIENCED JUROR EXPERIENCED JUROE
STRONGLY AGREE :
OR AGREE : 25% ~ 14%
NO OPINION : 244 L 19%
DISAGREE OR 50% 67% o
STRONGLY DISAGREE ' N

Q7. Allowing television cameras, still cameras, and radio
eguipment in the courtroom will cause judges to aveoid
unpopular positions or decisions.

EMC EMC

INEXPERIENCED JUROR EXPERIENCED JUROR
STRONGLY AGREE
OR AGREE 28% 17%
NO OPINICN 24% 22%
DISAGREE OR 48% 6l%

STRONGLY DISAGREE

*0ll. Allowing television cameras, still c¢ameras, and radio
equipment in the courtroom will affect the outcome of trials.

EMC : ' . EMC
INEXPERIENCED JURCR EXPERIENCED JUFCR
STRONGLY AGREE
OR AGREE 31y 19y
NG OPINION 21 11%
DISAGREE OR 48% 69%

STRONGLY DISAGREE

*Frequency distribution differences between groups significant
beyond .05 level.
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sentencing decisions (item 6). A similar, thougnh not
significant, trend on item 7 shows that the EMC-
Experienced group is more sure by 61t to 48% that EMC

will not cause judges to aveoid unpepular positions or
decisions. The distributions on item 11 show that 69t

of EMC-Experienced Jurors are sure that EMC will not
affect the outcome of trials, vs. 48% for Inexperienced
jurors. Less than cne-fifth of the EMC-Experienced l
jurors on each item in Factor 3 believe that EMC will ’ %
negatively affect decisions. It is important to note T
that in the EMC-Experienced group there exists a dis-
tinct minority who see negative effects to EMC involve-
ment in court-related decisions. ’

Table V-32 shows that the distribution of the freguencies
of the two groups of respondent answers to item 9 in
Factor 4 (General Juror Attitude) was significantly
different. o |

The EMC-Experienced jﬁrors believed‘Ey a margin of 77%
to 60% over the Inexperienced jurors'that EMC would not
affect their willingness to serve; 18% and 26% respec-
tively felt it would. On the matter of EMC causing
jurors to defend their actions (item 12) 27% of each
group believed so. Over half of each group thought not
and the differences were not significant.

Table V-33 shows the distribution of the frequencies

of the two groups of respondent answers on items in
Factor 5, (Distraction and Inhibition). The distribu-
tion of answers on every item significantly differenti-

ated the two groups.

-210~-
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TAELE v-30

FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION COMPARISIONS
BETWEEN EMC EXPERIENCED AND INEXPERIENCED =
JURORS ON FACTOR TWO ITEMS

" FACTOR TWO: Role Performance. Suggests concern that media
’ presence may reduce the guality of participant
performance required by their role. - -

*Ql0. Allowing television cameras, still cameras, and radio
equipment in the courtroom will not affect my abilizy®
to judge wisely the merits of the case.

EMC : EMC
INEXPERIENCED JUROR EXPERIENCED JUROR
STRONGLY AGREE
OR AGREE 71y 89%
NO OPINION 128 - 2%
DISAGREE OR 17% 9%

STRCNGLY DISAGREE G

*Ql3. Allowing television cameras, still cameras, and radio
eguipment in the courtroom will not affect a judge's
ability to maintain courtroom order,

EMC EMC
INEXPERIENCED JUROR EXPERIENCED JURCR
STRONGLY AGREE
OR AGREE - 58% BO%
NO OPINION 19% 10%
DISAGREE OR 23% 10%

STRONGLY DISAGREE

*Frequency distribution differences between groups significant
beyond .05 level.
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ficantly different between EMC-Inexperienced ans Txoer-
ienced jurors, although shifts occur in each item.

Note that about one-third of the EMC-Experienced jurocrs
believe that the presence of EMC will motivate witnesses
in their task. On Item 5 it is seen that about 60% of
EMC-Experienced jurors, compared to 47% of the Inexperi-
enced, feel that EMC will not motivate jurors to be more
attentive.

51

The distribution of the freguencies of the two groups of

R

respondent answers to items 10 and 13 shown in Table V-

30 were significantly different on the items in Factor

2 (Role Performance), Inexperienced and Experienced jurors
display different attitudes. While both groups show

some ceoncern that the presenée of EMC will negatively
affect ability to perform, the experiehced jurors were

far more confident that EMC wculd have little impact on
either the judges or their ability to perform withiﬁ their
role. The differences between the two groups are striking.
Fully 89% of the EMC-Experienced group compared to 71%

of the Inexperienced group feels confident in their abil-"
ity to make a wise decision. As for their perception of

a judge's ability to maintain order (item 13), 80% of .
the EMC-Experienced group, in contrast to 58% of the
Inexperienced jurors, agree that EMC will not have an

impact.

Table V-3]1 shows that the distribution of the freguencies
of the two groups of respondent answers to items 6 and

1l in Factor 3 (Decision Influence) were significantly
different. ‘

Over two-thirds of the EMC-Experienced group, vs. 50%
of the Inexperienced group think EMC will not affect

. -208-
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TABLE V-29

FREQUENCY DISTRIBTUION COMPARISIONS i
BETWEEN EMC EXPEPEINCED AND INEXPERIENCED .
- JURORS ON FACTOR ONE ITEMS .

FACTOR ONE: Positive Task Motivation. Suggests concern that 4
media presence may diminish participant motivaticn
required in their task. =

Q4. Allowing television cameras, still cameras, and radio

equipment in the courtroom will motivate witnesses
to be truthful in their testimony. .

EMC EMC
INEXPERIENCED JUROR. . EXPERIENGED JUROR - -
STRONGLY AGREE
OR AGREE 24y 32%
NO OPINION 27% ’ 28%
DISAGREE OR
STRONGLY DISAGREE 48% 40%

Q5. Allowing television cameras, still cameras, and radio
equipment in the courtroom will increase jurors'
attentiveness to testimony.

EMC = EMC

INEXPERIENCED JUROR EXPERIENCED JUROR
STRONGLY AGREE
OR AGREE 33% 23%
NO OPINION 204 18%
DISAGREE OR
STRONGLY DISAGREE 474 . 59%

-
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may suggest an area for future, more detailed, research.
However, the jury pool sample in this evaluation appears
to-be a representative slice of California jury pools.
There seems little reason to believe that these potential
differences due to education will affect the present
research findings, since the effects of education are
most likely randomly spread through the juror sampies.

Overall, these frequency &istribution discrepancies sug-
gest that opinion solidifies with increased education,

and generally, attitude toward EMC becomes somewhat more
jiberal. These inexperienced jureors also suggest that
their view of their own abilities (i.e. confidence in
themselves) increasei_somewhat with education. The more
educated the juror, the more confident he or she feels
able to withstand the intrusion of EMC into the courtroom:.

LS

Chi-sguare Tests

Question: Are the fregquency éistributions on all items
on the Questionnaire similar for both EMC-1lnexperienced
and EMC-Experienced jurors? Are any of the frequency
distributions between the two groups on any item deviant
enough to be significant?

Tables V-29, 30, 31, 32, and 33 show the results of the
application of the Chi-sguare tests to the frequency
distributions for each item. The items are grouped by
Factors. An asterisk by the item number in the table
indicates whether or not the distribution of frequencies
is sufficiently deviant for significance. _
Table V-29 shows that the distribution of respondent
freguencies on items 4 and 5 (Factor ‘1) were not signi=-
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TABLE V-2BE

EMC-INEXPERIENCED JUROR .
FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTIONS BY EDUCATION
ON ITEM 12

ITEM 12: Allowing television cameras, still cameras, and radi

equipment in the courtrocm will cause me to have to ©
defend my actions as a jurer.

HIGHEST EDUCATION LEVEL

/ELEHENTARY HIGH COLLEGE GRADUATE

SCHOOL SCHOOL  ATTENDANCE DEGREE
STRONGLY AGREE 0t 8% T 1%
AGREE O 2n 174 23y 338
NO OPINION 54% 204 194 15%
_DISAGREE 153 454 494 333
STRONGLY DISAGREE 83 108 6% 19%

This table again shows that beyond the elementary school category
there is considerably less EMC-related frequency of respgﬁse.

in the No Opinion category on juror defensiveness. Correspond-
ingly in each of the highé} edhcational categories the;e is an
increased response in Disaéreeing with the item. Agﬁin,_those
with graduate degrees, while being the least undec%déd, increase
their response frequency in the Agree categories._;This suggests
a perceived new dimension in attitude toward EMC and juror

behavior.

~205-
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TABLE V-28D

EMC-INEXPERIENCED JURCR
FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTIONS BY EDUCATION
ON ITEM 11

ITEM 11: Allowing television cameras, still cameras and racio
equipment in the courtroom will affect the outcone
of trials.

HIGHEST EDUCATIONAL LEVEL

ELEMENTARY HIGH COLLEGE GRADUATE
SCHOCL SCHOOL ATTENDANCE DEGREE
STRONGLY AGREE os 6% 6% 6
AGREE L 21% 25% 368
NO OPINION 394 20% 22% 22%
DISAGREE 234 a4% . 42% 24%
STRONGLY DISAGREE 8% 98 5% 12%

on the assertion that EMC will affect the trial outcome, this
table shows that beyond the elementary school category. there

is less frequency of response in the No Opinien category and

for the high school and college categories there is an increase
in the Disagree categories. Those with graduate degrees change
the fregquency distribution with an inerease in the frequency

in the Agree categories. Perhaps those with muéh'higher amounts
of education sense, perceive, Or WwOITY about a new complexity

for trial outcome with EMC.

. ‘ -2043
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TABLE V28C

EMC~-INEXPERIENCED JUROR
FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTIONS BY EDUCATION
ON ITEM 10

L
b

ITEM 10: Allowing television cameras, still cameras, and racdio
equipment in the courtroom will not affect my ability
to judge wisely the merits of the case.

HIGHEST EDUCATIONAL LEVEL

ELEMENTARY HIGH COLLEGE GRADUATE
SCHOOL SCHOOL  ATTENDANCE DEGREE
STRONGLY AGREE 8% - 20% T22% T 31%
AGREE 3l% 47% 51% 52%
NO OPINION  53% 12% 12% 9%
DISAGREE B% 18% O 14% 7%

STRONGLY DISAGREE 0 4% 1% 2%

This table shows conce again that with increased education there
is ; higher f:equency of response in the Agree and Strongly
Agree categories with cofresponding movement.away from:No
Opinion. The high frequency (53%) response for those in the
lowest educationai category suggests their lack of,;onfidence

to be able to judge cbjectively the merits of a case covered

by EMC.
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TABLE V-28B

EMC-INEXPERIENCED JUROR

FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTIONS BY EDUCATION

ON 1TEM 9

ITEM 9: Allowing television cameras, still cameras, and radio
equipment inte the courtroom will affect willingness

to serve as a jurer.

ELEMENTARY HIGH
- SCHOQOL SCHOOL
STRONGLY AGREE 0 1
AGREE : 33% 198
NO OPINION 42% 13%
DISAGREE 17% 44y
STRONGLY DISAGREE 8t 14%

HIGHEST EDUCATIONAL LEVEL

GRADUATE

COLLEGE _

ATTENDANCE ' DEGREE .
7 2%
184 16%
138 12%
49% 44%
13% 26%

This table shows rather decisively that with increased education

there is a higher frequency of respoﬂée in the Disagree and

strongly Disagree categories with corresponding movement away

from Agree and No Opinion categories.

Of those with graduate

degrees, 70%, compared to 25% of those with elementary school

education, believe that EMC will not affect their willingness

to serve as a juror.
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£ V-28A

EMC~-INEXPERIENCED JUROR
FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTIONS BY EDUCATION
ON ITEM 3

2t

ITEM 3: Allowing television cameras, still cameras, and radio
eguipment in the courtroom will make people more
apprehensive about participating in legal processes.

HIGHEST EDUCATION LEVEL

ELEMENTARY HIGH COLLEGE GRADUATE

SCHOOL SCHOOL ATTENDANCE DEGREE ..
STRONGLY AGREE 7% 16% len g%
AGREE 50% 37% 41% 53%
NO OPINION 21% 18% 1l%. - B%
DISAGREE 21% 25% : 29% 25%
STRONGLY DISAGREE 0 4% 3% 6%

This table shows a slight trend among those with less education
to have a higher frequency of response in the No Opinion
category. In other words, with increasing education the atti-

tude about participant apprehension solidifies.
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TAELE v-27C

EMC-INEXPERIENCED JUROR
FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTIONS BY AGE

ON ITEM 13
ITEM 13: Allowing television cameras, still cameras and
radio equipment in the courtroom will not affect
. a judge's ability to maintain courtroom crder. %

UNDER 25 25-34 35-44  45-54 55+
STRONGLY AGREE 9% 13% B% 14y 4%
AGREE 51% 48% 52% 46% 504
NO OPINION 21% lB% 17% led 23%
‘DISAGREE 16% 17% 21% 21% 23%
STRONGLY DISAGREE 3% 41 2% 4% 1%
This table shows that the 25-34 and 45-54 age group increase

the frequency of their responses in the extreme categories,

suggesting

a slight trend in these age groups of a more

diversified opinion on the matter of EMC affecting a judge's

ability to

maintain order.
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EMC-INEXFERIENCED JUROR
FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTICONS BY AGE
ON ITEM 5

ITEM 5: Allowing television cameras, still cameras and radio .
equipment in the courtroom will increase jurors'
attentiveness to testimony.

UNDER 25 25-34  35-44 . 45-54 55«

STRONGLY AGREE 5% 3% 4% - 2% 5%
AGREE 27% 29% 27%. 26% -34%-
NO OPINION 29% 22% 21% 19% 15%
DISAGREE 39% 44% 43% 43% 41%
STRONGLY DISAGREE 0 _3‘ 58 . 10% 6%

[
-

This table shows a slight increase in No Opinion as the age Sf
the respondent decreases on the questioﬁ“of EMC s5timulating -
jurors to be more atteﬁtive. A similar general trend toward

incréasing fregquency of disagreement with this concept occurs

with advancing age. : -

-199-
- 522




EMC-INEXPERIENCED JUROQR

Case3;09-cv-02&-VRW Document335-5 FiIedlZ/S&lO;a 'Page96 of 207

TABLE V-27A

FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION BY AGE

ITEM 4: Allowing television cameras, still cameras,
equipment in the courtroom will motivate witnesses
to be truthful in their testimony.

