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PREFACE 

This dissertation is concerned with the effects of pre-trial news 

communications upon prospective jurors, and the effect of a judge's ad

monition to jurors upon their assessment of guilt of a person accused 

in a criminal case, 

The free press-fair trial issue long has been debated, and in re

cent years has been climaxed by profession-wide studies by both the bar 

and the press. The news media have argued that it is imperative that 

practitioners cover crime news from arrest to trial if the justice sys

tem is to continue to serve the needs of a democratic society. The 

bar, on the other hand, argued that the right of a person accused in a 

crime to a fair and impartial trial cannot be guaranteed if prejudicial 

information--often that which cannot be admitted in evidence in the 

courtroom--about a case is disseminated via the mass media before the 

case reaches the courts. 

This study has shed some light on the effect of sensational and 

non-sensational pre-trial news coverage upon prospective jurors' as

sessment of guilt of a defendant. It, too, has shed some light on the 

effect of a judge's admonition to prospective jurors to disregard in

formation which they have read in the news media. One-hundred-twenty 

residents of Cache County, Utah, who were listed on the prospective 

jury duty list for 1970, participated in the study, as did officers of 

the First District Court, Logan, Utah. 

Many persons made significant contributions to this project. I 



would like to take this opportunity to express my appreciation for the 

assistance and guidance of Dr. Walter Ward, director of Journalism Grad

uate Studies at Oklahoma State University, in implanting the idea for 

the study while I was a student in Seminar in Responsibility Theory, 

and for his work in criticizing the research design for the study. 

I would also like to thank Dr. Richard Jungers, Dr. Stephen Hig

gins, Dr. Harry Heath Jr. and Dr, John Susky of the Graduate Faculty, 

Oklahoma State University who served as critics and advisers for the 

study and the writing of the dissertation. Dr. Chilton R. Bush, head 

emeritus, Department of Communications and Journalism, Stanford Uni

versity, read the original proposal and offered valuable criticisms~ 

I am indebted to the publishers of the Box Elder News and Journal, 

Brigham City, Utah, for printing the mock-up newspapers for the study, 

and to the Logan (Utah) Herald Journal for cooperation in the research. 

Funds for conducting the research were provided through a Univers

ity Research grant from Utah State University, Logan, Utah, I am 

grateful to the University for the financial aid. 

Also, I would like to thank the 120 superb respondents, JudgeVVe

Noy Christoffersen, First District Court, Logan, Utah; Attorneys Lyle 

Hillyard and Preston Thomas, Logan, Utah; and others who participated 

in the in-court portion of the experiment.. Their help and encourage

ment were essential to completion of the study. The help of my col

league, Bruce Hadfield, as an interviewer was gratefully given. 

Finally, I want to express appreciation to my wife, Mary Louise, 

and our children, Steven and Linda, whose patience, understanding and 

encouragement have contributed immeasureably to the completion of this 

diSsertation. 
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CHAPTER I . / 

INTRODUCTION 

The effect of pre-trial publicity in criminal cases upon the prin-

ciple of fair trial has long been debated by members of the legal and 

journalistic professions, Basically, the question involves a seeming 

conflict between two fundamental freedoms guaranteed by the U. S. Con-

stitution, as outlined in the First, Fifth and Sixth Amendments. These 

Amendments, with phrasing which applies to the problem under considers-

tion underscored, follow: 

Article I: Congress shall make no law respecting an estab· 
lishment of religion, or prohibiting the free exercise 
thereof; or abridging the _freedom of. speech or of the press; 
or the right of the people peaceably to assemble, and to 
petition the Government for a redress of grievances. 

Article V: No pers~n shall be held to answer for a capital, 
or otherwise infamous crime, unless on a presentment or in
dictment of a Grand Jury, except in cases arising in the land 
or naval forces, or in the Militia, when in actual service in 
time of War or public danger; nor shall any person be subject 
for the same offence to be twice put in jeopardy of life or 
limb; nor shall be compelled in any criminal case to be a wit
ness against himself, nox be deprived of life--i _libertx., or 
pxop_eny,without due process o:e law; nor shall private prop
erty be taken for public use, without just compensation. 

Article VI: tn all criminaLerosacutions; the accused shdl 
enjoy tl::ie right t:o a see.edy and public trial, by an imQartia.l 
jury, of the State and district wherein the crime shall have 
been committed, which district shall have been previously as
certained by law; and to be informed of the nature .. ,and cause 
of the accusation; to be confronted with the witnesses against 
him; to have compulsory process for obtaining witnesses in his 
favor, and to have the Assistance of Counsel for his defence. 

In recent years the chasm between the two professions has deepened 



and each group has moved speedily--and in seeming opposite directions-

toward resolution of the conflict. The press, on the one hand, has 

staunchly held to a philosophy that the First Amendment to the U.S, 

Constitution guarantees freedom of the press, that the freedom carries 

with it a concomitant obligation of the press to keep the public in

formed on all pertinent issues. Its practitioners have, as a result, 

held to the philosophy that the general public must be informed on all 

criminal events as they occur. Journalists recognize a responsible 

press as a hand-maiden of an effective democracy ... if the democratic 

process is to operate as the founding fathers envisioned, journalists 

note, it is necessary that the public be fully informed of the actions 

of publicly elected officials. Following that philosophy, journalists 

have insisted on the right to access to records and information con

cerning criminal cases, from the commission of the crime, to arrest, 

2 

to trial. Public trials, they argue, can only be guaranteed if the 

proceedings are publicly reported. To substantiate its argument that 

trials held up to public scrutiny through the press insure that justice 

prevails, the press points with pride to cases through history which 

have been dropped because a press campaign resulted in clearing a 

charged man's name and the subsequent confession by the person who ac

tually committed the crime. The press, long concerned and cautious 

about governmental interference into the dissemination of information, 

has in recent years joined the bar in advocacy of mutual guides for cov

erage of criminal cases, however. The profession has been adamant in 

its insistence that adherence to these guidelines be left to the ethi

cal codes of both the press and the bar. In 1966, the American News

paper Publishers Association secured a grant through the McCormick 



Charitable Trust Fund to explore the question of free press and fair 

trial. After a thorough investigation of the subject, the ANPA releas

ed its report under the title, Free Press and Fair Trial. 1 Major con-

clusions were: 

