


“The pen Is mightier
than the sword, but
nothing compares
with
the vocal cora.”

--DAW/Vineyard Gazette



“Jt's no longer enough to he n
‘change agent.” Vou must be n
change insuegent—provoking,
prodding, warning everyone 1n
sight that complacency 1s death.”

--Bob Reich
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A juror in Oregon refuses
to return to hear the
remainder of a trial
because he “just can’t take
it anymore.”

May 29, 2009 HILLSBORO- Some
trials are sensational, but jurors
cannot always rely on getting a
stimulating case to hear. Grant Faber,
a juror in Oregon, recently left the
case he was hearing at lunchtime and
did not go back in the afternoon
because, as he told police when they
later apprehended him, he was
“extremely bored” in court.

" Bored Juror Goes Missing

Tedium, though, is not a recognized
excuse for abandoning jury duty;
Faber is now facing court again,
this time as the defendant in a
contempt of court case. In an
interview with police that had been
dispatched with an arrest warrant
from the judge, Faber said he found
the proceedings at Washington
County Courthouse so dull that he
“just couldn’t take it anymore.”
Assuming he finds his own trial a
sufficiently interesting drama to
attend, the proceedings will begin
next month.
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A juror’s mind can wander ...

Capture their full attention.
Sanction® litigation presentation software
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“A trial lawyer
without images
1S

like a movie without a
projector.”

--David Ball
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1t you tell them, they
will not believe Yowu;

i You show thew,
they have no cholce
but to agree.






“I've learned that people will
forget what you said,

people will forget what you
did,

but people will never forget
how you made them feel.”

--Maya Angelou















“lItis not the strongest of
the species that survives, Nor
the most intelligent, but the
OnNe Most responsive to
change.”

--Charles Darwin



“Everyone lives by selling
something.”
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Sooner or later, the people of this
country are going to find out the

overnment doesn't eive a fuck
& g

about them. Government doesn't
care about you. All they are
interested in, is keeping and
expanding their own power.

- George Carlin



GOVERNMENT

It killed 250 million people last century. Can you imagine a world without
it?
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"The ha_ﬂest thing in the
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A VERDICT OF NOT GUILTY INCLUDES:

Based upon the evidence, we the Jurors find that the defendant is absolutely

100% innocent.

Based upon the evidence, we the Jurors cannot be absolutely sure that the

defendant 1s innocent.

Based upon the evidence presented, we the Jurors are confident that the

defendant is innocent.

Based upon the evidence presented, we the Jurors believe that the defendant

is probably innocent.

Based upon the evidence presented, we the Jurors are not really sure one

way or the other if the defendant is guilty or innocent.

Based upon the evidence, we the Jurors believe it is more likely than not

that the defendant is guilty.

Based upon the evidence presented, we the Jurors believe that the defendant

is probably guilty.

We the Jurors believe that the defendant is guilty but the evidence falls a
little short and we cannot find that the defendant i1s guilty beyond a

reasonable doubt.



BURDEN OF PROOF

PRESUMPTION OF INNOCENCE
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Levels of Proof

REASONABLE
DOUBT

CONVINCING

b

PREPONDERANCE

NO
EYIDENCE \/

— Not Guilty



BEYOND A REASONABLE DOUBT

ABIDING
CONVICTION

HIGH
PROBABILITY

PROBABLE
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LIKELY

SUSPICIOUS

POSSIBLE
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Burdens of Proof

Beyond a Reasonable Doubt

Presumption of Innocence
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Clear and Convincing

Probable Cause

Scintilla of Evidence

Preponderance
of the Evidence
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Standards of Proof

I Presumption of Innocence

Not Enough Evidence
to Convict

Preponderance
of the Evidence

2

Probable Cause

Mere
Scintilla of
Evidence

Beyond a
Reasonable Doubt

Clear and
Convincing
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Standards of Proof

N Presumption of Innocence

Not Enough Evidence

Only Proof Beyond
a Reasonable
Doubt is Enough to

Preponderance
of the
Evidence

Clear and
Convincing

Probable
Cause

Mere
Scintilla of
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Degrees of Guilt

Guilty, beyond a reasonable doubt...................... GUILTY

Guilt is highly likely

Guilt is likely

I think he is probably guilty
I think he is possibly guilty

| suspect that he may be guilty

Perhaps he is guilty NOT
| don’t really know if he is guilty or not
He may not be guilty GUILTY

I think it is possible that he is not guilty
I think it is unlikely that he is guilty

I think he is probably not guilty

I think it is less than likely he is guilty

I think it is highly unlikely he is guilty
He was proven not guilty




Degrees of Guilt

Definitely guilty, beyond a reasonable doubt

Guilt is highly likely

Guilt is likely

| think he is probably guilty

| think he is possibly guilty

| suspect that he may be guilty
Perhaps he is guilty

| don’t really know if he is guilty or not
He may not be guilty

| think it is possible he is not guilty

| think it is unlikely he is guilty

| think he probably is not guilty

| think it is less than likely he is guilty
| think it is highly unlikely he is guilty
He was proven not guilty

GUILTY

NOT
GUILTY



Degrees of Guilt

« Definitely guilty, beyond a reasonable doubt GUILTY
e Guiltis highly likely

o Guiltis likely

e | think he is probably guilty

e |think he is possible guilty

* | suspect that he may be guilty

e Perhaps he is guilty NOT

e | don't really know if he is guilty or not GUILTY
 He may not be guilty

e |think it is possible he is not guilty

e |think it is unlikely he is guilty

e | think he probably is not guilty

* |think it is less than likely he is guilty

e |think it is highly unlikely he s guilty

 He was proven not guilty




Presumption of Innocence
Reasonable Doubt
Burden of Proof

Guilty - Proven Beyond a
Reasonable Doubt

Not Guilty - Probably Guilty
- Possibly Guilty

- Maybe Guilty
- Unlikely Guilty
- Not Guilty




BURDEN OF PROOF
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PERHAPS GUILTY

PROBABLY GUILTY
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HIGHLY LIKELY GUILTY

GUILTY BEYOND A
REASONABLE DOUBT
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GUILTY BEYOND A
REASONABLE DOUBT

GUILT HIGHLY LIKELY
GUILT LIKELY

PROBABLY GUILTY
POSSIBLY GUILTY

SUSPECTED
PERHAPS

MAY NOT BE
POSSIBLY NOT

UNLIKELY
PROBABLY NOT

LESS THAN LIKELY
HIGHLY UNLIKELY

PROVEN NOT GUILTY



BURDEN OF PROOF
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LIKELY NOT GUILTY
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UNLIKELY GUILTY

POSSIBLY GUILTY

MAY NOT BE GUILTY
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Life is not a journey to the grave
with the intention of arriving safely
in one pretty and well-preserved
piece, but to skid across the line

broadside, thoroughly used up,
worn out, leaking oil, shouting

--Bill McKenna, professional motorcycle racer (Cycle magazine February 1982)