UNDER 25
STRONGLY AGREE 5%
AGREE 224
NO OPINION 39%
DISAGREE 354
STRONGLY DISAGREE 0

ON ITEM 4

25-34
i%

18%

25%

50%

5%

35-44

3%
20%
29%

igy

lls

45-54

s
19%
25%

40
13w,

2%

and radio

55+
7%
24%

27%

38%

5%

This table shows a slight tendency among the youngest group to

have No Opinion at a higher fregquency and the three middle age _

groups to have a higher frequency of combined Disagree and

Strongly Disagree fregquencies that EMC will motivate witness to

be truthful. Certainty of opinion on this matter may be some-

what age related.
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ITEM 5:

STRONGLY AGREE

AGREE

ng\

NO OPINION

DISAGREE

STRONGLY DISAGREE

EMC-INEXPERIENCED JUROR
FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTIONS BY SEX
ON ITEM 5

MALE
3%
33%
22%
7%

5%

Case3:09-cv-02292-VRW Document335-5 Filed12/31/09 Page97 of 207

Allowing television cameras, still cameras and radio
equipment in the courtroom will increase jurors
attentiveness to testimony.

FEMALE
EY
25%
18%
48%

5%

This table shows that women in the EMC-Inexperienced jury pool

sample disagree somewhat more than men 53% to 42% that EMC

will increase juror attentiveness.
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TABLE V=26A

EMC-INEXPERIENCED JUROR
FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTIONS BY SEX
CN ITEM 1

ITEM 1l: The presencé and operation of television cameras,
still cameras, and radio equipment will lead to

*

disruption of courtroom proceedings.

MALE
STRONGLY AGREE 14%
acn;s_' 338
NO OPINION | iS\.
DISAGREE | 32%
STRONGLY DISAGREE . 7%

L

This table indicates that women in the EMC-Inexperienced jury

15%
42%
1l
28%

5%

Case%@cv-OZ@Z-VRW Document335-5 Filed12/3€.L0)9 Page98 of 207
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FEMALE

‘.:'z‘,

Zir
3

pool sample agree slightly more than men 47% to 38% that EMC

will be a disruption in the courtroom.
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Cross-tabulations were computed between all Question-
naire items and the demographic variables of sex, age, b
and education for the 546 EMC-Inexperienced Jurors. i

Sex of Respondent. Men and women responded to the

Cuestionnaire in almost identical ways, as shown in

Tables V-26A and.V-26B. Only two gquestions (items 1

‘and 5) showed sex differences in the response freguencies,
and the differences appear minor. It seems safe to
assume that sex of respondeht played no role in the
ultimate display of juror attitude toward EMC.

i

W -
Age of Respondent. The 946 respondents in the EMC- 3
Inexperienced subgroup within the jury pool Sample‘showeé”
a consistent pattern of answers regardless of their age,
except for the distribption of responses on items 4, 5, .
and 13 (see Tables V-27A, B, and C). Even these differ-
ences are slight, showing only vague trends associated
with age. It is safe to assume that age of respondent
played no significant role in their pattern of answers

to the gquestionnaire.
o -
Education of Respondent. On five items in the attitude
questiconnaire, the 946 EMC-Inexperienced Jurors showed
some differences in response patterns as a function of
their educational level. These differences in frequency
distribution on items 3, 9, 10, 11, and 12 suggest that
opinion/attitude in several EMC related matgérs may vary
according to the education of the respondené (see Tables
V-28A, B, C, D, and E). Since the juror'saﬁple is a
sample with variety in educational backgrounds (contrasted
| to judges, prosecﬁtors,-and defenders whose educational
backgrounds are homogeneous), these descriptive findings

~195-
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2.

Q3.

Ql‘n -

Ju:.'ors dec:.smr—rrak.mg will be influencec by their friends/and acciaxns-
ances' attitudes about the case because of reporters and sketch art:isre’
coverage of the trial.

Inexperienced Eb-’perlenced
Jurors Jurars
Percent Agree or Strungly Agree 32% 9% -
No Opinicn 13% 12% -
Percent Disagree or Strongly Disagree 55% 79%

T

Allowing reporters and sketch artists in the courtroam will make pecple *
more apprehensive about participating in legal processes.

Irexperienced Experienced
Jurors - Jurors
Percent Agree or Strongly Agree R 308
No Opinicn 12% 12% .
Pervent Disagree or Strongly Disagzee = 45% 58% -

Allowing reporters and sketch artists in the courtroam will cause
witnesses to be overly guarded in their testimony.

Inexperienced - Experienced
Jurors Jurors
Percent Agree or Strongly Agree 40% 21%
No Cpinien 213 27%
Percent Disagree or Stromgly Disagree 39 51%

*Surveyed while in the jury pool prior to assigmment to a trial.

**Surveyed after service as a juror an a high publlczty trial which received
canventicnal media coverage only.

. -194-
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TAELE V-28 Cont'd.

FACTOR FOUR: Gene;'al Juror Attitude. Sugg¢ests concern that medisz
Presence may cause an overall juror attitude of warines

in

Q9. AlloWing reporters and sketch artists in the courtroem will affect my
willingness to serve as a juror.
Inexperienced Experienced
Jurors Jurers
Percent Agree or Strongly Agree 19% 18% ;,
No Opinion : ) 11% 0% i)
Percent Disagree or Strengly Disagree 70% B2%

Ql2. Allowing reporters and sketch artists in the courtroam will cause me to
have to defend my actions as a juror.

Inexperienced Bxperienced
Jurcors Jurers
Percent Agree or Strongly Agree , 21% 183y
= - No-Opinion S T o o5
Percent Disagree or Strengly Disagree - 63% 74%

FACTOR FIVE: Distraction and Inhibition. Suggests concern that
media presence may distract or disrupt proceedings
Or cause some participants to worry.

Q1. The presence of reporters and sketch artists will lead to disnption of
courtroam proceedings.
Inexperienced Experienced
Jurors Jurors
Percent Agree or Strongly Acree 29 21%
No Cpiniaon o 12% , 6%
Percent Disagree or Strongly Disagree 51 73%
Q8. Allowing reporters and sketch artists in the courtroam will lead to
increased distraction of participants.
Inexperienced - Experienced
Jurors Jurors '
J Percent Agree or Strongly Agree 40% 23%
No Opinien 1e% 9%
Percent Disagree or Strongly Disagree 44% 68%

. -193-
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Tz T V=13 Zons \ ) ¢ w}
Q3. Allowing reporters and ske‘:.:"‘ arvtists in the cour-room will nct afia=—
a Jumge's ehinity Uoueto e o0 DTG ‘der . -
Inexperienced Experienzed
. Jurors Jursrs
Percent Acree or Strongly Agree €5% g2t
No Opinion 17y gv
Percent Disagree or Strongly Disagree 19% 12% .

FACTOR THREE: Decision Influence. Suggests concern that media

Q6.

Q7.

Qll.

presence may interfere in the dec;szon making process.

T‘

Allowing reporters and sketch artists in the courtroom will affect sen-
tencing decisicns.

Ine_*-qﬁerienced Experienced

Jurors Jurors
Percent Agree or Strongly Agree 18% _ 3%
No Opinien ' 16% C12% .
Percent Disagree or Strungly Disagree 66% 95% =

Allcw:.ng reporters and sketch artists in the courtroam will cause judces

to avoid unpopular positions or dec:.smns

I.pexpenenced Ebcperiariéiéi
Jurors Jurors =
Percent- Agree or Styongly Agree ‘ 21% : 3y
No Opinien _ ' o © 16% ' 24% ’
Percent 'Disagree or Strongly Disagree 63% ' .- 73%

Allowing reporters and sketch artists in the courtroam will affect the
outcamne of trials,

_I.nex.perienced Experienced
Jurors - Jurors
Percent Agree or Strungly Agree 20% 6%
No Opinion 1i7% 12%
Percent Disagree or Strungly Disagree 53% §2%
-192~-
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TAZLE V-25

Frequency Distribution Compariscons Between Conventional
Media Coverage Experienced and Inexperienced Jurors
on Factor Items From Attitude Questionnaire

FACTOR ONE: Positive Task Motivation. Suggests concern that
media presence may diminish participant motivation £
required in their task.

Q4. Allowing reporters and sketch artists in the courtroam will motivate

witnesses to be truthiul in their testimony. .
Inexperienced ' Experienced
Jurors Jurors
Percent Agree or Strongly Agree 29% 18%
No Opinien : 228 24%
Percent Disagree or Strongly Disagree 49% 58%
Q5.  Allowing reporters and sketch artists in the courtroom will increase -
jurors' attentiveness to testimory.
Inexperienced Experienced .
Jurcrs Jurers i
‘Percent Agree or Strongly Agree k) W 18%
No Opinion 20% 264
Percent Disagree or Strongly Disagree 47% ' 56% i

FACTOR TWO: Role Performance. Suggests concern that media preseh:e
’ may reduce the guality of participant performance re-
guired by their role.

Q10. Allowing repdrters and sketch artists in the courtrcom will not affect
my ability to judge wisely the merits of the case.

Inexperienced kj‘Experienced
Jurors Jurers
Percent Agree or Strongly Agree 75% 5%
N¢ Cpinian 1 3%
Percent Disagree or Strongly Disagree 1% 23%

-191~
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The items in Table V-~25 are arranged according to their
presence on the five factors. 1In Factor 3, for instance,
each item shows a sharp increase in the percentagé of
Experienced Jurors whose attitude suggests that they
believe that the decision process will be unaffected

by the presence of media. In Factor 5, Distraction and *
Inhibition, muech 1argerlpercentages of experienced -
jurors see less disruption and distraction potential,
although sizeable percentages still perceive, even after
experience as a juror, that some participants will be =
apprehensive about their participation because of media’

ok

1

e

presence (items 3 ‘and 14).

Large numbers of jurers, especially the inexperienced,
feel that even the presence of conventional reporters
and sketch artists creates the potential for disruptionﬁ
- distraction and participant apprehension.' This observa<
tion is important because it underscores the fact th;t_%
in the eyes of these prospective juror respondents,
initial problems associated with a shift from conven-
tional to extended media coverage are problems of degree
rather than kind. While hardly earthshaking, the find-f
ing points to the likelihood that conventional levels of
media coverage of the courts are seen as cause for con-
cern by many citizens and emphasizes the relative nature
- of any contemplated shift to more extensive media intru-

sion into the courtrocom.

Cross=Tabulations: EMC Questionnaire

Question: 1Is there any relationship between sex, age,
and education and the ways the EMC-Inexperienced jurors
responded to the Questionnaire? Are the relationships
between these variables and certain items strong enough
to suggest that the variables affect the patterns of
responses?

-190-
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Inexperienced and EMC-Experienced Jurers py factors.

.The means for Factors 1 ané 2 have been corrected for

direction, sp that & positive attitude toward EMC is
consistently indicated by the larger numbersl As is
obvicus, EMC-Experienced Jurors show very positive atta-
tudes toward EMC on all factors, except Factor 1, which
was discussed above. The overall attitude of all jurors,
EMC-Experienced or Inexperienced, is neutral to positive.
The EMC-Experienced group appears confident that the nega-
tive effects of EMC are minimal.

=3

Freguency Distribution Analysis: Conventional Media
Coverage Questionnaire

Question: What frequency distribution patterns occur
on the 14 Questionnaire items for jurors, ineXxperienced
and experienced, with conventional media coverage? Are
there any general conclusions that can be drawn from

an examination of the response patterns?

Service as a jurer in a high publicity trial receiving
conventional media coverage appears to systematically
and uniformly reduce many of the concerns about conven-
tional media coverage which pre-service prospective
jurors held. Table V-25 illustrates this graphic change.
The comparisons made here are suggestive only due to
limited analyses. The sample size of jurors who had
experience with conventional media coverage is very
small. The trend of the reduction of concerns about
negative effects of conventional media presence is worth
noting. The concerns do not disappear, but the trend
here is parallel to the trend in juror attitude toward
EMC concerns discussed elsewhere in this section {i.e.)
experienced tends to reduce apprehensien).

-189-
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their role and also that EMC will noz éffect a judge's

ability to conduct the affairs of the court well.

On Factor 3, Decision Influence, the EMC-Experienced _
group is significantly more sure that EMC and its effecsys

iy

will not interfere with court decisions.

On Factor 4, General Juror Attitude, once again the EMC-

L

Experienced group shows significantly more confidence
that their willingness to serve and their acceptance of _

service will be unaffected by EMC. The EMC-Inéxperienced

group feels the same way, though more mildly. On Factor
5, Distraction and Inhibition, the significant change in
scores moves the EMC-Experienced group across the scale

‘midpoint (3.00) so that as a group, their attitude igs -

now favorable. EMC will not have an overall distracting
or inhibiting effect in the op;nlon of EMC--Exper;enced
Jurors.

Factor 1, Positive Motivation, shows no difference betwéen
the groups. Both groups seem to be ambivalent on the
issue of whether or not the presence of EMC will have a
salutary effect on witness and jurer motivation to task
with a slight trend toward the negative. Said another
Qay, the respondents state that they do not know if EMC
will or will not motivate toward truthfulness or attentive-
ness. They may very well as a whole group be indicating
that EMC will probably not have such an effect, and that
the guestions or concepts raised by the items may be
irrelevant.

Figure V-24 illustrates with bar graphs the level of and
the differences in attitude levels between the EMC-

-187-
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TABLE v-23

T-TEST ON FACTOR MEANS FOR EMC

INEXPERIENCED AND. EXPERIENRCED JURORS

FACTOR AND NUMEBER OF FACTOR MEAN STANDAPRD PROB
FACTOR NAME CASES RELIABILITY CEVIATION | BILI
1.POSITIVE TASK
MOT IVATION 64
INEXPERIENCED 912 A3 21 .86 o 4
EXPERIENCED 77 3.29 .88 .
2.ROLE PERFOMANCE .50
INEXPERIENCED 909 Ajy.a2 .82 0.0
EXPERIENCED 79 1.94 77 '
3.DECSION INFLUENCE .79 ]
INEXPERIENCED 911 By 22 .89 0 ¢
EXPERIENCED 79 3.64 .81 :
4 .GENERAL JUROR
- ATTITUDE .70
INEXPERIENCED 906 By av. .97 o ¢
EXPERIENCED 78 3.65 .92 '
I
5.DISTRATION AND
INHIBITION .85
INEXPERIENCED 899 Ba.92 .88 0.
EXPERIENCED 79 3.35 .86

*= gignificant at .05 level or better.

b od
]

w
it

Lower score indicates more positive attitude toward EMC

Higher score indicates more positive attitude toward EMC

-1B6~-
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Reliability coefficients were calculated to determins

the reliability of the items in each survey factor.

Table V-23 indicates the reliabilities for each fac:or.
They range from a low (and minimally acceptable) .50 to
a-high of .85. Medium to very high confidence can be ’
placed in the accuracy and consistency of the attitude -
measures taken by this Questionnaire in this evaluation.%
No doubt due to the wide variation in response patternsﬁ?
in the juror sample, there is a corresponding fluxuation”
in the reliability of the items on the factors. There

is reasonable evidence to believe, however, that if useé
again, the same items would group together again, forming
the same factors, even with a different sample of jurors.
The evaluators are guite confident that the Juror Atti-
tudinal Questionnaire accurately measures the attitudes
of the jurors sampled.

t=-Tests on Factor Mean Scores.