* There is no real conflict between the First Amendment 
guaranteeing a free press and the Sixth Amendment which 
guarantees a speedy and public trial, by an impartial 
jury. 

* The presumption of some members of the Bar that pre
trial news is intrinsically prejudicial is based on ~on
jecture and not on fact. 

* To fulfill its function, a free press requires not only 
freedom to print without prior restraint but also free and 
uninhibited access to information that should be public. 

* There are grave inherent dangers to the public in the 
restriction or censorship at the source of news, among 
them secret arrest and ultimately secret trial. 

* The press is a positive influence in assuring fair trial, 

* The press has a responsibility to allay public fears and 
dispel rumors by the disclosure of fact. 

* No rare and isolated case should serve as cause for cen
S@rship and violation of constitutional guarantees. 

* Rules of court and other orders which restrict the release 
of information by law enforcement officers are an unwar
ranted judicial invasion of the executive branch of gov
ernment. 

* There can be no codes or covenants which compromise the 
principles of the Constitution. 

* The people's right to a free press which inherently em
bodies the right of the people to know is one of our most 
fundamental rights, and neither the press nor the Bar has 
the right to sit down and bargain it away. 2 

1ANPA Special Committee on Free Press and Fair Trial, Free Press 
and Fair Trial, (New York, 1967). 

2Ibid., p. 1. 

3 



The conclusions led to a renewed vigor on the part of the press 

that press freedom to cover crime news must not be bargained away. 

In essence, the press generally urged, with a stronger voice, that 

improvements could come only from within the profession. 

Legal practitioners, on the other hand, have been as genuinely 

concerned--and rightly so--that persons accused in crime be guaranteed 

a "fair" trial. The tenor of their arguments has been that the press' 

coverage of details of the arrest, proceedings of investigators, and 

events of the arraignment and preliminary hearing prejudice prospect-

ive jurors before the trial opens. The argument has been advanced 

that publication of materials not admissible as evidence in court cases 

hampers justice ... leads to an "unfair" trial, thus negating the intent 

of the Bill of Rights protection of the Sixth Amendment. The Bar's 

contribution culminated in the adoption of the "Standards Relating to 

Fair Trial and Free Press" by the American Bar Association House of 

Delegates, February, 1968, and in adoption of guidelines for federal 

courts very similar to the ABA standards by the Judicial Conference 

of the United States in September, 1968. 

Further indication of the concern over possible collision of the 

rights of free press and fair trial has come through development and 

adoption of voluq~ary bar-press guidelines in at least 42 of the 

SO states. The ABA .points out in its publication, The Rights of Fair 

Trial and Free Press, that 

increasingly, news media. are applying self-restraints in 
potentially prejudicial aspects of crime news coverage. 
Some state and federal courts already have adopted stand
ards by rule of court--applicable to lawyers, court per
sonnel and the conduct of trials--and patterned them 
after tµe American Bar Association and federal justice 

4 



guidelines,3 

Spectacular cases of recent years have magnified the free press-

fair trial controversy and brought it to general public attention. 

These cases have focused national attention on the matter of preserv-

ing the concepts of an impartial trial and a free press. During the 

1960s there was extensive dialogue and investigation conducted by the 

bar associations and press groups. Concern on both sides reached a 

near "band-wagon" proportion; however, as Dr. Walter Wilcox, in his 

Association for Education in Journalism Monograph, The Press, the Jury 

and Behavioral Sciences, pointed out, little real development in solv-

ing the problem has evolved, 

Spectacular events have exacerbated the controversy and brought 
it to general public attention. The Sheppard murder trial, the 
Billie Sol Estes case, the two Kennedy assassinations and a 
multiple murder in Chicago--all are cases in point. None has 
so far led to a judicial ~nswer to the question, nor have count
less conferences among press, bar and bench and resolutions 
and guidelines by professional groups led to workable 
solutions.4 

Bar and press have been aware of the free press-fair trial problem 

for a number of years, but especially since the circus atmosphere of 

the trial of Richard Bruno Hauptmann in the Lindbergh kidnapping case. 

However, it was not until the 1950s that the concern developed as a 

significant issue for both professions in general. Many writers at-

tributed the changing philosophical attitudes to the maturing of both 

professions. For the mass media, the concern has been emphasized by 

3American Bar Association Legal Advisory Committee on Fair Trial 
and Free Press, The Rights of Fair Trial and Free Press, (Chicago, 
1969), p, 1. 

4walter Wilcox, The Press, .t_hg_ Jury .fillQ_ Behavioral Sciences, 
(Austin, Texas, 1967), p. 1. 

