THIS IS INCREDIBLE!!!

 OHIO:

 Judges join dissent on execution delay

 In Columbus, 5 federal appeals court judges say a convicted killer's request to delay his execution was illegally denied because 2 senior judges participated in the vote.

 4 judges on the 6th U.S. Circuit Court of Appeals on Thursday added their names to a 5th judge's dissenting opinion in the case of condemned inmate Lewis Williams, executed Wednesday in Lucasville.

 Federal law allows senior judges to participate in a vote by the full court only if the judges participated in the initial panel ruling on the same case, said the 5 judges.

 Judge Eric Clay was the first to call the vote illegal, in an opinion Tuesday as the court ruled against blocking Williams' execution.

 Williams, 45, struggled with guards and pleaded for help until the end Wednesday at the Southern Ohio Correctional Facility in Lucasville. He was sentenced to death for shooting a Cleveland woman in a 1983 robbery.

 The 4 judges who added their names Thursday: Boyce Martin of Louisville;

 Martha Craig Daughtrey of Nashville, Tenn.; Karen Nelson Moore of Cleveland; and Guy Cole of Columbus.

 (source: Cincinnati Enquirer)

 ***************

 Expanded viewing of executions increases accountability

 The disturbing mental images created by witness descriptions of Wednesday's execution of Lewis Williams clearly requires Ohio prison officials to revisit a recent decision.

 Under pressure from the ACLU to allow witnesses to view the entire proceedings leading up to executions, the state changed its policies for Williams' execution, the 9th since Ohio resumed death sentences. 

 Those opposed to the death penalty wanted greater access to view the condemned as they are brought to the execution chamber, prepared for their lethal injection and strapped into the bed. In the past, curtains were drawn until the inmate was restrained and prepared to offer a final statement.

 Williams, who professed his innocence until his final moments, was the first Ohio inmate to struggle with the state's execution team, even gripping a doorframe in an effort to delay his death. The scene disturbed everyone from public defenders to the prison's director, making one wonder if the ACLU got more than it bargained for.

 State officials immediately began a probe to determine if Williams struggled more because of the increased public viewing or if he would have behaved in the same manner no matter what. Unfortunately, we'll never really know.

 Either way, we see nothing wrong with the increased accountability the new policy provides. Ohio prison officials should welcome a chance to show how professionally they handle this difficult process.

 (source: Editorial, The Advocate)

 CALIFORNIA:

 Aid for Peterson trial----State help, yes, but no blank check

 In the past decade, the state has often stepped in to assist counties, especially smaller ones, that face inordinately large costs associated with a high-profile or elaborate murder investigation.

 Both Calaveras and Mariposa counties have gotten such aid. Without it, the Charles Ng and Cary Stayner trials could have bankrupted those 2 Mother Lode counties.

 Stanislaus County legislators expected fairly routine passage of a bill to reimburse Modesto for expenses related to the Laci Peterson case. The case has an undeniably high profile, with months of investigation, searches far and wide, including in the murky water of San Francisco Bay, and court hearings that have required special accommodation for a mass of national media, from supermarket tabloids to respected news weeklies.

 But the proposal on behalf of Modesto coincided with the state's budget crisis and with doubts in some lawmakers' minds about the lack of accounting for previous subsidies.

 In this climate, it will be more difficult to get reimbursement for the Peterson case, specifically for the Modesto Police Department's investigation and the Stanislaus County district attorney's prosecution.

 The state should not abandon this reimbursement program, but it has every right -- and responsibility -- to tighten the strings on it. Local agencies should be expected to thoroughly document their expenses and to avoid spending lavishly simply because another level of government, in this case the state, will pay. Some of the claims filed for past cases involved only a few pages of paperwork. The state should have a higher standard for justifying spending taxpayers' money.

 At least 2 committees identified this weakness in years past; legislators ignored it, in large part, we suspect, because this has been a popular way for them to intervene on behalf of local law enforcement agencies.

 The principle behind the subsidies makes sense, especially at a time when local governments have so few income sources of their own. But the practice associated with this subsidy has been sloppy. Counties and cities should have to justify and document their expenses and make them part of the public record. Unless there's a persuasive reason otherwise, that's the way taxpayers' money should always be handled.

 (source: Editorial, Sacramento Bee)

 ALABAMA:

 Man avoids execution in triple killing; parole possible – Conecuh  County judge, prosecutor slam high court for throwing out death sentence

 A judge and prosecutor slammed the Alabama Supreme Court on Thursday for throwing out the death sentence and capital murder conviction of a man found guilty in the deaths of three people -- including a 13-year-old boy -- during a 1996 robbery at a rural store.

 Ethan E. Dorsey stood before Conecuh County Circuit Judge Sam Welch on Thursday in prison whites, his hands cuffed in front, with little to say as the judge vacated his death sentence and capital murder conviction.

 Dorsey was resentenced to life in prison for felony murder in the death of teenager Timothy Bryan Crane. His sentence comes with the possibility

of parole.

 "Your client shot a 13-year-old boy in the back of the head from a distance of less than 3 inches," Welch told Dorsey's attorney, Chris King.

 "How any jury could say that is not intentional murder in the course of a robbery -- I have no concept of.

 "I have made my decision and the appellate courts have made theirs,"

 Welch said, "and they have the last word."

 District Attorney Tommy Chapman said the case "is the worst miscarriage of justice I have ever seen in this state."

 "The Supreme Court justices should hang their heads in shame," Chapman said.

 Under normal circumstances, Dorsey could be eligible for parole in 2007, Chapman said. However, Alabama also "allows the Board of Pardons and Paroles to release any inmate at any time with a unanimous vote.

That's what we've come to in this state."

 Mike Crane, the uncle of the boy killed, said the family "has not met justice in this. A jury of 12 people considered the evidence and agreed on his guilt and the Supreme Court said no. We can't even campaign

against most of them in the next election."

 Hazel Howard, whose brother, Donald Scott Williams, died in the shooting, said she could not understand how a "legal technicality could override the fact that a person killed three people -- innocent people, including a child. What happened to right and wrong?"

 In 1998, a Conecuh County jury convicted Ethan Dorsey, now 34, of felony murder in connection with the deaths of store owner Richard Cary, 52, and store employee Donald Scott Williams, 39, and of capital murder for shooting 13-year-old Timothy Bryan Crane in the head as the boy tried to flee.

 A second man, Calvin Middleton, 28, also was convicted in the case but avoided the death penalty by agreeing to testify against Dorsey.

 Middleton testified that the men traveled from their Andalusia homes to rob the store. Middleton said he shot Cary when the man struggled with him for the shotgun Cary held. Middleton is serving a sentence of life without parole.

 According to testimony, Dorsey shot the boy in the head at point-blank range when the boy tried to run away. He then shot Williams and fled with about $300. The suspects left tens of thousands of dollars at the store.

 The verdict against Dorsey was accompanied by considerable confusion.

 Welch sent jurors to deliberate three times before taking the final verdict.

 In April, Alabama Supreme Court justices in a 5-4 decision said the

2nd time the jury returned with felony verdicts for all 3 killings, the case should have been over.

 The attorney general argued unsuccessfully that the third verdict was the binding one.

 "When given the opportunity to clarify its determination, the jury found Dorsey guilty of the intentional murder of Crane, a capital offense, because he was under the age of 14," stated the application for rehearing.

 "I don't even know how to begin living with this," said Sarah Crane Graddy, the mother of the slain boy as she stood outside the courthouse.

 "They just better not ever call me for jury duty."

 (source: Mobile Register)
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