Question: How large are the differences between EMC-
Inexperienced and EMC-Experienced jurors' mean scores
of attitudes as measured by the five factors? Are any
of the differences large enough to be considered signi-
ficant? .

Table V-23 summarizes the result of the t-test of factor
means. The reader should keep in mind that this analysis
was completed on only the EMC-related Questionnaire.

The table identifies the factor, the factor means for
each group (EMC-Experienced and EMC-Inexperienced), the
standard deviation and the probability statement.

Four of the five factors show significant differences
between the mean scores of the two groups. On Factor 2,
Role Performance, EﬁC-Experienced Jurors' mean score is
1.4 while EMC-Inexperienced Jurors' mean séore is 2.42.
The significant difference means that the EMC-Experienced
group seems confident of their ability to perform in

~185-~
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The judicial system plays a special role in that it is a forum

of last resort where justice ultimately is rendered or occasionally
forfeited. Our system of government tO Some extent insulates

the judiciary from the strong forces, political and economic,

which operate in our society. Courts preserve delicate and
precious rights. Indeed, this is at the root of why cameras

have been denied access to courtrooms for so long. If access
finally is to be granted to extended media, it should be done

carefully.

~245-
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APPENDIX T

Description. of Data Base Characteriestics
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Lo

o 1T ©

.y
s

individual media or netweri Involved in ex:tcondid covarz-o:
Only eguiprment thzt does not .produce Cistragting coo--

or light shall be emplcyed to cover judicial procczdincs,
It shzll be the affirmative duty of extercesd coverire
personnel to demdnstrate to the Judce aZeguvately in adw

the equizment scuch+t to be uscd Zoetr ab

-

arny proceeding th

[V
r

.

sound and light criteriz enumerated herein. E

Except to increase the wattage of existing ccz—“—c;:

- - - -

lights, thare shzll ke no modificiaticns or acdlitions +o li:
equiprent existing in a courtroom. ANy increasss in wattzg:

shall ke with permission of the Judge and, if autharizci, ct
be installed, maintained, and removed without publ*c gnpones

No l1ght or sicnal visible or adudible to trial paccics

pants shall ba used on any eguizment during extenpaa%ccve__c
to indicate whether it is crerating.

Extended ;ove:aée perscrnnel ané egquipment ﬁhali ke
positioned so as to provide reasonable coverage in such
locatioﬂ in the Court facility as shzll ke designated by th
Jucdge. Eguipment that is no:t a ccmponent part of a televis
camera, and video ané sournd recording eguizment, sﬁs]l te

located cutside the cour<roon, uvnless other Trangements 2o

I

approved in aévance by the Judge.

Extencded coverace ‘equirment chall not ke plzced in cr
resoved from the cbu:trc:m excapt prior to or after prococl.
each day, or during a recess.

All extendad coverzge equipment operatore shell zzsuT

rh
[N

their assicned, wed position within the desicnosed arza 2
- I~ . Iy

once established in that pesition shall zce in a mans £0

3
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] rot to call attention to theolr activities. Txoeontoed coocoTnos
- — -y T e T e =
9 equipment oparators ehzll rot.be pecrmitted to mOovVe &2out CLULT

3 the Court sessiosn.

{ Pooling arrangements among ncThers ol the reclia shali Io
5 the sole responsibility ol tlhe redia and =hall not reozuizz the
a) - -

3y = R el b 'S o S
0 Judce cr Court perscnnel to mollate c.sputes. ln the =t

7 of agreement or in the event of unresclved disputes :clag&i; L2
§:: pooling arrangsnents, the Judge rmay termirztec 21l or .':.-.'_.";_?;\i

a9 portions of extended coverage.

10* DATED: . . .

11

12 . JUCGE Of T=E SuFZrnIOR CCURY

13
14
15
16
17
138
19
20
2]
22
23
24
25
20
27
28
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4

To + the attornev-clicnt privilece and the

Tote

"
)

effective right to counsel of all trial parties, there shili.

be no audio coverage of confercnces-botween attoInoys

r

clients or parties, ©r bheotween co-counsel and clicnts o<
parties, or between counsel and the Sudoe held at the bemgh.
There shall ke no extended coverace of any conferanes
held in the charbers of a Judze. - #
In oréder to precluce extended‘covergge of any rattess
presented to the Court in the absence of the jury which 2re
for the purpose of éetermining the admisgibility of evidence,
the Juige may'COndQCt(a hearing in-chanbers.
Ex;ehéed‘coverage in the courircom shall be allowsc
during and onl} during: s : 2 . "

(a) The opening statement of the attorney %

for the Pecple;
(b} The opéning statenent of the ‘attorney o
for the Defendant: : : o .
(¢) The opening arcgument of the attorney - 3
for the Pecople:
(8) . The argu=ent of the attornzay for the
Defendant; and
(e} The closing argurent of the attorney
for the Peo;ie' :
. There shall be no extenced coverz2ge ol Courtrodm pIc-
céedings through any open courtroom Eoo: or window in any c€SoT
or throuch any access ta or.aperﬁure in the courtroca..
EqQuipnent from one televisicn station or netwcsh--

/77
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chlguE:Gd as the poolzng s=zsoiocn ©f CriorTi--82l1 TE T
mitted access to 2 courtroecm proce2ding at one cime., Tnc

pooling stotion or netvork may use a pecriable televis!
camera that ig silent, a viccotap®e elect -~pnic camera. OI.,

the.absence of such ecuimincnt, 2 silent 1émn souné Cn £

(/]

suitable audio svstem exists, 2 microDhone 2nc

one parson.

ameras with not more than +w.o0 lenses for each ca—ar

M -

be permitted in a procceding subject toO extencad covn*ac

second still photograrshar, using not more than two shzll

28

25‘ chances shall be permitted during Court proceedings.

the permitted coverace of the proceedings, recardlﬁss ol

-

No ecuipment Or clothing of any extended coverase

r
"
ct
o
0

sonnel thall bear any insigria or ide ncification ©«

-4
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one auvdio system for broadcast PuUIPOSESs shall ke p=:

places designated in advaznce by the Judge. and operated b

(self-blimped) camera. Ome televicicn cawmera, operated b

essential for media'purposes_shall be unobtrusive, lgzated

one camera persoi. shall be acdmitted to recoré the proc2ziing.

in a proceeding. where possible, audio for all media snzll
from audio systens present in the Cocurt. If no tcchnlcallv

. e it
salg4el wWiIling

_ One still photogrzzher, using not moIre than two still

cameras with not mcre than two lenses for eachﬂcamera, nay
admitted in the discretion of the Judge. Such still cameras

chall not produce distracting clicking sounds or 11cr: éduring

cchedules h and B set forth in Pule 980.2(% ) of california
Rules of Court. NO moto:izeﬂ crive equiprent sh2ll ke peormic

l and no moving lichts, flash attachments, or svécaen 1lighting

be
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1

i
IN TEE SUFERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFONIIR
IN AND FOR THE:COUNTY OF SACRAVTNTO
PEOFLET OF TEE STATE OF CALIFCRNIZ,) NO. 59201 DEZFT. 18
)}
vS. ; _ ORDER ESTARELISHING -
ALAN ROSBINS, y ENTENDED COVERZGT CF <mIin
. ) b i,
.Defendant.) '

[¥0

Erozdeasin

Photographing, recording for broadcasting an

shall not be permittéd within the courtrconm vhile Cou::~ié in

g
session or curing any midé-reorning or nid-afiernocn recese exsz2gy
as auvthorized by this Order.

"Extended coverzge” means any redia recoréinc cr hrzade
casting of proceedings by the uée of television. radio, shcso-
graphic, or recording eguipment.

A'Trial participants” means all parties, attorneys, jurore
witnesées} Court pé:sonnel ané the Judge or JSudges presant
during the conduct of proceedings.

"Media”™ means any news ca2ihering or reporting 2fcncies

and the individual persons involved, ané includes rews

n“
[y}

0
"
"
"
-

"
'
"
L]

radio, television, racdio ard television networis, new

1]
o
o

magazires, tracde pagers, in-house publications, zrofcssic

‘a
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journals, 'or otheI neEws rcoperting ©F news gotheoIint atonIoo:l

whose function it is to inferm the publiz or sco

[
m
n
14
I
U
1
L

thercof.
Extended coveraze chall be conducted sO a2t not to be C
tracting ané not to interfere with the solemnity, decorum

dignity which must attend the making of Cecisions thes 2!

the life, liberty, or preperty of citizens.

No extenced cbverage shall be 2llowed except with thsz
consent of the Judge. Such consent shzll ke in writing,xfile
in the recorad of tﬁe proceedings, and recorceé in the minutcs
of the Court.

The Judgg ray, in the interests of justice, refusé, limis
or terminate extended coverage if a party objects to extenisd
coverace. = : - _ R

The consent of the attorney fo} a ?arty shall nct L=
reguired, but the attorney may direct a motion to the Judsz to
refuse, lirmit, or terminate extended coverage. Such motizsn
shall be directed@ to the discretion of the Judge. The
objection of the attcrrney for a party shall be noteé in thre
record of the'proceedings_ana in the nminutes of the Court.

The Judce may in the intersts of justice, refusge, lImic
or terminate extenced coverace of any witness wpﬁ okjests 2
extended coverage.

) There shall be no closeup or "zooa" extended COV2race

of individual membters of the jury while in the jury Sox. while
within the courtrocs, while in the jury cdeliberation recw
during recess, or while going to or Iroa the celiborzticn =oc

at any tirme.
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1 pursuant to California Rules of Court.
'-" On October 30, 1587, none of the persens oparating The electronic
3 ecuipment gave their names or afsiliation te the Clerk.
4 Therefore, it appearing (1) that there was a faiiure cf the media 1o
5 comsly with the Court's request that they identify each individual opefating.
6 the equipment and identify their media affiliation and (2) since the agiein:-
7 ment of counsel neither the defendant nor his attorney, or either of tﬁbm!
8 ! nas filed a written consent authorizing extended m;dia coverage, furthet
5 media coverage in the case of The People of the State of California vsi
10 Mark Venters McDermand is hereby DENIED. .
11 "1+ shall be the responsibility of theAmedia to make a.separate’
12 request for later extended coverage'. California Rules o% Court 980.2(e}(2).
'3 e L
14 . '
15 b - #
16 !
17 4 27" A
1 | 7
8§ vees: S tmntn 5 /50 %7/'/,»%7%4,
1 VA tbtib A V" GART W. TFOKAS
19 | ) Judge of the Municipal Court
20 ||
21 | )
22
23
24
25
26
13
27 |
28

545




Case3:09-cv-022VRW Document335-5 . Filed12/31/4@ Pagel21 of 207
. MUNICIP. . COURT OF CALIFORNIA, C BTy oF MARIN

CENTRAL JUDICIAL DISTRICT

STATE OF CALIFORNIA ) ss.
COUNTY OF MARIN )

People McDermand

vSs.

ACTION No, ¢ 35]“70

(PROCOF OF SERVICE BY MAIL - 1013a, 2015.5C.C.P.)
] AM A CITIZEN OF THE UNITED STATES AND A RESIDENT OF THE COUNTY AFDRESAID; | Am OVER THE AGE

OF EIGHTEEN YEARS AND NOT A PARTY TO THE WITHIN AROVE ENTITLED ACTION; MY BUSINESS ADDRESS 1S:

MarIN CounTy HaLL OF JusTiceE, CiviC C:_u-r:'n. SaN PEDRD ROAD, SAN RArFagL, CALIF,. 94503,

on .. Ncvenber 5, 1680 . 1 SERVED THE WITHIN Reouest For Extended Media

Coverage

SN THE parties IN SAID ACTIDON, BY PLACING A TAUE COPY THERECGF ENCLOSED IN A

- SEALED ENVELOPE WITH- POSTAGE THEREON FULLY- PREFAID, IN THE UNITED STATES. POST OFFICE MAIL

50X AT SAN RAFAEL, CALIFORNIA, ADDRESSED AS FOLLOWS:
FAID CARRIZD:

Jerry R. Herman, District Attorney A, leonard Biorklund

Rocm 155, Hall of Justice 765 Bridgeway

San Refael, CA 94503 - Sausalito, CA 98985

Ernest H. Short & Assoc,, Inc, Linda Yee

2709 Marconi Ave, IRCX - TV

Sanracento,CA 95321 i 1001 Van Ness Ave.
Sen Francisco, CA

Mark Cohen -

Executive News Producer

IPIX Nevs

855 Battery Street o

Sap Francisco, CA

1 CERTIFY (OR DECLARE) , UNDER PENALTY OF PERJURY
THAT THE FOREGOING IS TRUE AND CORRECT.

Dave Novezber 5, 1980 | &427 4/45»\_.

® NOTARIZATION NOT RESUIRED

203-56 (11-72).
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MUNICIPAL CCURT OF CALITORNIA, CINTRAL .Jumcmx...ms:z;:':—-adac;\"‘“ a

COUNTY OF MARIN

THE PZOPLE OF THE STATE OF CALISORMNIA,

Plaintiff,
C 3570
vs.
REQUEST FOR EXTENDEID
MEDIA COVIRAGE

Nl it St Sl Yol Nt N Vo

MARK VINTERS McDERMAND,
- Defencant,

On October 28, 1980, there was filed with the Court a request for

extended media coverage pursuant to 980.2 Pules of Court. With the request

.was filed a consent bv Distrist Attorney Jercy R. Herman and the defendan.

oy
=

Hara Venters McDermand, who was not represented Fy counsel, .

At 1:00 P.M. on 0ctober 28, 1980,71 d;d advise the media in opeé-
court that I would conmsent to the request for use of electresic equipment
in the courtrﬁom providing cerfain conditions were met, among those being

that the Clerk must be given the names and media affiliation of each person
operating the various elsctronis equivpment. This information was met »ro-
vided To the Clark on October 28<h.

The defendant anpeared. Also appearing was Frank J. Cox, Chief Deputy
Publie Dgfender. who advised the Court that Mr. MzDermand was eligible for
court-eppointed counsel and he further advised that the Public Defender
would not be able to represent Mr. Melermand due to a conflict of interest.

A 1list of thres nanes was given to the Clerk regarding appoinimen: of coussal

and the matter wes continued one day to Cctober 29th ar 1:00 P.M. for

arraigament, appointment of counsel and entry of plea. The defandans
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acdvised by the Couxrt that although he rhad given his gocnsent I extended
madia coverage, he may wish to discuss this with his courzT-agoointed counsel
as to whether such consent would continue.

On Cctober 29th at 1:00 P.M. Hr. Bruce B. Bales appeared, acdvising
the Court he may be able To accept the appointment. The defendant indi:%:ed

to the Court that Mr. Bales had participated in the prosecution of Nr.