5 



the development of the social responsibility theory of mass communica-

tions which grew out of the comprehensive examination of the press by 

the Commission on Freedom of the Press. 5 New urgency to the issue 

came in 1959 when the U.S. Supreme Court ruled that a defendant had 

been denied a fair trial because of publication of prejudicial informa

tion in a newspaper. 6 From 1959 to 1966, the high •court ruled that 

prejudicial publicity may be grounds for over-ruling a criminal con-

viction, (A summary of these cases is contained in Appendix A attach-

ed to the end of this study.) In his concurring opinion in Irvin Y.:,_ 

Dowd, Justice Felix Frankfurther wrote in 1961: 

Not a term passes without the Court being importuned to review 
convictions, had in States throughout the country, in which 
substantial claims are made that a jury trial has been dis
torted because of inflammatory newspaper accounts--too often, 
as in this case, with the prosecutor's collaboration--exerting 
pressures upon potential jurors before trial and even during 
the course of the trial, thereby making it extremely diffi
cult if not impossible to secure a jury capable of taking 
in, free of prepossessions, evidence submitted in open court. 
Indeed such extraneous influences, in violation of the decen
cies guaranteed by our Constitution, are sometimes so power
ful that an accused is forced as a practical matter, to fore
go trial by jury.7 

In the six cases cited above, jurors in the original trials indicated 

under oath that they would not be influenced by news articles they 

had read. 

In the cases, the Supreme Court laid down the doctrine that 

5commission on Freedom of the Press,~ Free and Responsible Press, 
(Chicago, 1947,) 

6Marshall Y.:.. United States, 360 U.S. 310, 3 L. Ed. 2d 1250, 79 
S. Ct. 1711 (1959). 

7concurring Opinion in Irvin Y.:,_ Dowd, 366 U. S. 717, 730 (1961). 

6 



"protection for defendants rests primarily on controls available to 

judges within the framework of the legal order, rather than on direct 

8 judicial restraints on the media themselves." In Marshall .Y..!... United 

States and in Irvin .Y..!_ Dowd, the Supreme Court affirmed its view that 

a statement by a juror that he will not be influenced by adverse pub-

licity carried in the press is not sufficient to assure erasure of 

prejudice. In Marshall .Y..!... United States, the Supreme Court opinion 

said," • The prejudice to the defendant is almost certain to be as 

great when that evidence reaches the jury through news accounts as when 

it is a part of the prosecution's evidence. II 9 The ABA points out , . 
that the six cases enunciate two rules: 

First, the statement by a juror that he will not be influenced 
by adverse publicity is not sufficient automatically to cert
ify him as impartial. Second, at least, in cases of massive 
and pervasive prejudicial publicity, no showing of actual pre
judice, or even that the pro~pective juror heard or saw the 
prejudicial material, is necessary to invalidate a conviction 
by jurors drawn from a community exposed to such publicity.lo 

Proponents on both sides of the issue argue primarily from "arm-

chair philosophies'' •.. foundations for both beliefs are'wrapped 

in the whole of their professions' backgrounds and prejudices. An in-

dication of the prejudice exhibited by both sides is contained in 

titles used in journals dealing with the subject during the past 19 

years. In analyzing some 542 articles, the writer noted that if a 

lawyer discussed the subject, he usually titled his article "Fair 

8American Bar Association Legal Advisory Committee on Fair Trial 
and Free Press, p. 20. 

9Marshall .Y..!... United States, p, 312-313. 

lOAmerican Bar Association Legal Advisory Committee on Fair Trial 
and Free Press, p. 24. 

7 



Trial-Free Press", and if a journalist wrote the article, he titled it, 

"Free Press and Fair Trial. 1111 The point is that little empirical 

study has been attempted in the area, and for gbod reason: the justice 

system of the United States simply does not permit research upon jurors 

and their deliberative proceedings. Four studies have been conducted 

and reported in recent years. All were simulated, using a setting not 

typical of the courtroom, as well as respondents not necessarily rep-

resentative of the prospective juror population. 

Numerous studies in free press-fair trial have been conducted, to 

be sure, but they have dealt principally with in-depth interviews with 

judges, attorneys, publishers, and editors to determine why they felt 

that prospective juror prejudice did or did not stem from media treat-

mentor pre-trial coverage. In 1966, the American Newspaper Publishers 

Association allocated $100,000 for a study of the free press-fair trial 

question. Out of the study has come the well-researched and document-

ed publication, Free Press and~ Trial, and the American Council on 

Education in Journalism Monograph, The Press, the Jury and Behavioral 

Sciences by Wilcox. Wilcox' monograph, together with articles by two 

other mass communications specialists,,which looks into the problem of 

insuring a fair trial without hampering press freedom are contained 

in a book funded by the American Newspaper Publishers Association 

Foundation through a grant from the McCormick Charitable Trust Fund. 

The book is titled Free Press and~ Trial: ~ Dimensions of the 

Problem; it is designed to provide data for determining whether fur-

11 Marlan D. Nelson, Free Press-Fair Trial: ~ Bibliography, 
(Stillwater, Oklahoma, 1972.) 

8 



ther research in the field will be rewarding. The three articles are 

"Trial Judges' Opinions on Prejudicial Publicity, 11 by Dr. Fred Sie-

bert; "Felonies, Jury Trials and News Reports," by Dr. George Hough 

12 III, and Wilcox' monograph. 

Review of the Literature 

Until the mid-1960s, little empirical data had' been gathered to 

analyze the free press-fair trial question. Two jury studies were 

conducted in the 1950s and four simulated experiments on pre-trial 

publicity and juror attitudes toward a defendant were conducted in 

the late 1960s. 13 Rita James Simon found that "sensational II pres en-

tation of pre-trial news prejudiced jurors; however, her study showed 

a judge's admonition to a jury resulted in putting "out of their minds 

the material they had read, and reaching a verdict solely on the basis 

of what they heard at the trial. 1114 Mock jury studies indicated that 

news of a confession was damaging in prejudicing jurors toward a 

12Fred Siebert, Walter Wilcox, and George Hough III, Free Press 
and Fair Trial: Some Dimensions of the Problem, (Athens, Ga., 1971.) 

