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Matthew J. Smith

Telephone: (928) 753-0719

Fax No.: (928) 753-2669
CAO.Court@co.mohave.az.us
Atiorney for Plaintiff
IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF ARIZONA
IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF MOHAVE
STATE OF ARIZONA,
Vs RESPONSE TO DEFENDANT’S
’ MOTICN TO PRECLUDE
POST-VERDICT CONTACT
JUSTIN JAMES RECTOR, BETWEEN THE TRIAL JUDGE AND
Defendant. JURY

COMES NOW, the State of Arizona, by the Mohave County Attorney and through
the undersigned deputy, Gregory A. McPhillips, respectfully responds to defendant’s
Defendant’s motion to preclude post-verdict contact between the trial judge and the jury.

Defendant seeks fo proscribe the court from speaking with jurors after they are
discharged as jurors. |

Defendant’s motion is confusing because the cited legal authority is questionabie,

Defendant’s citation to Rule 81, Cannon 3 is in error. Undersigned counsel could
 not find the rules defendant cited. Further, the rules the State did find do not stand for the
proposition defendant argues. l

Defendant's cited case law is clearly distinguishable. Sfate v. Sammons, 156 Ariz.
51, discusses talking to jurors during deliberations. Stafe v. Guytan, 192 Ariz. 514,
discusses influencing jury deliberations. Neither case stands for the proposition that

the court shouid be proscribed from speaking with jurors after they are discharged as
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In this case, the State is confident that the trial judge will act according to the
judicial rules of conduct. The State is unaware of any systematic practice where Mohave
County judges calf jurors in to speak about their service.

Mohave County is a medium sized Arizona community and Kingman is not a
densely populated city. Undersigned counsel's own contact with discharged jurors often
occurs when discharged jurors approach undersigned counsel in the supermarket or
book store. The State expects that local judges, and local defense counsel such as Mr.
Gilleo, are approached in the same manner. The State sees no judicial misconduct from
any such coﬁtact. Further, the State feels it is unrealistic for a judge to remember at some
later date that the person fo which they are talking was a juror in a specific case long
adjudicated. ‘

in this case, the State is confident that the trial judge will act according to the

judicial rules of conduct.
~ RESPECTFULLY SUBMITTED THIS 5TH DAY OF MAY, 2015.

MOHAVE COUNTY ATTORNEY
MATTHEW J. SMITH

By

DEPUTY COUNTY ATTORNEY
GREGORY A. MCPHILLIPS

A copy of the foregoing
sent this same day to:

HONORABLE LEE F. JANTZEN
SUPERIOR COURT JUDGE

Gerald T, Gavin
3880 Stockton Hill Road, Suite 103-450
Kingman, AZ 86409

RONALD S. GILLEO

LEGAL DEFENDER

Mohave County Legat Defender's Office
P O Box 7000

Kingman AZ 86402
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