%

McDermand within the near past. Therefore, ths matter was continued one

=
Ed

day for either the appearance of Mr. Louis Hawkins or Mr. A. Lecnard

Bjorklund for acceptance of appointment. The defendant was again advzied
with regard to the consent to extend;d pedia coverage; that he may Qigi

to reconsidar this matter and further adviSQ the Court whether he wished

to continue to give such consent. Hatter wa; continued to October 30, 1380 |
at 1:00 P.M. for arcaignment, appearance of counsel and acceptance of
appointment, entry of plea and settiﬁg of the Preliminary Hearing. fﬁd

names of the perscns cperating the electronic equipment and the media
affiliation were not given to the Clerk.

On October 230th at 1:00 P.M. Mr., A, Leonard Bjorklund appeared wiz

-he defendant advising the Court that he would accept the appeintment and

the defendant was advised of the charges against him and peésbnally;entered
pleas of not guilty. Time was waived by both the defendant and counses

for Preliminary Hearing and matier ua; set for Ducember 2nd for Preliminacy
Hearing. Neither the defsndant nor his counsel objected to the appearance

of the media in the courtroom or the use of the electronic recording systens..
The Court‘requested that the defendant and his counsel advise whether they
wish to continue consent of extended media coveragé or withdraw their cen-
sent (althouzh no objection was made to the appearance of the media for
October 30, 1980). HNo affirmation was made by or on behalf of the defendant

or his counsel that thay wish to consent to any further extended covirage
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11.

12.

DATED:

exnibits eixcept by ordar of the Cou--.

.....

At all recesses and 2djourmmants, and as any otxar
time the Jury is retiring from the courtrocm, or

while the defendant is being moved to or from the
courtrioom, spectators shall remain seated until the
Jury and the defaendant have had ample time to wisthdr:
* - g_ M
in

=5
e

accordance with ﬁule 580.2 of thé Califprnia Rules of

A1l mecdia personnel shall conduck: tﬁemselves

Court. Any violation of said rule or of the provisic
of this order shall be deemed sufficient cause for
excluding the violator from the courtroom and such

other action as the Court may deem legally pfbper.

Tanz Q1981

—A o_Aix

JUDGE OF ?HE SUPSRIOVR COURT
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THE SUPERIOR COURT O THE STATE OF CALIPORUIA

UL

-1
3
'

e

R
1o
I e

|
|
|

R
l
;

(Y Ernest H. Short & Assoziales

550

2 l IN AND POR THE COTRTY OP BUITZ
i! CUARK A, 2230, County Cur

i o FHRIO
4; THE FEOPLE OF THE STATE OP CALIFORNIA,

) E Plaintir?, .

6 vs. NO. 74834 T

7 ! ) ORDER PO FITEITMED WIDIA COVIIAGE

8 PRANK JACK ESSEETT,

9 Defendant.
10

n S |
12 AUTHORIZATION IS EZRERY GIVZR to Chico Ente:prise-ﬁegsia tﬁ_éond=Et
13‘ extendsd medias coverage in the above entitled matter. Only ope still cadera
14 is to be in the courtroom in a fixed position apd the egquiplert %0 be %sed
18 ghall consist of s Minalta 75 35mm still camera.
16 The media is prohibited froa photographing ang witness posing an ob~
17 jection, and 1% lhill be 1limited to open courtroon se=sions in fro=t of the
18 2 JusT, and pot during voir dire exaxzination i the selection thereo?.
19 There will be po close-up shots or 200D lenses in this extended.covtr-
20 age of ipdividual menbers of the Jjury.
21 I Dated: June Bth, 198l. ;
22 i _
23 i —TEZ;?auiaLB\TTL-(J~#f§:
-1 ' Rezinald N, Watt, Judge
24 i
o5.3 CE: Distriet Attorney
Jerry Fenkel, Dzfense Counael

25 ! Chies Eaterprise-Racord
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1

I THEZ SUPENIOR COUDRT O CALIFOPNTL

COWMITY OF ALAMEDA

)
|
o
o
o
1
'

PLOPLT Or THE STATLC OF
CALIFORNIA,

Plaintiff, No. 70511

vsS.

KZUNETH EUGENE PARNELL, ORDER RE EXTLNCID COVERAGE

Dafendant.

Sl Bl Nl Skl Ut Nt Vel ek i s gt Nt

From the wide attention attracted to this case resulting
in massive publieity, the Court is of the opinion that the
following rules are necessary to a constitutionally guaranteeg,
;ﬁderly and fair trial by an impartial jury, and therefore |

Q
"
1h

ers:
The reguest of the media for extended coverage of the
rial herein is granted, subject to the following terms and
conditions:
the prospective jury during voir dire.
2. There shall be no extended coverage of any proceedirgs
not had in open court.

3. No more than one (1) televicion camera shall be

permitted in the courtroom at any given time. It shall

be the responsibility of the media to determine whose
camera will be used.

4. No more than one still photographer, using not more

551
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than two still cameras with not more thaon tuc loan=s-
for each camara, shall be permitred in the courtzco -
at any given time. It shall be the,responsibil;:?

of the madia to determine wvhose camera will be wus=zZ.
One audio system for broadcast purposes shall be
permitted in the courtroom at any given time. - It
shall be the responsibility ¢f the media to determine
wvhose audio systen will-be used. ' This order is not
meant to proscribe the use of shall, pocket-size
recorders by individual members of the media.

The Court reserves thg right to amend, modify, or
otherwise change this order*at any time during the
proceadings.

Members of the news media shall not interfere"in“ang
way with prospective jurors, nor shall any attempt be
made to talk to any jurer.

All entrance ways, corridors and approaches to the
courtroom will be kept ctlear at all times for frce
access thereto by those using them in the course of
their employmen:t or those having business to transact
therein.

The area of the courtroom inside the rail is reserved
for the defendant, ccﬁnsel, members of the Bar, Cqurt
personnei and such witnesses as counsel may désire to
be within the bar for consultation purposes. NO one
else will enter without permission of the Court.

No one except attorneys of record, their agents,

Court personnel, witnesses and Jurors may handle
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APPENDIX E

Examples of Orders Regarding
Extended Media Coverage
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NAME

BASIZ./EXP.

condensed
answer

JUPROR

coments/explaration

Media noticed

Favor/unfaver very 3 ve-s
unfav- & feor-
orable [ | | la=1e

distraction/ %

coursroom >
environment =
pehavioral

effacts

Prefer preserce/
reluctant to

serve -

tential harm

Portion specially

impertant

Media influence

del iber_ation

How many times have you served on a jury?

Types of cases

Nature of media coverage case received

Sex: M F

-Age: under 25 25-34 35-44

Occupation:

45-54 over S5

Education:

No formal schooling
Elementary: 1 2 3
High School: 5 10
College: 13 14
Graduate decree:

4§ 5 6 7 8
11 12
15 16
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- i vt

CASE

NAME

FOR PLTF./DLEF./PEQPLL WITNTSS

BASE./EXP.

condensad
answer comments/explanation

Media noticed

1’t~l.~:f EER

o
} o

favor/unfaver Vuigwr_ l

able | | ) |

Hh
” 1 I
P o

H
'

m(

Distract/
affect testimony

Potential
harm

Prefer presence/
 testify/again

)

Nuarber of
tires a
witness

Sex: M F .
Age: under 25 25-34 - 35-44 45-54 over 55

Fducation: No formal schooling
Flementary School: 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
High School: 9 10 11 12
College: 13 14 15 16
Graduate Level:
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POST-IVENT JUROR INTERVIEW - EXPERIMENTAL

what specific media personnel and eguipment did you net:icc
during the proceedings? ' - ' :

You have just participated as a juror in a trial which hac
TV cameras, still cameras, and/or radio coverage. Do you
favor allowing this type of media coverage in the courtroct?
(Mark answer on interview sheet).

Were you distracted by the presence of TV camerzs, stilly
cameras, and/or radio? Create nervous reaction? Nature of
distraction. What effects, if any, did you perceive that
the cameras had on the courtroom environment? Flow of
proceedings? '

What, if any, behavioral effects on trial participants resulted

"from EMC?

attorneys/jPage/withess/pafty

_Would you prefer cameras not be present? Would you be

reluctant to serve as a juror again solely because of the
presence cof TV cameras, still cameras, or radio?

Are you fearful that some harm {psychological, reputaticral,
physical, or financial) could come to you Or your family as
a result of possible media coverage of this trial? If yes,
what portion of your fear is attributable to coverage by
TV cameras, Still camera or radio? Vi

Was there any portion of the trial which seemed to carry a
particularly special importance in influencing your decisicn-
making? _

In your opinion, did media exposure influence deliberations?

(Complete information on interview summary form.)
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POST-EVENT ATTORNEY INTERVIEW - EXPERIMENTAL

What specific media personnel and equipment did you not:ice
during the proceedings?

Please discuss any adverse effects you perceived on the cic-
nity and decorum of the courtroom as a result of EMC. =

Behavioral effects on trial participants.

CHOR

Judge: 'supervision/decisions/order

Witness: truthfulnéss/nervousness/ccmpleteness

Other Attoineys: quality of representation/strategy
Jurors: fair Qerdict/distracted

How, if at all, was your strategy and representational gquality
affect by EMC?

Witness called or not called 3
guestion/area not addressed or specifically addressed
‘strategy e B - - ")
nervousness/behavior action .

]

in what ways was EMC a positive or negative experience? .
What surprise or problems, if any, occurred?

Wwhat regrets, if any, do you have in consenting to EMC?
Would you prefer cameras not be present? Participate again?

Describe the differences you noticed in editing practices used
by conventional media. Your feelings about these changes?

How many years have you been a practicing trial attorney? -
Number of highly visible media trials? -
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PCST-

 reluctant to testify again either in this trial or scme other procaslin

EVENT WITNESS INTERVIEW - EFERIMETAL

Wnat specific media personnel and egquigment did you notice during the
proceeding?

vou have just participated as a witness in a trial which had TV camvras,
still cameras, and/or radio coverage. Do you favor allowing this type
of media coverage in the courtroom? (Mark answer on interview sheet) 7

To what extent, if any, did TV cameras, still cameras, or radic ejuimsn:t
distract you in giving testimony? In what way, if amy, was the ccntel
of your testirmony or the manner of your responding different Cue to the
presence of this equipment and the kmowledge that your testimony might
be broadcast by these media? (e.g. nervousness) ' .

Are you fearful that same ham (psychological, reputational, physical or
financial) could came to you Or your family as a result of possible cov-
erage of your testimony by television (i.e. cameras)?

wWould you prefer to have testified without the cameras? Would you be

with camera coverage?
How mary times have you been a witness? (get details)

{Complete summary interview questicnnaire.)
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JUDGE

corments/explanation

Media roticed

Increased super-
visory responsi-
bility and how

Dignity &
Decornam

Witness
Effects

Attormey
Effects

Juror

Effects

K3
k3

Positive or
Negcative exper-
ience, surprises,

problems
p ~

Regrets

Prefer preserce/
participate

again

Editing
Effects

Nurnber of
cases

General

- Added

Effects

Cther
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ATTOBNTY
Do evnne

comments/explanation

Media noticed

- Dignity &

Decornan

Jucce
efiect

Witness
effects

Cther attormey
effects

Jurer
effects

Your behavier/

| strategy

Positive or
necstive exper-
ience, swprises,
prcblems,

Regrets

Prefer presence/
participate
again

Editing
Effects

Years attorney
and nurtber of
cases

General added
effects

Cther
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Personal Interview Question
and Answer Sheets

*Judge
*attorney
*Witness

*Juror

561
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POST-EVENT JUDGE INTERVIEW - EXPERIMEINTAL

1. What specific media personnel and equipment did you notice
during the proceeding?

2. Describe the extent to which EMC increased your supervisory
responsibilities. How did those increased responsibilities
interfere with your principal duties as judge? :

3. Please discuss any adverse effects you perceived on the dig-
nity and decorum of the courtroom as a result of EMC.

g
4. Wnat, if any, behavioral effects on trial participants aid’
EMC have? . '

Witness: truthfulness/nervousness/completeness
Attorneys: gquality of representation/strategy . *
Jurors: fair ye;dict/distraction '

5. In what ways was EMC a positive or negative experience?
What surprises or problems, if any, occurred? _ o .-

6. What regrets, if any, do you have in consenting to EMC?
7. Would you prefer cameras not be present? Participate agzin?

8. pDescribe the differences you noticed in editing practices usel
by EMC compared to those used by conventional media. Your
feelings about these changes?

§. How many cases have you presided over in which there was high
media visibility? |
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FARLTEAS IN TEE C:}L?_'??umn OUZE . Sl rl

[ Name ' ' Case

~

Proceecing TYPe Date 0f Procesding

{Tor evaluator use only)

1. What specific media personnel and equipment did you notice during the procesdings?

How noticeable and/or distracting would you say the equipment and persannel were?

. = . . . X ei11 ras

. have just participated as a jurcr in a.t::.al_wmch had TV cameras, still came: X

’ :gg/or racjiio coverage. Do you favor allowing this type of media coverage in the court-
rocm? (Please mark below as appropriate.) .

ok
T

L , Very
o ) Unfz:;gable | - ) | [ | I _Favbrable _ _

| >——=—"% 5 6 .

il

3. What effects, if any, did you perceive the cameras had on the courtroam envircnment?

Did the cameras affect the flow of the proceedings?

4. Do you think the presence of cameras had any effects on the other trial participants
(judge, attorneys, parties, ar witnesses?)

5. would you prefer cameras not have been present?

Would you be reluctant to serve as a juror again'solely because of the possible preses
of TV cameras, still cameras, or radioc at the trial?

* (OVER}Y
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Are vou fearfol ";"‘.E.’.AE harm (psychelogizal, repuestis ’;H sigal, or fimormaianc -
could came to you or | ar family as a result of pcss_blc. Tla coverace ©f thls eraavs

If yes, what porticn of your fear is attributahle to coverage by TV cameras, still
camera or radio?

Was there any portion of the trial which seemed to carry a particularly spec131 i= ...- tance
in influencing your decision-making? %

In your opinicn, @id media exposure influence deliberations? -

t main impressiocn do you have regarding this "cameras in the courtroom" experience?

BACKGROUND INFORMATICON
How many times have you served on a jury?

Types of Cases

Nature of media coverage case received

Sex: ' M F
Age: urder 25 2534 A%-44 * 45-54 over 55
Occupation:

Fducation: No formal scheoling
Elementary: 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
High Scheol: 9 10 11 12
College: 13 14 15 16
Graduate degree:
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Procescing TyPe Date of Proceczing

J

For evaluatcr use only)

What specific media perscnnel and equipment do you remember being present at the ca—=ra

1.
event in your courtroan?
How noticeable and/or distracting would you say the eguipment and personnel were?
2. Describe the extent to which the camera event increased your superviscry respcnesibilities.

How did those increased responsibilities interfere with your principal duties as jucca?

3. Please describe all adverse effects you perceived cn the dignity and decorun of the
courtroam as a result of the presence of cameras.