13H.P. Weld and E. R. Danzig, "A Study of the Way in Which a Ver
dict is Reached by a Jury," American Journal of Psychology, Vol. LUI 
(October, 1940) p. 518; Dale W. Broeder, "The University of Chicago 
Jury Project," Nebraska Law Review, Vol. 38, (May, 1959), pp. 744-760; 
F. Gerald Kline and Paul Jess, "Prejudicial Publicity: Its Effect 

9 

On Law School Mock Juries, 11 Journalism Quarterly, Vol. 43, (Spring, 
1966), pp. 113-116; Rita James Simon, ''Murder, Juries and the Press," 
Trans-action, Vol. 3, (May-June, 1966), pp. 40-42; Mary Dee Tans and 
Steven Chaffee, "Pre-Trial Publicity and Juror Prejudice," Journalism 
Quarterly, Vol. 43, (Winter, 1966), pp. 647-654; Walter Wilcox and 
Maxwell Mccombs, "Crime Stories and Fair Trial/Free Press," unpublished 
report, University of California, Los Angeles, 1967. 

14simon, p. 42. 



defendant. When a confession was coupled with a statement by the dis

trict attorney of the defendant's guilt, prejudice was more certain. 15 

10 

Kline and Jess reported evidence that pre-trial publicity retained 

some potency in the trial procedure, that the effect was cut off before 

the verdict in some instances, that in some types of cases the public-

. t . t f. d . h d · · lf 16 i y impac igure int ever ict itse • Wilcox and Mccombs, in a 

1967 study of the way prospective jurors absorb three kinds of pre-

trial news story elements, reported that the confession was the most 

potentially prejudicial element and particularly was potent when com-

b . d . h .. 1 d 17 ine wit a crimina recor report, 

In an earlier study, the University of Chicago Law School ran an 

experiment involving auto negligence actions. The study was designed 

to see whether jurors could disregard (when instructed to do so) infer-

mation they had heard about auto insurance status of people involved 

in an accident, Jurors instructed to disregard auto insurance informa-

tion made noticeably fewer references to the defendant's insurance 

18 
status in deliberations. 

It should be pointed out that the four simulated studies were con-

ducted using respondents not representative of the prospective juror 

population; in most of the studies, the respondents' qualifications 

were nearer those of the "blue-ribbon" jury. A summary of the previous 

studies follows. 

lSTans and Chaffee, p. 564. 

16Kline and Jess, pp. 113-116. 

17Wilcox and McCombs. 

18 Breeder, pp, 744-760, 
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I. Simon Study, 

Professor Rita James Simon, University of Illinois sociologist, 

conducted a pilot study using adult mock jurors probing the questions, 

"Are juries really prejudiced by pre-trial news reports?", and "Once a 

juror has read a news report or seen a television newscast about a de-

fendant, can he put that information aside and reach a verdict solely 

on the evidence he hears in court?" The sample consisted of 97 persons 

chosen from the voter registration list for Champaign and Urbana, Illi-

nois. The researchers wrote two newspaper accounts of the same murder 

--one as it would be played by a newspaper such as the New York Times, 

the other a sensational version giving details of a crime. The re-

spondents attended a meeting called by the researchers; sensational 

news stories were given to 51 respondents, conservative news stories 

to the remaining 46 .f.. When the respondents were through reading the 

stories, they were asked to ballot, indicating verdicts of "guilty", 

"not guiltyu, and "no opinion,;' In the first phase of the study, 67 

per cent cf the participants who had read sensstional varsions voted 

guilty, 21 per cent not guilty and 12 par cent no opinion; the figures 

par cant, raspaccivaly. Subjects who read the sensational version 

Before th@ trial ba;irrn we ask thmt you lay aed.da ii!lny opinion 
that you may have formed about the case and that you listen 
to the testimony and to the atcornaysi closing statements 
with an open mind. tha decision that you reach should be 



based on the ev±aence presented during the trial--not on the 
speculation of newspapers,19 

Ballots again were taken with changes as follows: for the con-

servative version, 20 per cent guilty, 78 per cent not guilty, and 2 

per cent no qpinion; for the sensational version, 25 per cent guilty, 

73 per cent not guilty, and 2 per cent no opinion. The most striking 

finding, Professor Simon reported, was that "after they had heard the 

trial, most of our jurors changed their minds and found the defendant 

innocent. This is true regardless of which version of the story the 

jurors had read before the trial.. 1120 In summarizing the study, the 

investigator reported, 

Our preliminary study indicates that the danger of pre-trial 
publicity may have been exaggerated. If the results can be 
reproduced in a larger sample and in communities of different 
sizes and in different locations, they would provide strong 
support for those who warn against the restriction of freedom 
of the press to report trial news, 21 

II. Kline and Jess Study. 

In 1966, F. Gerald Kline of the University of Minnesota and Paul 

H. Jess, South Dakota State University, conducted a mock jury study of 

free press-fair trial. The pair hypothesized that printed and broad-

cast prejudicial news stories affect a jury in a civil suit. Findings 

in the case indicated that there was some evidence that pre-trial pub-

licity retained a degree of potency in the trial procedure, that the 

effect was cut off before the verdict stage in some instances, that in 

12 

some types of cases the publicity impact figured in the verdict itself, 

198. 1.mon, p. 41. 

20Ibid. 

21Ibid., p. 42. 



Commenting on the significance of the study, Walter Wilcox wrote, 

There is some evidence that pre-trial publicity can survive 
the procedure of a simulated jury trial if not subjected to 
attack. To this might be added the proposition that the po
tency is diminished at the end of the journey, as indicated 
by the ability of most jurors to set it aside. However, the 
latter proposition is weakened by the nature of the subjects 
and the setting; students may well be more responsive to cau
tionary instructions than others dnd'i~ this!case may have re
verted to the role of a student in responding to the judge,22 

III. Tans and Chaffee Study. 

A third study conducted in 1966 was done by Mrs. Mary Dee Tans, a 

13 

senior in journalism at the University of.Wisconsin, and Steven Chaffee, 

her senior adviser. Mrs. Tans' hypotheses were that the probability 

that a potential juror will prejudge a suspect's guilt or innocence is 

a function of the amount of his prior information, and the more guilty 

the more unfavorable his information, Both hypotheses were upheld in 

the experiment which used subjects registered in various courses and 

conferences at the University of Wisconsin. Subjects were exposed to 

versions of criminal news stories, using combinations of details about 

the accused's background. The key results were that potential jurors 

do prejudge guilt on the basis of news stories, especially if confess-

ions are used. The more information provided, the more willing were 

jurors to make such a judgment. 23 

The major limitations of the study were that the subjects were not 

members of an actual jury, that no appreciable time elapsed between ex-

posure and judgment. The methodology was straightforward and the 

22Wilcox, p. 18. 

23Tans and Chaffee, p. 647. 
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variables controlled, however. 

IV. Wilcox and Mccombs Study. 

The Wilcox and McCombs study was conducted in 1967 under the title, 

"Crime Story Elements and Fair Trial/Free Press." Professors Wilcox 

and McCombs probed how prospective jurors absorb three kinds of pre-

trial news story,elements and how they organized them in terms of be-

lief in guilt and innocence. 

As in the Tans and Chaffee study, results indicated that the con-

fession was the most potentially prejudicial element and particularly 

was it potent when combined with a criminal record. 24 

* * * * * * * * 
Dr, Steven Chaffee, in a letter to Dr. Wilcox June 28, 1968, said, 

Willingness to prejudge should become an increasingly crucial 
variable the closer the situation comes to real jury duty, 
My hypothesis is , the more the person knows about the 
case as a juror, the more likely he is to suspend judgment 
until he's heard all th~ facts; I'd expect the reverse 
pattern for non-jurors. 5 

It was from Chaffee's comments that the writer became interested 

in studying an actual case using a simulation technique that brought 

a study case closer to consideration by "real" jurors. By randomly 

selecting the sample from the official jury list, and by using the 

courtroom scene with the principals present, the writer tried to bring 

the case closer to the real situation, Results' from the study, while 

they can be projected only upon the population fro~ which the sample 

was drawn, should point the way to further experimentation with samples 

from other populations and new theory on the overall problem, 

24wucox, p.· 21. 
25 Ibid,, p, 6. 



CHAPTER II 

METHODOLOGY, DESIGN AND ANALYSES 

The Problem 

The problem under study can be stated as: '~o respondents seated 

as jurors and admonished by a judge in a criminal case alter their as

sessment of guilt of a defendant regardless of the pre-trial news 

stories to which they have been exposed?", and "Does the experience of 

being chosen as a juror and being admonished by a presiding judge cause 

one to expunge previous information about a case from one's mind, re

sulting in less likelihood of a guilty verdict?" Results of previous 

studies indicate that "sensational" news stories result in respondents' 

greater propensity to assess an accused guilty; whereas, "non-sensa

tional" versions result in less a propensity to assess guilt. A sub

sidiary problem in the study asked if respondents selected from the 

jury list of a particular jurisdiction are prejudiced more by sensa

tional preMtrial news stories than thosa exposad to non-sensational 

pre"'tria 1 news. 

Tht'ii Hypotheses 

From a review of the literature on experimental studies in free 

pre••·fair trial and the researah dasign of tha praaant studyj the 

writer formulated the following hypothl1!sas to direct the study: 

1. Respondents exposed to sensational pre~trial news communications 



will assess the guilt of George Jackson Runbach significantly higher 

than will respondents who ate exposed to non-sensational news stories. 

2. Respondents in the experimental group in the second phase of the 

study chosen as jurors in the abbreviated voir dire and admonished by 

the judge to disregard what they had read about the case of George 

Jackson Runbach will assess the guilt of the defendant significantly 

lower than will the respondents who are excused from jury duty during 

the abbreviated voir dire. 
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3. Respondents who are given a pre-test measure on assessment of 

guilt of George Jackson Runbach, seven days after exposure to pre-trial 

news stories, on the post-test measure, will not differ significantly 

from those who were not given a pre-test. 

4. Post-test mean guilt scores of jurors will be greater than non

jurors when the respondents are exposed to sensational pre-trial news. 

5. There will be no significant difference between the mean scores 

of respondents produced by the interactive effects of the two independ

ent variables, pre-trial news communications and test exposures, 

6. In and of itself, the respondent-roles independent variable will 

produce significant differences in the guilt assessment score for re

spondents; however, there will be no significant differences produced 

by a combination of the respondent-role variable and the test exposure 

variable. 