)

4. Wnhat, if any, behavicral effects on trial participants did the presence of cassras have?
on Witnesses? (truthfulness? nervousness? ccmpletenéss?).
On Attorneys? {(general behavicr? gquality of representation?)
On Jurors? (distracti_m? fair verdict?)

On Parties? (general behavior?)

(OVER)
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6. What regrets, if any, do you have in consenting to the cameras?

7. Would you prefer cameras not be present?
Would you participate again in a cameras in the court event?

8. (Opticnal) 1f you saw a subsequent media broadcast of the event covered in your courts

- - - describe the differences you noticed- in editing practices used by television conpared
to those used by the conventional (print) media. What are your feelings about thes.
changes?

9. How many cases have you presided over in your career as a judge wmn:h you would say he
high "visibility" in the media?

10. What main impression do you have regarding this "cameras in the courtroom" experience?
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REQUESTY TO CONLUCT EXTENDED MEDIA COVERAG. | FOR COURT USE On.

NAME OF MEDIA ORGANIZATION: 1
NDIVIDUAL SUBMITTING REQUEST:

2
DDRESS:

PHONE:
2. NAMEOF COURT:

STREET ADDRESS:

MAILING ADDRESS:

CITY aND b4 A

BRARCH NAME:
3. NAME OF JUDGE
4. NAME OF CASE: : CASE NUWBER,
5. TYPE OF PROCEEDING AND PART(S) OF PROCEEDING TO BE COVERED

DCrlminal {specify charges):

DCMI {specity type, 0.0.. perscnal tnjury, domestic reiations, elc.)

Spacific pans to be covered (8.0., ball hearing, preliminary hearing, particular witness(ss) a! trial, sentencing hearing):

Date(s) of proposed coverage: ’
§. CONTEMPLATED USE OF EXTENDED MEDIA COVERAGE (Pleasr briefly indicate intended use of this extended medie

coverage —e.§., 45 NEWS SIOTY, Jfeature, public affairs program, eic. This notation in no wey limits inlended use.} .
7. CONTEMPLATED DISSEMINATION OF COVERAGE (Pilease check approprioie boxes, Nototion does not limit dissemination.)
. .. [JLocat Only [] Network or Syndication '

(] Print Media [ Print (wire servica or
[} Radio or noniocal paricdicad
) [ Radio

B. EQUIPMENT TO BE USED (Please list Iype, brand and specifications of sll equipment 1o be used Jor this extended media coverage.)
g. CERTIFICATION OF NOTIFICATION OF EVALUATOR (AND IN CRIMINAL TRIALS, OF DEFENDANT AND PROSECUTOR)

AND OF COMPLIANCE WITH EXTENDED MEDIA COVERAGE RULES.
i hereby certity that prior to submission of this request: -
a. The evaiuatlon tearn was contacled by calling collect to (91€) 486-9131 and was Intormed of intended submission of

the requast. :
b. A copy ot this compleied request was malied 10 Ernast M, Short & Associates, 2708 Marconl Avenue, Sacramento, CA

95821.
¢. H this Is a criminal case In a irial court, 8 copy of this form and of the form, CONSENT FOR EXTENDED MEDIA

COVERAGE, ware dellversd to the prosecutor and lo sach defencant’s atiornay, or, it any deiendant Is not
tepresented by an attorhey, 10 the defencant personally.

{ turther cenify that it consent is grantad lo conduct extended media coverage In this case, ail personnel of this media
organization will abide by 1he provisions of ruie $80.2, Calitornia Ruies of Court, - '

By

{Sighature}

(Printed Name)

(S upervisofy PSailion in Megia Organizaiion)
SEE THE AEVEMSE SI0E FOR INSTRUCTIONS

REGQUEST TO CONDUCT EXTENDED
MEDIA COVERAGE
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A

INSTRUCTIONS FOR USING THIS FORM

IN CRIMINAL CASES IN TRIAL COURTS

Fiiling Out the Form

Be sure 1o supply all requested information. i you
are not sure of information for ilems 2, 3, or 4, con-
tact the clerk of court. A supervisor should sign the
certification in item 9.

When the form is compieted, copies should be made
and handled as follows:

Delivery of the Coples

A copy of this completed form and one of the form
CONSENT FOR EXTENDED MEDIA COVERAGE,
with tems 1 through 4 filied In, shouid be deliverad
10 the prosecutol and one to the attomey for each
gefendant. If any defencdant is not represented by &
lawyer, then the copies should be delivered to the
defandant personaily.

A copy of this completed form should aiso be mail.
ed 1o the following address: :

Ernest H. Short & Associates
2709 Marconi Avenue
Sacramento, CA 95821

Delivery and mailing of all copies should bs com-
pleted before the original of this {orm is delivered t0
the court.

Submitting the Original

Deliver the original of this form to the clerk of the

court where {he proceeding 1o be covered is held.
This should be done a reasonable time in advance of
the svent to De covered,

- fotlows:

D

IN CIVIL AND ALL OTHER CASES

Filling Cut the Form

Be sure 1o supply all requested information. If you
are not sure of information for items 2, 3, or 4, con-
1act the cierk of count. A supefvisor shouid sign the
cerilfication of compliance In ltem 9.

Once the form Is completed, make one copy in adgi-
tion-to the original. The forms are to be handled as

Malling the Copy
Mail the completed copy to the tollowlﬁg.address:
- Ernest H. Short & Assoclates
2709 Marconl Avenue
Sacramento, CA 95821

Mailing of the copy should be compieted before the
original of the form is delivered 10 the court.

Submitting the Original
Deliver the original of this form to the clerk ot the
court where the proceeding 10 be covered is held.

This should be done a reasonable time in agdvance ol
the svent to be covered,
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APPENDIX B

oy

) _ . Form Developed by . A
Administrative Office of the Courts
Reguest To Conduct Extended Media Coverage
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-~ SCEEDULE A
FILM CAMERAS 16mm Sound on Film (self-blimped)
1. CINEMA PRODUCTS CP~16A~R Sound Camera
2. ARRIFLEX 16mm-16BL Model Sound Camera
3, FREZZOLINI 16mm (LW16) Sound on Film Camera
&. AURICON ' "Cini-voice® Sound Camera i
€. AURICON *pPro-600" Sound Camera N
¢.. GENERAL CAMERA §§ 1I1 Sound Camera 2
7. ECLAIR Model ACL ' Sound Camera
f. GENERAL CAMERA DGX Sound Camera
©. WILCAM REFLEX . 16mm "Sound Camera

VIDEO TAPE ELECTRONIC.CAMERAS

1. Tkegami . HL-77 HL-33  BL-35 AL-34  HL-5!
i 2. RCA TR 76 '
) %k, Sony DXC-1600 Trinicon
Ja. ASACA ACC-2006 . -
. Bitachi SK 80 SK 90 S
L. Hitachi o FP-3030 - o A .
(. Philips . LDR-25 ‘
“. Sony BVP-200 ENG Camera
f#. Fornseh Video Camera
¢, JVC-8800 u ENG Camera
0. AKAI CVC-150 VTS-150
11. Panasonic WV-3085 NV=-3085
12. JvC ~ GC-4802u

VIDEO TAPE RECORDERS/used with video cameras

1. lkagami 3800
2, Sony 3800
3. Sony BVU-100
d. Ampex video Recorder
5. Panasonic 1 ineh video Recorder
6. JVC 4400
7. Sony 3800R
) Toverl
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SCHEDULE

Rangefinder

Leica M42

Single Lens Reflex

Nikon FM
Niken FE
Canon Al
Canon AEl
Canon AT
Minolta XD1l
Pentax. MX
Qlympus OM-I

B

12
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unresolved disputes relating to pocling arrangements, the
ﬂ) judge may terminate all or any portions of extended
coverage.

(j) [Liaisen]

(1) When more than one media representative reguests
extended coverage of any kind, the media collectively
chall designate one representative to coordinate with the
court representative any matters relating to extended
coverage.

(2) A court may designate 2 judge or court represen=
tative to coordinate with the media relating to extended
coverage. ‘

(k) [Ruling on matters not covered by these rules)

(1) Should a decision be required on any issue that
is not covered by these rules, it shall be within the sole
discretion of the judge to make such decision.

_ (2) Nothing in these rules shall be interpreted to
1imit or restrict the power of the judge to control the
_) conduct of the proceedings, including, but not limited
' "to, daily hours of court, order of proof, attendance
of trial participants, location of hearings outside
the courtroom when necessary, Or any other matters
within the discretion of a trial judge.

Rule 980.3. Experimental extended coverage for educa-
tional use

(a) During the period that this rule is in effect,
the provisions of rule 980 shall not apply to the photo-
graphing or recording for educational use of court pro-
ceedings within the courts of the State of California}
if the requirements of this rule are observed. This rule
chall take effect on June 1, 1980, and shall continue in
effect to and including May 31, 1981.

{b) A judge may authorize photographic or electronic
recording of appropriate court proceedings for educational

use under the following conditions:

[over]
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(i) The means of recording will not distract partic-

ipants or impair the dignity of the proceedings;

{2) The trial participants consent to being depicted;

{3) The reproduction will not be exhibited until

after the proceeding has been concluded and all direct

appeals have been exhausted; and
{(4) The reproduction will be exhibited only for in-

structional purposes.

10
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APPENDIX J

General Attitude Survey Pre-Post
Mean Scores for Judges, Prosecutors,

and Defenders, Items 1 through 27
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__(_"')

CaseB:%%c‘g/f-

QZZ?%&MQ@U mﬁﬂt%&-wleﬁéw.spagefea BERGFR LS

legal ==
JUDGES PROSECUTORS DIFT oIz

FRE FOST FRE FOST FRE PozT
Response Abs. Abs. Abs. Abs. As . Abs. -
Category Freq. Pct. Freg. Pct. Freq. Pot. Freq. Pot. Fregq. Pct. Fres. Poxo
Strongly
MgTee 1 L1 n 11 49 28% 23 21% 48 281 23 23t
roree 2 216 ST 107 4B 77 4w 57 s BB SV 68 g1t
o Opi . : .
ion 3 41 1 =t 16% 2 in 10 9" i7 DL I BY
Disagree 4 74 204 62 28 25 1482 15 17 18 11 1oy
Strurgly
Disagree 5 12 3% [ Qon 2 .1 0 (1]} 1 10 0 o8
Total -
Namnber - .
of Cases 372 223 174 m in 108
Mean Score 2,51 2.7 2.16 2.26 2.04 2.0

3

Survey Jtem § 22

PL of courtrtan [xoceedings

[

will adversaly affect the truthfulness of witness test imony.

JDGES PROSECUTCRS LEFENSE

PRE POST PRE FOST PRE POST
Response Abs., Abs . Abs. Abs, . Abs. Abs.
CategoTy Freq. Pot. Freg. Pct. Freg. Pct. Freg. Pct. Freg. Pot. Fremg. Pet
Strogly : )
Mre 1 5 2% 6. 8 = 7 63 24 Wy A
Mres 2 53 14 2 " 45 26V 20 0 49 28 n 3o
Fo Opdin= . |
ion 310 In 5% 253 46 26V pa 19 a8 28 23 23
Dissgres ¢ Js4 S 128 SV €3 3 M v 4 oy 279 27
Strongly
Disagree 5 24 6 13 (11 13 0N 9 (1) 3 n 1 1
Total
Numboer
of Cases 377 224 175 111 1m 109
Mean Score  3.48 S 3.54 3.16 3.4 2.4 2.60
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Survey Item $24
DL sentencing Prooeedings will improperly influence 8 judge in the semtencis deciciom

-l

TGS PRCSICUTORS DIFEORS
PRC ST FRE PosT PRE PooT
Fesponse Abs. Abs. Abs. Abs. Abs, Abs.
| Category Freg. Pct. Fregq. Pct. Freq. Pct.  Freg. Pet. Freq. Pet.  Freg. Pon.
’ ’ Stromgly :
| © AgTee 29 Bl 1 58 'I n 3 n 87 Sl 54 50t
Mree 2 .2 klel ) 44 20 a4 25 22 20% 64 IN 39 36}
No Opin=- -
ion 3 & 1n 28 1n o 1n 23 21y 7 44 B ™
Disagree 4 163 441 117 5 ri/ L1 ) 57 51 1 6% ? i
Stromgly :
Disagree 5 24 | a1 14 -1 ] 6 5 2 n o] ¢}
- Total
Nrber
of Cases 37 24 . 174 hh S 1 17 los
3.4 3.28 N 1.7 1.70

Mean Score

.n
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Survey Item |
BrC of courtrooh proceedings will cause prosecutors W ;-..qup o the med s to enharce

the re—election preospects of the District Aticrney.
‘ JDGES PROSECUTORS DEFTTIRS
PRE POST PRE PCT FRE

Res=anse Abs, ’ Abs, Abs. Abs. Abs . Absg,
Category Freg. Pct. Freq. Pect. [Freg. Poct. Freg. Pot. Freq. Pet. Fres.  Pen,

A

Strongly

AgTCe 1 41 1 12 11 (3 N 12 1% 66 K[ L Y b B 1 |
Mree 2 155 Al 88 40n 30 17 17 158 69 40v 44 4D
No Opin- R

icn 3 R 47 2 29 1M ST S1v 25 15y 9 1Y
Disagree 4 B8 24\ 4 3% T2 41 25 23 1L & 9 8\
Sgumly )

Disagree 5 s 2 2. 18 37 2% 0 0 0 o 0 0
Total -
Namher .

of Cases In 223 174 m n 109

Mean Score  2.65 2.85 2.60 3.86 1.89 1.82
Survey Item 119

I
BC will make withesses mare reluctant to testify.

JUDGES PROSECUTORS DEFENSE
PRE FOST PRE FOST PRE FoST
Response Abs. Aba. Abs. Abs, Aba. Abs.:
Catagary Freg. Pct. Freg. Poct Freq. Pct an Pct. Freg. Pct. Freg. Pect.
Strongly
MAgree .1 48 1% 4 A 58 I 19 in .50 29 Kk} 31

ATt 2 214 ST s in 86 45% 65 55 8s 524 54 S1v

ion 3 9 1n 35 16n 12 N 14 1M 19 18 12 L
Disagree 4 59 160 54 24\ 17 10 12 118 12 i) 1 ™
Strorgly -

Disagree 5 5 1 2 p{ 1 0 s 1 N 1
Total

Nunber

of Cases . 37% 224 174 110 in 107

Wi Qenmn B 2 ¢en 1.9% 2.17 1.98 1.9
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B of ncnermiinal proceedings wall mot discourage €2 5 from filimg suin,
JIDGES PROSECUTORS DET s

PRE POST FRE FET PFRE PO
Resporse Abs. Abs. Ahs. Abs., A, Abs .
Category Freq. Pct. Freg. Pct. Freq. Pct. Freq. Pct. Freq. Pect. Fresg. Poi.
Strongly .
Agree 1 44 1 23 10M 10 3 4 “ 9 1Y 6 3
Agree _ 2 257 8% 162 ™ 88 50 -1 S0h (-1 asnx " 48 44\
ion 3 51 14% 30 148 45 prd:1) 40 36 65 3 40 mn
Disagree 4 22 6V 6 3% 24 M 8 TN 26 1% 13 1
Strogly : . ’ .
Disagree 5 300N 2 LY 4 il 3 N 5 n 2 n
Total
Nurnber -
of Cases 3 223 175 10 171 109
Mean Sccre 2,16 2.1 2.57 2.56 2.72 2.61
Sovey Iten 121 . .
Mofcmlpmceaﬁ:qsudllggrésultmmtmdlmgemmm:uumof .

. participants.
JUDGES PROSECUTORS DEFENSE

PRE FOST PRE POST PRE FCST
Categary Freg. Pct. Freg., Pct. Freqg. Pet.  Freg. Pot.  Freg. Poct.  Freg. Pot
Strugly
Mrea 1 8 ] Q ] 5 ‘4 44 5 n 8 n
Mrm 2 142 @ 4 428 53 38 36 3 17 10V 13 12
o Opin- _ oy )
ion 3 59 16 VIR L C YR~ B U S L 1n 12 L VAR L B §
Disagree 4 147 234 - 26 My M AN 47 an 69 41\ 43 40
Stromgly
Disagree 5 22 6% n sy 18 lov 5 51 67 N 0 r
Total
Nunkoer
of Cases 378 223 175 m 170 108

2.95% 3.23 3.12 4.04 4.13

sSpervey Itam J0

Mean Score 3.09
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Cas@&me@ewMM% 1eﬁﬂéaiezf3w*%g*eﬁsﬁf'zo’r
. }

Survey Item 114

JDGEES PROSEDUTCRS DEEDTS
PRE FosT FRC POST PRE poiT
Response Abs. Abs. -Abs, Abs . A, Abs.
Category Freq. Pct. Freg. Pct. Freg. FPot. Freg. Pot. Freq. Pct.  Freg. Poz.
,. stromgly i
AgTee 1 3 18 9 5% 6 5\ 19 1 16 15V
Agree 2 42 11 21 9% as 200 20 1Bt 56 3% 32, 30
No Opin- ) . s i
ion 3 83 40 18V 52 308 18 16} 29T 1IN 200 19
Disagree 4 210 550 145 64 69 39 57  5A 55 I £V R ¥ 1
Strorgly ' )
Disagree 5 41 1t 19 8% 1 & 11 1k 12 n 5 54
Total .
Rumnber -
of Cases 379 228 176 12 171 107
Mean Scare  3.64 3.68 .22 3.42 2.91 2.81

mpuiﬁhqdmofmprmd&gswﬂlhgnf.actcrinattnmcynegof_ia::;m

in a case.
IS PROSECIITCRS [EFENSE

PRE FOST PRE ROST FRE POST
Response Abs. Abs. Abs. Abs.. A&, Abs,
Cateqory Freg. Poct. Freg. Prt. Freq. et Freg. Pct. Freg. Fot. Freg. Pct.
Strongly 7
Mres 17 1 5 n 16 9% 7 (3] LB 21 19V
Mgee 2 151 S 103 ¢St o8 560 48 4N 96 S S8 53\
N Cpin-
ion 3 109 29% 63 28% 2 1By 24 214 26 15% 16 15%
Disagree 4 54 140 50 2 24 14 - A4 28\ 16 9 1 1
Strangly :
Disagree 5 9 s Y 6 n 5 n 2 s} 1} oa 1 i
Total
Nurber
of Cases 380 227 175 112 in 109
Moan Score 2,60 2.78 2.4% 2.76 2.15 2.2
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Survey Jtem . .
BT of pail proceedings will wmproperly influence a ju . serting bal..
JUDGES PROSECUTORS DT oS
FRE POST FRE POCT P_R_":' o
Response  Abs, Abs. Abs. Abs. Abs. Aos.

Categery Freq. Pct. Freq. Pct. Freq. Pct. Freq., Pet. - Freq. Pot.  Freg. Pet.

strongl :

AgTee i 1 24 & '3 3 10 6% 2 11 B4 4%V 53 50t
Agree 2 125 3N £3 28 56  32¢ 31 28V 62 36\ 46 43
imop S 3 53 14 a5 18y 30 1M 2 20 12 ™5 5%
Disagree 4 147 39% 112 S04 69 391 49 A4 13 Bv 3 n
Strongl . _

Disagrez 5 3 B 9 4 n & 7 1) 0 o0 o\
Nunber . .
of Cases 3 225 176 111 1n 107

Mean Score 3,09 .24 3.09 3.25 1.73 1.

ADGES PROSIDUTCRS DEFENSE

FRE FOST PRE ST FRE POST
Response  Abs. Abs. Abs. AbS.. Abs. Abs..
Categury Freq. Pot. Treq. Prct. Freg. Pot. Freg. Pct. Freg. Pot. | Freg. Pet.
Stromyly o
hgree 6 4 1 11} 2 13 2 19 1 n 9
Ares 2 7% 200 40 18% 27 1R 2 -1 20 12y 15 14h
No Opin- . '
ien 3 B3 2 45 20% 31 18 62 56% ki ] N €9 64\
Disagree 4 194 52¢ - 1M 60% g5 5S4\ 7 1} 94  S5% 15 14
Su'cngl.y ‘
Disagroe 5 17 5n 4 23 20 U o 0% 18 1 0 Y
Total
Number -
of Coses 376 224 175 1.1.1 17 1087

“Muan Score  3.37 3.45% 3.59 3.50 3.6) 3.83
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about the case:. -2use of BMC of the trial

JUDGES PROSEICJTORS PETIINS

Rasponse Abs, Abs. Abs, Abs ., Abs, Abs.
Category Freg. Pct. Freg. Pct. Freq. Pct. Freg. Pot. Fregq. Pct. Freg. proe.

Strongly i . .

Agree . 1 21 (1] 8 1) 7 4% 4 Qn 39 23 28 264
Agree 2 123 I 5] 234 7% 434 k| 29 84 4N 47 4431
ion 3 72 I 54 24 3o iIn 21 19 pag mn 10 :11

Disagree 4 144 - 38% 100 443 56 in 51 45% 22 i) ) 23 211

Strorgly . . . 7
Disagree 5 1§ 5% 2 s g s 3 n ‘ 2 0 o
Total
Number . -
of Cases 379 225 176 12 170 108
Mean Score  3.05 .25 2.90 3.14 2.22 2.26
' - - -
Survey Itsm 110

Dcdwmw:glmnmtaﬂctnjuﬂge‘s ability to mmintain m't:m'n.arﬂe.r.

JDGES PROSECUTORS DEFENGSE

PRE ST il FOST PR FOST
Response Abs, Abs. Abs. Abk.. Aba. Abs .
Catequry Freq. Pct. Frey, Pet Freg. Pect. Freq. Pct Freq. Pct. Freq. Pet.
Strorgly
Jgree 1 40 1IN 25 1 € n 6 5 4 3} 3 i

ATee 2 236 & 141 & 72 4 €3 5N €5 k1:3 1 41 ky:1Y

Ko Opin=

ion 3 29 B 10 aQH U 0N 4 QH 28 16V 15 14
Disagree 4 €5 174 . 45 200 16 A% 33 30M 55 a5y 0 IN
Str:ngiy .

Disagree 5 10 31 ? n 8 3] - [1Y 18 9n 10 9%
Total

Number ‘ .

of Cases 380 228 176 111 171 109

Mean Score  2.39 2.42 . 3.0% 2.7 3,09 3.12
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B of courity groceedings will lead tw 1rereased dis o or the DATLiliparss
JDGES PROSECUTORS DEFDIETS
PRE PoST PRE POGT pRE .
Response Abs . Abs. Abs. Abs. Abs . Abls

- Category Freq, Pct. Freq. Pct. Freg. Pct. Freg. Pet. Freq. Pct. F:e'.:',. Pct.

Scrongly
MAMree . 1 27 ™ 15 i) 46 6% 2 20 &0 asy 40 N

MTee 2 213 568 108 484 95 544 58 528 84 49% 53 49\

No Opin- _ _ .

ion 3 39 108 23 10M g 5 2 10 & 5 5\
Disagree 4 89 24V 95 338 24 14 2% 26\ 16 9% 11° 108
Strergly

Disagree 5§ 11 3% 5 2 3 2 1 0 101 0 )
Total : .
Nurnbex . .

of Cases 379 227 176 112 1m 109

Mean Score  2.59 2.76 2.1 2.37 1.91 1.88 -

Survey Item n.z

JIDGES PROSECUTCRS o

PRE POST PRE FCST PRE FCST
Respanse Abs. Abs. Abs. Abs, . Abs, Abs.
Catagory Freg. Pot " Freq. Pet. Freq. oL Freqg. Pct, TFreg. Pct Freq. Pct.
strongly
Mjree 1 10 n 6 n 7 1] 5 1) 17 1M 15 14y
AgTes 2 12 3 51 rki ) 62 I 27 248 6%  38% 40 n
No Cpin= ) ] -
ion 3 94 25 55 24% &g 340 47 42% 56 33V 1n ri:1}
Disagree 4 147 39% ~ 106 4N 41 2 8 25% a0 1B 22 200
Strongly
Disagree 5 15 4 B " 6 N 5 54 2 W 1 i
Tetal
Nurnber
of Cases 378 226 175 12 170 109
Mean Score 3.12 3.26 2.87 3.0l 2.62 2.58
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DC wz_ll CAu.2 Witnesses to be overly guarded in the. cestmony,
JUICES PROSITUTORS DT

Category Freq. Pct. Freg. Pct. Freq. FPct. Freg, Pct. Freg. Pct. Freg. Pe:

_) PRE PCST FRE POST PRE e

Strogly .

Agree 1 3 8% 17 Er ag 22% 17 15% 42 251 kY- 15y
Mgree 2 168 440 §3 41y 79 45% 55 49% 69 40v T 38 351
e Opin— : i .
ion 3 68 184 as 15% 27 15% 34 13y 29 . 1N 14 131
Disagree 4 105 28% 79 ass 30 in 25 riel | 27 16y v 19 1
Strongly .

Disagree 5 6 s § 3 i 1l i 1 1 4 a 0 o
Total

Rumber o,

of Cases 378 227 175 12 in pYsL)

Mean Score 2.70 2.82 2.30 2.45 2.31 2.13
Survey Itemn 46

The physical presence and cperation of . additional nnd.il equ.xpmt will 1tse1! lead to
grester disruption of courtroan proceeeings. ;
ADGES m DEFB\IDER.S

PRE FOST FEE ST PRE oS
N Response  Abs Abs. Abs. Abs, Abs. Abs.
bad

Catagary rra:'j. pet, Freg. Pet. Freg. Pet.  Freg. Pet. Freq. Pct. Freq.

strogly )
Moree b R v 8. 18 n 40 23 19 in 53 kh1 30 2

" agree 2 176 46N 87 38y - 92 s 52 6V 78 464 56 S

iom . 5% 16% 22 10 1 6% 4 4 17 in n b|

Dissgree 4 102 27V B9 9V 30 1 M s 20 12y 1 )

Strorgly ‘ -

Disagree 5 10 n b L] 3 N 3 n 3 a 1

Total .

Rutber .

of Cases 379 rry) ) 176 - 112 17 109

Mean Score 2.69 2.85 2.23 2.55 2,08 2.06
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o of courirtem proceedings will cause judges o avcid unpopular positions Or decisiths,

JUDGES PROSECUTORS DEFD T
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PRE FOST FRE POST PRE s

Category Freq. Pect. Freq. Pct. Freq. Pot.  Freq. Pet.  Freg. Pot. Frec.

ot
n

Strumgly .
Agree. 1 31 By 14 6% 1B pls} | 12 11y rl3 44y &5  E5y

Agree 2 119 3N 62 27 B2 in 36 an 67 an 35 36N

No Opin— .

ion 3 S 158 ab i 2 b1-1% 24 21y s. n 7 n
Disagree 4 143 g -2 | 414 38 2% 37 3n 20 i -2 N
stromgly .

Disagree 5 29 . B% 27 12 L N 3 el ) 3 ry 1 iy
Total

Numnber .
of Cases 378 227 175 12 | in 108

Maan Score  3.05 .27 2,80 2.85. 1.87 1.58

Survey Itam 18

B of courtromn oceedings will A.Hect votirg at the next election of elected officials

represented at the proceeding.
JUDGES PROSECUTTORS DEFEXDERS
PRE FOST PRE ST PRE POST
Abs. hbs. Aba. Abs. Abs.
Catagory Freq. Pct. Frag. Pct Freq. Pct. Freq. Poct. Freg. Fot. Freq. Pet.

Agee 1 38 18 11 8 15 0N 5 sy 6 I 2 19

AMree 2 194 51\ 4 4y 83 4BV 47 A 80 4y 68l 56

No Opin= '

ion 3 % 251 71 kvl ) 8 an 36 an as 217 22 208
Disagree 4 44 1% 47 sy A 14 22 M | L S 5
Strungly

Disagree 5 é 3 4 e 1 i 2 N 1l 1 0 ot
Total

Ramber

of Cases 376 227 . 14 nz | 170 109

Mean Score  2.42 2,73 2.50 2.72 2.05 2.10
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Extended fe . coverage (2T, popularly referred to. ‘cameras in the oouTtTioef
courrtom proceedings will mot detract from the decorum of the judacial process,
JUDGES ’ PROSECUTORS Lo Z=s
PFE ST PRE ST FRE P~

Category Freq. FPct. _h-eq. Pet., Freg. Pot. Freq. Pot. Frem. Pot. Freg, Por.

Sr.mngly :

Agree 1 20 -1 17 st 4 i 1o 9% 2 1 3 k1Y
Aree 2 114 nm 89 39% s 20 32 ri ] 25 15% 14 13
ion 3 35 9 1% B 5 .} 7 61 7 4% 4 41
Disagree 4 151 408 76 m 68 s 4“ 40% 52 0% k[ ki U
Strongly .

Disagree & 55 154 25 s 64 k73 18 ish 8BS 508 LY 4B%
Total

of Cases 375 226 176 1 171 109

Mean Score 3.29 .ol 3.87 3.28 4.13 4.10
Survey Itea 2

B of courtroom proceedings will make itmdiiﬁcultboﬁ:ﬂjmis#nhawm .
been exposed to prejudicial publicicy about a case. :
JDGES PROSECUTORS . DEFEDERS

PRE FOST PRE ST FRE FGSTL

Fesponse  Aba. Abs. Abs. Abs. Abs. Abs.
Category Freg. Pct. Freq. Pet. Freq. Poct. Freq. Pot.  Treq. PCL. rr-q Pt

Strorgly

MTe= 1 22 (3] ’ 43 21 in 17 151 4 260 3% kki )
Mree 2 154 40 TS 3y - 43 a2 29% 76 44y 45 4
No Opin- 3

ion T 6l pI3Y kvl 16% 22 138 15 1 24 148 y BA
Disagree 4 128 V1 } 94 24 52 ko, 45 400 25 15% 1% 15
Strongly .