7. There will be no significant differences among the means of the 

groups produced by the interactive effects of the three independent 

variables, pre-trial news communications, respondent-role, and test 

exposures, 

8. Respondents who are assigned as jurors in the George Jackson 



Runbach case and who are admonished by the judge will lower their as

sessment of guilt scores after the admonition, regardless of the pre

trial news communications to which they are exposed. This will be re

flected in a significantly higher pre-test measure taken prior to ad

monition, than on the post-test measure taken after admonition. 

9. Respondents who are assigned as non-jurors (excused from the 

George Jackson Runbach case and not admonished by the judge) will not 

alter their assessment of guilt as reflected in the pre-test measure 

taken before the assignment to a role in the case and the post-test 

measure taken after being excused from the case, regardless of the 

pre-trial news communications to which they are exposed. 
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10. Respondents exposed to sensational pre-trial news communications 

and admonished by the judge to juror roles will assess the guilt of 

George Jackson Runbach significantly lower on the post-test taken after 

admonition than on the pre-test taken before admonition. 

11. Respondents exposed to sensational pre•trial news communications 

and excused from jury duty after the abbreviated voir dire will not 

differ significantly in their assessment of the guilt of George Jackson 

Runbach in the pre-test measure taken after exposure to the pre-trial 

news, and the post-test measure taken after being excused from the 

case. 

12. Post-test scores of respondents exposed to non-sensational pre

trial news prior to being admonished by the judge to a juror role will 

be significantly lower than the post-test scores taken after admonition. 

13. Pre-test mean guilt scores taken on respondents seven days after 

exposure to non-sensational pre-trial news communications, and post-



test scores taken after the same respondents have been excused from 

jury duty will not differ. 

The Population and the Sample 

The jury list prepared by the Cache County Jury Commissioner was 

used as the population for the study~ The jury list is prepared in 

Cache County, Utah, by drawing from a drum names taken from the voter 

registration list for the county. In selecting the sample, each jury 

list member was assigned a number, beginning with 001. Using a table 

1of random numbers, 120 subjects (plus 100 for respondent loss) were 

drawn. 

The respondents were randomly assigned to 8 groups of 15 each, 

using an extension of the four-group experimental-control group re

search design. In assigning respondents to treatment groups for news 
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, communications, the writer flipped a coin, and if heads came up, the 

first subject was assigned to the "sensational" news treatment; if 

tails, the first was assigned to the "non-sensational" news treatment. 

After the initial name had been assigned, the writer proceeded to as

sign subjects until all had been used. In the second assignment for 

manipulative treatment, the subjects who had been assigned to the two 

news communications treatment groups were assigned to "juror" and "non

juror" roles following the coin flipping procedure outlined above. 

Likewise, subjects were assigned to "pre-test" and "no pre-test" ex

posures. Randomization was used to equalize unknown sources of vari

ance within the population. 



Design and Study Description 

The writer set up an experimental-control group research design 

after the four-group design of Solomon as outlined in Kerlinger, 1 The 

design tested the generalization that assignment as a juror leads ve-

niremen to re-assess their judgment of the guilt of a person accused 

in a criminal case regardless of the type of news communication to 

which they had been exposed, One group of 60 respondents received 8 
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printed front pages from the Logan (Utah) Herald' Journal which contain-

ed 10 news stories detailing a "local" murder. The group, designated 

the experimental group, was exposed to what the writer labeled "sensa-

tional" news coverage. Basically, the "sensational" news coverage 

comprised stories which contained details of the crime which have been 

outlined by the Reardon Committee as prejudicial and as d~trimental 

2 
to a fair trial. The other 60 respondents, the control group, were 

exposed to what the writer labeled "non-sensational" news coverage. 

Basically, these stories were written to adhere to Reardon Committee 

recommendations. In the second phase of random assignment, one-half 

the "sensational" news coverage, and one-half the "non-sensational" 

news coverage groups were examined by the judge and attorneys, seated 

as jurors, charged by the judge in court, and admonished as to their 

resporisibilities in adjudicating the case of the State ..Qf. ~ :Y:.!.. 

George Jackson Runbach. The other 30 respondents in each were released 

1 Fred N. Ker linger, Foundations ,gf Behavioral Research, (New York, 
1965), p. 311. 

2A complete listing of operational definitions for the study are 
on pages 32 and 33. 
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after the voir dire session. Those charged as jurors were the "expe-

rimental" and those released were the "control" group. Pre-test sensi-

tization, history and maturation were controlled by the pre-test/p~st-

test variable. Post-test scores were obtained from each of the 120 re-

spondents. Pre-test scores were taken on one-half of the respondents 

exposed to "sensational" news stories and assigned as jurors, on one-

half of the respondents exposed to "sensational" news stories and as-

signed to "non-juror" roles, on one-half of the respondents exposed to 

"non-sensational" news stories and assigned to "juror" roles, and on 

one-half of the respondents exposed to "non-sensational" news stories 

and assigned to "non-juror" roles. (A copy of the "Sensational" and 

"Non-Sensational" news stories is contained in .Appendix B of this re-

port,. Appendix C provides reproductions of the design of the actual 

printed pages for these two categories of news communications.) 

Previous experiments in free press-fair trial,: as indicated above, 

had been conducted using samples which could not be identified as rep-

resentative of the prospective juror population. They, too, had been 

conducted in environments other than the traditional courtroom scene, 

In this study, the writer staged the experiment in the First District 

Court in Logan, Utah. To lend authenticity to the "trial", a local 

/judge, a local prosecuting attorney, and a local defense attorney were 

used. Actors selected from Utah State University students and faculty 

1 were used as the court bailiff, the court reporter, a police detective, 

and the defendant, (A copy of the script used in guiding the action 

.1 

in the simulated and abbreviated voir ~ examination is contained in 

.Appendix D of this report.) 