Cisagree § 14 an n 5% 5 n 3 n 2 2 2
Total

NMuanber

of Cases 379 226 ' 174 n2 mn 108
Msan Score  2.89 3.10 2.69 2.87 2.21 2.10
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BC c.f courtii._ . proceedings will inCrease civizens' Wi Fress o bocome wmvoiveds
in the judicial process.
JRIDGES FROSECUTORS DFBoRs
PRE POST PRE POST PRI PcT
Respnse  Abs. - Abs. Abs, abs. Abs. Abe .

Category  Freg. Pct.  Freg. Pet. Freq. Poct. Freg. Poct.  Freg. Pot. Freg. Pos.

Strorgly 1

Agree . 12 3 4 2% 3 2 1 11 2 0 2 2\
MATee 2 53 14t 30 13 22 1n 13 iAa 20 12 7 6%
No Opir )
i 3 99 263 €l 2N 26 15V 24 21y 38 2 18 In

Disagree 4 177 47 11 491 g2 4N 52 46% 70 411 52 481

Stromgly .
Disagree 5 3% 100 21 n 42 240 22 208 4 20 3 28
Total
Numiser . .
of Cases 380 227 175 12 AN 109
Mean Score  3.47 3.8 3.7% 3.72 3.7% 3,93 ¢
Survey Item 4
Mdmnpmcudmgswulnmmthtyofmmm
JDGES PROSECUTCRS DEFEIZRS
PRE POST PRE ST PRE FOST

Abs ., Abs. Abs . . Al , Abs .
Category freg. Pct. Freqg. Pct., Freq. Pct. Freg. Pct.  Freq. Pct. Freg. Poct.

Strongly

MzTee 1 k] 4 e} 5 N 4 4% 5 n 2 b4
MTee 2 B an 50 224 k) 18y ‘20 1s% - 26 15 4 1%
No Opin- : '

ion 3 63 in 35 1sh 18 in 10 9% 1 B | n

Disagree 4 169 45 107 an L1 39y 54 484 69 414 42 N

Strongly

Disagree 5 45 i 30 i3 52 30% 24 21% 56 n 43 39
Total

Number :

of Cases n K 226 . 175 112 170 109

Mean Score 3.40 3.48 3,75 3.66 3.EB% . 4.01
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APPENDIX I
'FreQuehéy_bistributibns and Means Pre-Post
For Judges, Prosecutors, and Defenders on

General Attitude Survey Items 1-16 and 18-24
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WITNESS EFFECTIVE COMINICATON
| EMC CASES BASEXT INE CASES

Abs. ' ' Abs.

Freg. Pct. Frea. Pct.
Excellent Excellent
(1.0 - 1.4).. 0 0% (1.0 - 1.4) 1 6%
Very Good Very Good , -
(1.5 - 1.9} 8 44% (1.5 - 1.9) 6 38%
Good Good 3 :
(2.0 - 2.4} 2 11% (2.0 ~ 2.4) 3 19%
Average ’ Average
(2.5 = 2.9} C 1 6% (2.5 - 2.91 1 - 6%
Below Average Below Average -
(3.04) 7 39% (3.0+} 5 318

594




Case3:09-cv-022924(RW Document335-5 Filed12/31/% Pagel79 of 207




Case3:09-cv-022'9'/RW Documenfgg'_;g]:EilgdlZ/Bl/A Page180 of 207

{

DISTRIBUTION CF MEANS BY CASE

JUDGE EFTECTIVE COMMUNICATION

Excellent
{1.0 - 1.4)
Very Good
(1.5 - 1.9)
Good

(2.0 - 2.4)
Average
(2.5 - 2.9)

Below Average
(3.0+)

IMC CASES
Abs.
Preq. Pct.
2 11%
8 44%
7 39%
0 o] )
1 6%

Excellent
(1.0 - 1.4)
Very Good
(1.5 - 1.9)
Good

(200 - 2-4}
Average
(2.5 - 2.9)

Below Average
(3.0+)

BASELINE CREZS

Abs.
0 0
3 19%
12 75%
0 0%
1 6%

PIAINTIIT ATTCRNEY EFFECTIVE COMMUNICATION

Excellent
(1.0 - 1.4)
Very Good
(1.5 - 1.9)
Goed

(2.0 - 2.4)
Average
_(2.5 - 2.9)

Below Average
{3.0+)

EMC CASES
Abs.
Freqg. Pct.
1l 63
3 18%
4 ] |
1 6%
B 47%

Excellent
(1.0 - 1.4)
Very Good
{1.5 - 1.9}
Good

(2.0 - 2.4)
Average
(2.5 - 2.9)

Below Average
(3.04)

BASELINE CASES

Abs .,
Fres. Pet.
1 6%

1 6%
1 6%
1 1)
12 6%
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FROSECUTCOR EFFECTIVE COMMUNICATION
EMC CASES BASELINE CASTS

Abs. Abs,

Freq. Pct. Freq. Pc.
Excellent ' Excellent
(1.0 - 1.4) 2 13% (1.0 - 1.4) 3 19t
Very Good Very Good
(1.5 - 1.9) 3 20% (1.5 - 1.9) 3 18y
Gocd Good
(2.0 - 2.4) 4 - 27 (2.0 - 2.4) 6 37%
Average ) ~ Average
(2.5 - 2.9) 0 08 (2.5 = 2.9) 0 0%
Below Average Below Average
{3.0+) - 6 40% (3.0+) - 4 25%

DEFENSE ATTORNEY EFFECTIVE COMMUNICATICN

EMC CASES BASEIINE CASCS

Abs. Abs,

Fred. Pct. Freqg. Pct.
Excellent Excellent
(1.0 - 1.4) 4 22% (1.0 - 1.4) 1 1Y
Very Good Very Good
(1.5 - 1.9) 6 an (1.5 - 1.9) 6 3B\
Good ‘ Good A
(2.0 - 2.4) 7 39 (2.0 - 2.4) 8 508
Average ‘_ Average
(2.5 - 2.9) 0 0% (2.5 - 2.9) 0 0
Below Average Below Average
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APPENDIX H

Freguency Distribution of Evaluator Observations
By Case Means:

Effective Communication
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JUDGE ATTENTIVENESS

EMC CASES BASETINE CiSis
Abs. Abs.
Freq. Pct. Fres. Pct.
Excellent Excellent
(1.0 - 1.4) 6 332 (1.0 - 1.4) 3 158%-
' Very Good Very Good
(1.5 - 1.9) 8 44\ (1.5 - 1.9} 5 313
Good Good
(2.0 - 2.9) 3 -17% (2.0 - 2.4) 8 50%
Average Average
Below Average Below Average
(3.0+) v 0% (3.0+) 0 0%
‘JUDGE CONTROL
IMC CASES BASELINE CASES
Abs. Abs.
Freq. Pct. Freqg. Pct.
Excellent - Excellent
(.0 - 1.4) 1 &% (1.0 - 1.4) 0 0%
Very Good Vary Good
(1.5 - 1.9) 13 727 (1.5 = 1.9) 4 25%
Good Good
(2.0 - 2.4) 3 I (2.0 - 2.4) 10 63\
Average Average :
(2.5 - 2.9) 0 0% {2.5 - 2.9) 1 61
Below Average Below Average
{3.0+) 1 6% (3.0+) 1 1
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BASELINE CASES

EMC CASES
2bs. Abs.
Excellent Excellent
(1.0 - 1.4} 6 35% C.0-1.4) 4 25%
Very Good Very Good :
(1.5 - 1.9} 3 184 (1.5 - 1.9) 4 254
Goed Good
(2.0 - 2.49) 2 128 (2.0 - 2.4) 3 §:1)
Average Average
Below Average Below Average
(3.0+) 6 358 (3.0+) 4 25%
COURTROOM CALM
EMC CASES BASFIINE CASES
Abs. Abs.
Frea. Pct. Freg. Pce.
Excellent Excellent
Very Good Very Good
Geod Good
(2.0 - 2.4) 3 17% (2.0 ~ 2.4) 9 56%
Average Average
(2.5 = 2.9) 1 6% (2.5 - 2.9) 0 o
Below Average Below Average
(3.0+) 1 6% (3.0+) 0 o]
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APPENDIX G

JUDGE ATTENTIVENESS

DISTRIBUTION OF MEANS BY CASE .

EMC CASES BASETTNE CASES

Abs, Abs.

Freg. Pct Frec. Pct.
Excellent Excellent
(1.0 - 1.4) & 33% (1.0 - 1.49) 3 19%
Very Good Very Good
(1.5 - 1.9) 8 44% (1.5 - 1.9) 5 3l
Good ' Gocd
(2.0 - 2.4) 3 17% (2.0 - 2.4) 8 : 50%
Average Average
(2.5 - 3.0) 1 63 (2.5 - 3.0) 0 0]
Below Average ' : ' Below Average
(3.0+) 0 0% (3.0+) 0 0} ]
JUDGE CONTROL

EC CASES BASELINE CASES

Abs. Abs.

HEO M‘ HEQ Pn.
Excellent Excellent
(1.0 - 1.4) l 6% (1.0 ~ 1.4) 0 0%
Very Good Very Good
(1.5 - 1.9} - 13 724 (1.5 = 1.9) 4 25%
Goad Goed _ A
(2.0 - 2.4) 3 164 (2.0 - 2.4) 10 63t
Average Average
(2.5 « 2.9) 0 0% (2.5 = 2.9) 1 6%
Below Average Below Average
{3.0+) 1 6% (3.0+) 1 6%
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AFPENCIX

-

JUROR ATTENTIVENZES

EMC CASES B.te‘._:al': Crszs
Abs. Abs. ]
Freg. Pct. Freg. 1 Pct
Excellent "Excellent . |
(.0 - 1.4) 6 35% (.0 - 1.4) “ 4 25%
\, {
(1.5 - 1.9) 3 18% (1.5 - 1.9} 4 l 23
Good - Good g |
(2.0 - 2.4) 2 12% (2.0 - 2.4) 3 Do 19% ¢
- oo
Average Average Yot
(2.5 - 2.9) 0 0% (2.5 = 2.9) 1 S 1
Below Average Below Average
(3. 04) 6 k111 {3.04) 4 s 258
COURTRCOOM CALM
BAC CASES BASELINE CASES
Abs, Abs.
Fred. Pct. Frec. Pct.
Excellent Excellent
(1.0 - 1.4) 3 1In (1.0 - 1.4} 4 25%
Very Good Very Good
(1.5 - 1.9) 10 56% (1.5 - 1.9) 3 19%
Good Good -
(2.0 - 2.4) 3 17y (2.0 - 2.4 9 | 56%
Average Average
Below Average | Below Avgrége _
(3.0+) 1 58 (3.0+) 0 0%
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* ke

Freguency Distribution of Evaluator Observations

APPENDIX G

By Case Means:

Distraction Issue Attributes
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PARTY DEMOGRAPHICS AND EXPIRIINCE

Female

9 - 12

213 ~ 16

Graduate
School

SEX

Freg

EDUCATIN

Abs.
Preq.

14%

57%

29%

0 - 24
25 - 34
35 = 44
45 - 54
55+
No
Yes

AGE

Abs.

Freg. P
0 0%
0 0%
4 57%
3 43%
0 0%

EXPERIINCE

Abs. _

Frec Pct.
3 43%
] 57%
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Vd

JUROR DEMOGRAPHICS AND DFIRIENCE

Male

Famale

Grades

0~ 8
9 - 12

"13 - 16

Graduate
School

Professicnal/
Managerial

Business/Sales/
Service
Technical
Tragdes &
Agriculture
Clerical
Housewife/

Student?
Retired

SEX
. Abs.
Freq. Pct.
24 44%
3 56%
EDUCATION
Abs, .
Preqg. Pct.
1 2%
15 28%
32 59y B
6 1ls
OCCIPATION
Abs.
Freg. Pct.
7 213
2 6%
& 1B%
1l 33
2 6%
15 464

AGE

Abs.,
Freq.

0-24 g -

25 - 34 12

35 - 44 15

45 - 54 6

55% 20

EXPIRIENCE

Abs.
Freqg.

None 40

Once Before 6

2, 3, 4 5

5> 2

604
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10%

azs
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I

JUDGE AND ATTCRNEY FXPERIENCE WITH "HIGH MEDIA™ CASES

JUDGES
Absg,
Freo
Nene 5
l-5 21
6-10 33
11 - 15 23
le+ 9
No Answer 7

5%

21%

34%

24%

9%

7%

None

6 - 10
1 - 15

16+

ATTOR ZYS

Abhg,
Frea.

————

9

16

Bt

8%

133
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WITNESS DEMOGRAPHICS AND DPIPIINCT

Male

FTemale

Grades

0-8

9 - 12

13 - 16

Graduate
School

SEX

Abs.

Freqg. Pct.
42 75%
14 25%

EDOCATION
Abs.
Freg. Pct.
1 2%
8 15%
26 49%
18 34%

0- 24
25 - 34

- 35 - 44

' 45‘- 54
S5+
None
1-5
€~ 10
11 - 15
le+

AGL
Abs,
Freq. roe
2 4%
11 21t
18 _ 34%
18 33
4 7%
PEPERIINCE
Abs.
.Freq. . Pcx.
21 i
9 16%
6 11%
l 2%
1% 4%
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| ' - _

I VOLIME OF COVERAGE

EMC CASES i T . BASELINE coers
_ ?“:_bé_ Pct. ?ec Pes
Cnce Only 2 2% Once Only T j:
Intermittent 33 32% Intermittent 10 56t
Continuous 67 66% ' Continuous B 44?..
IMPORTANCE RATING
J o Em e e e
lov Import 1 12 128 low Import 1 1 :
2 16 16% 2 0 0
3 28 27 3 2 114
4 16 153 4 3 17
' 5 1n 11 5 8 an
6 8 8y 6 1 6%
7 4 4% 7 1 c;'.
{ 8 3 3% 8 1 | 6%
e High Inport 9 4 3t . High Import 9 1 6%
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TOTAL PRESS (DRPS PRESENT

7~ 10

1 -29

21+

EMC CASES

Abs.
Fres.

87

85%

8%

2%

1%

41

7 =10

11 - 20

21+

BMSTZ INE CRSES

Abs.
Freg.

13

Pcx.

71%

17%

€%

0%

1)
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~

T

VOLME AND TIME DISTRIBUTICN

EMC CASES BASELINE CASES

Abs. Abs.

Freq. Pct. Freg. Pet.
7/1/80 to , :
. 1/31/80 31 30% Before 7/1/80 9 50%
1/31/81 to
6/30/81 71 - 70% After 7/1/80 9 508
CASE TYPE

Abs. Abs.

Freq. Pct. Frec. Pct.
Civil, . 32 314 Civil 4 22%
Criminal 70 694 Criminal 14 78%
COURT TYPE

" DMC CASES BASELINE CASES

Abs. Abs .,

Freq. Pct. Freg. Pet.
Lower 37 36% Lower 2 1148
Superior €5 64% Supericr 16 891
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PROCEEDING TYFPE
BMC CRSES ' BASITINT CASES

Abs. - Abs,

Preqa. Pct. Freq. Pet.
Arraigrments 12 12% Arraigrments 0 0
Preliminary Preliminary
Hearings 6 1) Hearings v 0.
Motions 32 32% Motions 3 17%
Trial 43 . 42% Trials 14 78%
Sentencings - 9 9% Sentencings 1 5%
_ = e - -

EMC CASES BASEILINE CASES

Abs. Abs.

Freg. Pct. Freg. Pc
™ Only 29 28% Conventicnal 1 6]
Still Camera Conventional &
Only 14 14% Sketch Artist 7 3
™V and Still ‘
Camera 39 38%
™, Still Cam=
era, amd Radio 20 20%
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M

APPENDIX A

) Rules of Court 980.2 and 980.3

-A30pted March, 1980

Note: The rules were amended
: pricr to the beginning
of the experimental year
{July 1, 1980) to include
a party consent reguirement
in criminal trial level
proceedings. This re-
- quirement subseguently was
‘ removed effective February
l, 1981, reverting the
rules back to the status
reflected in this appendix.
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Rule 980.2, Experimental electronic and photographic
coverage of court proceedings

(a) [Authority] The pro&isions of this rule and
rule 980.3 are adopted pursuant to the authority granted
to the Judicial Council by the Constitution, article vi,
section 6, to adopt rules for court adﬁinistration, prac-
tice and procedure.

(b) [IApplicability) bDuring the period that this
rule is in effect, the provisions of rule 980 shall not
apply to the photographing, recording for broadcasting, or
broadcastzng of court proceedings within the courts of the
State of California if the requirements of this rule are
observed. This rule shall take effect on June 1, 1980 and
shall continue in effect to and including th 31, 1981.

(c) [Defiritions] As used in these rules, unless
the context otherwise requires:

(1) *These rules® means this rule and rule 980.3.

(2} "Proceeding” means any triail, hearing, motion,

] hearxng on an order to show cause or petition, or any
cther matter held in open court which the publ;c is en-
titled to attend.

(3) T"Extended coverage® means any media recording
or broadcasting of proceedings by the use of television,
radio, photographic, or recording equipment,

(4) “Judge™ means the justice, judge, judicial
officer, or magistrate presiding over the proceedings
in which extended coverage is or is requested to be tak-
ing place. 1In courts with more than one *judge® presiding
over the proceedings, any decision required to be made by
the "judge®™ shall be made by a majority of the judges,

(5) “Presiding judge® means the judge selected to
perform administrative duties in a court with more than

~one judicial officer. _ _

(6) "Party® means a named litigant of record who has
appeared in the case.

{7)- "Attorney" means the attorney of record appear-

i

612




Case3:09-cv-0229WRW Document335-5 Filed12/31/0s Page201 of 207

ing for a party, a party may have only one attorney of
record authorized to act on behalf of that Party in the
proceeding at any one time but may designate a different
attorney or change attorneys at any time as permitted
by law,

(8) "Trial participants” means all parties, attor-
neys, jurors, witnesses, court personnel and the judge or
Judges present during the conduct of proceedings,

(9) “"Media® means any news gathering or reporting
agendies and the individual persons involved, and in-
cludes newspapers, radio, television, radie and televi-
sion nétworks, news services, magazines, trade papers,
in-house publications, professional journals, or other
n@ws reporting or hews gathering agencies wvhose function
if-is to inform the public or some segment thefeof.

{d) IGeneral brovisions and exclusions)

(1) Nothing in this rule is intended t§ restrict
in any way the present rights of the media to rfeport
proceedings, g - h T

(2) No proceedings shall be delayed-ék continued
to allow for extended coverage, nor shall the requirements
of extended coverage in any way affect legitimate motjions
for continuances or challenges to the judge.

(3) kNothing in this rule is intended, nor shall it be
interpreted, to alter, modify, or change any rules of pro-
fessional conduct or canons of ethics ¢f attorneys or
judges, except as provided for specifically in these
rules. ' ' \

(4) Extended coverage shall be conducted §0 as not
to be distracting and not to interfere with the solemnity,
decorum, and'dignity which must attend the making of deci-
sions that affect the life, liberty, or property of
citizens,

(e) [Request for extended coverage]

(1) All requests for extended coverage shall be made
by the media to the court or judge a reasonable time in
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j advance of the commencement of the extended coverage to
- allow compliance with all the provisions of these rules.
{2) Reguests for extended coverage shall be made in
writing, and shall refer to the individual proceeding with
sufficient identification to assist the judge in con-
sidering the regquest. Requests for extended coverage on a
blanket basis shall not be honored, but shall be acted
upon only for the purpose of a particular individual pro-
ceeding., Where proceedings are continued other than for
normal or routine recesses, weekends, or holidays, it
shall be the responsibility of the media to make a sep-
arate reqguest for later extended coverage.
(f) [Consent to extended coverage)
- {1) No extended coverage shall be allowed except

with the consent of the judge. Such consent shall be
in writing, filed in the record of the proceed;ngs, and
recorded in the minutes of the court. .

-:) " (2) The judge may, in the interests of justice,
refuse, limit or terminate extended coverage if a party

ocbjects to extended coverage, -

{3) The consent of the attqrney for a party shall
not be required, but the attorney may direct a motion to
the judge to refuse, limit or terminate extended coverage.
. 8uch motion shall be directed to the discretion of the
judge. The objection of the attorney for a party shall
be noted in the record of the proceadings and in the min-
utes of the court. _

(4) The judge may in the interests of justice, re-
fuse, limit or terminate extended coverage of any witness
who objects to extended coverage.

(5) The consent of jurors shall not be required for
extended coverage, but such extended coverage shall be
subject to the limitations and exclusions provided in
- subdivision (g).

(g) [Restrictions on extended coverage)

(1) There shall be no extended coverage of any pro-

[over]
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ceedings which are by law closed to the Public, or which
may be closed to the publiec and which have been closed by -
the judge.

{2) There shall be no extended coverage of the gse-
lection of the prospective jury during voir dire,

.{3) There shall be no closeup or "zoom" extended
coverage of individuvual members of the jury while in the
jury box, while within the courtroom, while in the jury
deliberation room during recess, or while going to or
from the deliberation room at any time, |

(4) To protect the attorney-client privilege and
the effective right to counsel of all trial parties, there
shall be no audio coverage of conferences between attor-
neys and clients or parties, or between co=-counsel and
qlién;s_or parties, or between counsel and the judge held
at the bench., ' '
{3} There shall be no extended coverage of any con-
ference held in the chambers of a judge,
(6) In order to preclude extended coverage of any
~ matters presented to the court in the absence of the jury
which are for the purpose of determining the admissibility
of evidence, the judge may conduct a hearing in chambers.
{h} [Extended coverage media standards]
(1) Equipment and personnel
(i} Eguipment from one television station or network
~~designated as the peoling station or network--shall
be permitted access to a courtroom Proceeding at one
time. The pooling‘station_or network may use port-
able television cameras that are silent videotape elec-
tronic cameras or, in the zbsence of such equipmenﬁ, Ei=
lent l6mm sound on film (self-blimped) cameras. One
television camera; operated by one camera person, shall
be admitted to record a proceeding. A second camera
may be admitted for live coverage in the discretion of
the judge. i
(ii) One audio system for broadcast purposes
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shall be permitted in a proceeding. Where possitle,

D audio for all media shall be from audio systems present irn
the court. 1If no techically suitable audio system exists,
microphones and related wiring essential for media purposes
shall be unobtrusive, located in places designated in ad-
vance by the judge, and operated by one person.

{iii) One still photographer, using not more than
two still cameras with not more than two lenses for each
camera, shall be permitted in a proceeding subject to
extended coveragé. A second still photographer, using not
more than two still cameras with not more than two lenses
- for -each camera, may be admitted in the discretion of the
judge.

(iv)}) ©No equipment or clothing of any extendegd coverége
personnel shall bear any insignia or identification of the
individual media or network involved in extended coverage,

(2) Sound and light criteria . - _
e (i) Only equipment that does not produce distracting

-;) sound or light shall be employed to cover judicial pro-

-ceedings.. Specifically, camera and auvdio equipment shall -

produce no greater scund and light than the equipment de-
signated in S5chedule A, annexed hereto, whern the same is
in gcof€ working order; still camera equipment shall pro-
ducs no greazter sound than the camera equipment Gesignated
~in Schedule B, annexed hereto, when the same is in good
workirng order. No motorized drives shall be permitted, and
no moving lights, flash attachments, or sudden lighting
changes thall be permitted during court proceedings.
(ii) It shall be the affirmative duty of extended
coverage persconnel to demonstrate to the judge
adequately in advance of any proceeding that the eguip-
ment sought to be used meets the sound and light cri-
teria cnumerated herein.
(iii) Except to increase the wattage of existing

‘courtroom lights, there shall be no modifications or

additions to light eqguipment existing in a courtroom.

[over]
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Any increases in wattage shall be with Permission of the
judoe and if authorized, shal] be installed, maintained,
and removed without public expense,

(iv) No light or signail visible or audible to trial
participants shall be used on any eqguipment during ex-
tended coverage to indicate whether it is operating,

{3) Position and movement during proceedings

(i) Extended coverage personnel and equipment shall
be positioned so as to provide reasonaple coverage in such
location in the court facility as shall b= designated by
the judge. Eguipment that is not a component part of

" a television camera, and video and sound'recordihg
eguipment, shall be located outeside the courtroom, unless
other arrangements are approved in advance by the judge.

- .{ii) Extended coverage equlpment shall not be Placed
in or removed from the courtroom except prior to-or after
proceedings each day, or during a recess.

{iii) All extanded coverage equipment operators shall
assume their assigned, fixed position witkin the desig-
nated area and once established in that position shall act
in a manner sSo 25 nct to call attention to their activi-
ties, Exterded coverage egquipnent operators shzll not be
permitted to move about during the court session.

(i) [Pooling)

{l) Consent to extended coverage when-it is granted
shall be given impartrelly to all media representatives
and without d1¢5:1n'nL.1on based upen loczl, natiocnal, or
znte national coverage. 1If it is necescary te limit the
number oI wedia personnel or equipment in the courtroom in
compliance with these rules, poo’:ng arrangements shall be
‘instituted to ‘Lsure that all media requesting extended
coverage zre provided with access to extended coverage,

(2) Pooling arrancements among members of the media
shall be the sole responsibility of the media and shall
not require the judye or court personrel to mediate dis-
putes. 1In the alsence of agreement or in the event of
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General Attitude Survey Pre-Post Mean Scores for

‘j Judges, Prosecutors and Defenders Items ) - 27
JUDGES ) PROSECUTORS " DEFEKDERS
e LR e
Inexp Exp Inexp Exp Inexg Evn
After After

Pre Post Pre Post Pre Post Pre Post Pre Post Pre Post

1 3.37 3.33 2,95 2.54 391 3.46 3.64 2.76  4.08 3.9 4.41 "4.57
2 2.84 -3.03 3.05 3.21 2.66 2.75 3.8 3.06  2.26 2.21 1.3 1.s4
3 3.50 3.62 3.30 - 3.36 3.84 3.79 3.54 3.58  3.74 3,91 3.8 3.97
4 3.42 3.59  3.33 3.37 3.79 3.76 3.59 3.42 3.77 3.82 4.30 4.48
5 2.87 2.66 2.71 3.05 ° 2.26 2.28 2.50 2.82  2.37 2.21 2.00 1.94
6 2.63  2.74  2.94 3.2 2.22 2.42 32.28 2.88  2.13 2,12 1.B2 1.s90
7 3.00 3.23 3.23 3.26 2.58 2.72 271 3.5 1.90 1.62 1.74 1.a8
) 2.42  2.70 2.38 2.78 2.4 2.73 1.5 2.70  2.06 2.04 1.96 2.2
9 2.8 3.20 3.3¢ 3.31 2.87 3.08 3.11 3.38  2.25 2.33 2.07 2.13

10 2.44  2.57 2,25 2.22 3.14 2.8 2.26  2.36  3.05 3.06 3.33 3.26 B
41 2.53 2.60 2.84 .3.00 2.07 -2.17 2.32  2.85  1.94 1.95 1.74 1.6l
12 . 3.07 3.13 3.25 3.45 2.86 2.9% 2.8 3.15 2,62 2.62 2.63 2.48
13 3.61 3.54 3.77 3.8 3.15 3.35 3.57 3.58  2.97 2,90 2.59 2.61
14 2.61  2.90 2.50 2.93 2.42 2.62 2.64 3.09 2,13 2,17 2.26 2.3
15 3.05 3.2 3.22 327 303 3.13 3.3 3.55  1.76 1.63 1.56 1.t%
16 3.40 3.48 3.25 3,42  3.59 3.46 3.64 3.59  3.63 3.77 3.63 4.00
17 .83 2.39 2,10 2.85 1.94 2.09 1.93 2.53 1.48 1.55 1.26 1.33
18 2.65 2.88 2.50 2.77 3.84 3.71 3.89 4.22 1.94 1.80 1.59 .87
19 2.32  2.47 2.53 2.80 1.90 2.09 2.18 2.39  2.00 2.00 1.85 1.7
20 2.17 2.16 -2.13 2.08 2.61 2.46 2.32 2.78  2.74 2.6B 2.63 2.45
21 3.13 3.10 3.02 2.90 3.27 3.2¢ 3.0¢ 2.81  4.06 4.13 3.89 4.13
22 2.46  2.56 2.6 3.07 2.14 2.15 2.30 2.53 2,07 2.10 1.8 2.00
23 3.41 3.44 373 3.67 3.10 3.13 3.5 372 2,78 2.68B 2.5 2.42
24 3.06  3.35 3.25 3.49 3.23 3.28 3.57 359 1.7 171 1.44  1.68
25 2.34 2.4 2.52 2.93 2.14 2.30 2.00 2.97 1.88 1.95 1.67 1.68
26a  2.72  2.44 2,33 2.12 2.s1 2.49  2.40 1.78  3.10 3.57 3.67 3.20
: 3.09 2.88 2,95 2.42 3.38  3.12  3.00 2.47 3.54 3.73 4.00 3.87
3.22 3.03 2.92 2.61 3.78 3.40 3.32 2,63  4.18 4.23 4.5 4.37
3.97 4.05 4.00 4.10 3.96 4.0 4.23 4,20 3,99 3,92 3.74 3.97
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