A murder case which occurred in New York in 1948 was used for the 
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study. News stories from a metropolitan newspaper were used in prepar

ing the "sensational" and "non-sensational" coverage. The stories were 

rewritten, changing the names of the principals and giving indication 

that the event had occurred in Logan, Utah. Through cooperation of the 

publisher of the Logan (Utah) Herald Journal, the writer was able to 

have the news stories printed in a tabloid version of the Logan news

paper; the newspaper publishes a tabloid section every Monday which, in 

the writer's opinion, added to the authenticity of the newspapers. 

Respondents in each group were sent the newspapers with "sensa

tional" and "non-sensational" versions of the stories as randomly as

signed to arrive at their homes May 1--two weeks before the "in-court" 

appearance for the .Y£!!:. dire simulation. Respondents had been con

tacted by telephone and their agreement secured for participation in 

the study prior to the materials being sent. The respondents were told 

they would be receiving the materials by mail and that they would be 

asked to report to the Hall of Justice, Saturday, May 15. Instructions 

were to treat the material as they would treat any daily newspaper 

which arrived at their home. Each respondent was sent a covering let

ter of explanation along with the newspapers, Judge VeNoy Christoffer

sen, First District Court, Logan, Utah, also sent a covering letter 

encouraging the respondents to cooperate in the experiment. (Copies of 

the letters are attached as Appendix E to this report.) In order to 

carry out the experiment on as authentic a scale as possible, it was 

necessary to mask slightly the purpose of the study in the covering 

letters. Respondents were told merely that they were chosen to parti

cipate in a study of the jury system in Cache County, Utah. This was 

done to avoid as much as possible calling attention to the respondents 
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of the specific case which was under consideration. 

After one week's exposure to the message, the respondents assigned 

to the "pre-test" group were called on and the pre-test measure taken. 

The 60 respondents were visited by the writer and his trained inter

viewers on Thursday, Friday and Saturday, May 6, 7, and 8. A reminder 

notice was sent to each respondent to arrive at his home May 11. The 

notice simply reminded the participants that the writer was counting on 

them to report t., the Cache County Hall of Justice, Saturday, May 15, 

at 10 a .m,. to participate in the concluding portion of the study.. (A 

copy of the reminder notice appears in Appendix F of this report.) 

Interest in the study must have been extremely high; actual refusals 

to participate in the study numbered 25. A total of 130 persons had 

been scheduled to appear at the Hall of Justice May 15; the number who 

appeared was 123, and 120 were used in the experiment. 

The 120 respondents reported to the courtroom at 10 a,m, May 15. 

Judge Ve~oy Christoffersen opened the proceedings and, with the at

torneys, conducted the abbreviated~~· As the names of pros

pective jurors were called by the bailiff, the judge asked if they had 

any reasons they could not act impartially as jurors in the case. (The 

judge and the attorneys had been provided lists of respondents who had 

been randomly assigned to the "juror" and "non-juror" roles.) Chal

lenges were made of respondents on the "non-juror" list, and 60 persons 

were retained for the case as "jurors." 

In the abbreviated .Y..Q,1!. ~ proceedings, Judge Christoffersen 

asked the "non-jurors" to remain in the courtroom until the jury seat

ing was completed. Afterwards, the judge excused the "non-jurors" with 

the thanks of the court. The 60 jurors were told they had been chosen 
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to hear the case of the State of Utah v. George Jackson Runbach. A 
---- I 

larger than usual number for the panel had been chosen in view of the 

case on trial 1 The judge then charged the jurors with their responsi-

bility in hearing the evidence in the case, sifting that evidence and 

arriving at an impartial verdict. The judge emphasized to the jurors 

that they were to dismiss from their minds any materials they had read 

in newspapers or heard on the broadcast media pertaining to the case--

that their verdict must come totally from the evidence presented in 

the courtroom. He further reminded the jurors that if there were those 

among them who had been influenced by the news coverage prior to the 

trial, they should so indicate and ask to be excused. Nobody made such 

a request. Non-jurors dismissed from the case were asked by a research 

assistant outside the courtroom to fill out the "post-test" Semantic 

Differential scales, 

After the judge's admonition to the jurors, a messenger delivered 

an envelope to the defense attorney. The attorney examined the con-

tents of the parcel and requested permission to approach the benpl;). .• 

After the attorneys had conferred with the judge for a few minutes, 

Judge Christoffersen called a lO•minute recess for a conference in 

chambers. While the principals were out of the courtroom, the writer 

distributed the Semantic Differential, instructing the jurors that the 

judge had requested the data. The measure constituted the post-test 

measure for the jurors, 

When Judge Christoffersen returned to the courtroom, he said that 

new evidence had been uncovered in the case, and that he was granting 

the defense request. for continuance and had re-scheduled the case for 

the November term of court, The jurors were told that they were ex• 
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cused and a new panel of jurors would be chosen at the new term of 

court, 

The in-court session of the study was evidently authentic. Tapes 

made of the voir dire examination show that the respondents made num

erous requests to be excused from the case, Several of the juror pros

pects asked to be excused because "in my line of work, I can't afford 

to be tied up in this court for so long a period as this case is apt 

to involve." One grandmother made a most dramatic appeal to Judge 

Christoffersen that she be excused because "my daughter is expecting a 

baby any day not, and, Judge, you know how unpredictable babies can 

be." After one woman told the judge that she already had made up her 

mind that the defendant was guilty, several other respondents asked to 

be excused on ·the same grounds. One observer invited by the writer to 

participate in the study (she knew the case was hypothetical) said after 

the experiment, "I knew that was a mock case when I entered the court

room but after being there for about 15 minutes I was caught up in the 

drama and almost asked to be excused because I couldn't spend time in 

adjudicating such a long, drawn out trial." One woman told the writer 

that when she first volunteered to participate in the study she had 

been certain that it was a "staged" trial; however, after she got to 

the courtroom she concluded that the writer had been hired by the court 

to cagily bring prospective jurors into the courtroom :for a real case, 

She asked to be axcused from the case, telling Judge Christoffersen 

that she couldn;t be away from her job with a state institution that 

long. 

Paradigm for the Research Design 

ln reality, two manipulative experiments were conducted in ~ 
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the study. First, the news communication was used as a manipulation to 

test the impact of sensational and non-sensational news stories upon 

the sample. By administering the pre-test, the researcher was able to 

gather the guilt evaluation of the respondents in the upper-portion of 

the paradigm. (See Figure 1.) Further, there could be a test of the 

PRE-TRIAL NEWS COMMUNICATIONS 

Sensational Non-Sensational 

Roles 

Pre-Test 

No 
Pre-Test 

N == 120 
n == 15 

Juror Non-Juror Juror 

Pre Post Pre Post Pre Post 

M: M: M: M: M: M: 

M: M: M: 

M: M: M: 

Figure 1, Study Paradigm. 

Non-Juror 

Pre Post 

M: M: 

M: 

M: 

impact of sensational and non-sensational news stories upon the total 

sample using the post-test score as the evaluative data. The second 

manipulation occurred in assignment of respondents to the "juror"/"non-

juror" roles, and the subsequent "admonition" by the judge for the 

"jurors" and "no admonition" for the "non-jurors." The pre- and post-

test scores for the 60 respondents provide data for analysis of the 

difference between guilt assessment scores using the judge's admonition 

as a manipulative independent variable. 

The fourMgroup design, after Solomon, is presented in Figure 2; 
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below. The design outlined in Figure 2 was used separately for 60 re-

spondents who had been exposed to sensational news stories, and for 60 

respondents who had been exposed to non-sensational news. The Experi-

mental Group in the figure, under condition sensational news, was 

y x y Experimental Group 
b a 

8 y -x y Control Group 1 
b a 

x y Control Group 2 
a 

-x y Control Group 3 
a 

N "" 60 
n ... 15 

Figure 2. Four-group ExperimentalaControl 
design with randomiZa tion. 

m~uurad on evaluation of guilt of the defendant, brought into court, 

sehicted as jurors, admonished by the judge and then measured on evalu~ 

illtion of guilt of the defendant. Control Group 1, under condition sen~ 

@valuation~ The 15 respondent~ in Control Group 2 (in r•ality an axpa· 
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under condition sensational news were brought into the court, challeng

ed, excused as jurors, and measured on evaluation of guilt of the de

fendant. The same procedure was carried out on the respondents who had 

been exposed to non-sensational news. 

The overall 2 x 2 x 2 factorial design thus is a combination of 

the two experiments as presented in Figure 1, page 25. 

The Variables 

The active independent variables in the experiment were Pre-Trial 

News Communications, subdivided as sensational and non-sensational; 

and respondent-role, subdivided as juror and non-juror. Sensational 

news stories were operationally defined as those stories which con

tained a report of the arrest and the charge, run-down on prior crim

inal record, release by police chief that tests had been conducted on 

evidence which pointed to the suspect, statement by local police that 

the suspect had confessed, that the accused had been bound over for 

trial in the District Court, prosecutor-released statement that the 

defendant was definitely guilty and that he would have no difficulty 

proving it, Non-sensational news stories were operationally defined 

as those which adhered to the recommendations of the Reardon Committee 

Report, carrying only a basic story on the arrest, the accused's name, 

age, residence, occupation and family status. In these stories, in

formation given by the accused, results of any examination, testimony 

or credibility of prospective witnesses, any opinion as to the accus

ed's guilt or innocence was eliminated. 

The juror role was operationally, defined as veniremen randomly 

assigned, selected and charged by the judge to serve as jurors in the 
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adjudication of the criminal case used in the study, Non-jurors were 

defined as veniremen randomly assigned and excused as jurors in the ab

breviated .Y.2.!.!:. ~ procedure. 

The independent variable, test exposure, was subdivided into pre

test and no pre-test, The writer built the variable into the study 

design so greater control could be accomplished in analyzing for the 

effect of the test exposure upon the respondents' assessment of guilt. 

Operational definitions for these subdivisions of the variable are 

self-explanatory. 

The dependent variable was the assessment of guilt score as re

flected on the "Guilty-Innocent" sea le of a 10-sca le Semantic Differ

ential for evaluative measurement. Respondents' assessment of guilt 

of the defendant, George Jackson Runbach, was made on a seven-point 

scale, with a score of 7 the highest assessment of guilt, 4 the "no 

opinion", and 1 the smallest assessment score. 

The Measurement Instrument 

In previous studies on juries, Simon and Tans and Chaffee used 

/the Semantic Differential as a measuring instrument, since it has been 

deemed effective in measuring jurors' evaluations of a defendant. The 

10 adjectives used were Good-Bad, Honest-Dishonest, Guilty-Innocent, 

Old-Young, Dumb-Smart, Cruel-Kind, Valuable-Worthless, Nice-Awful, 

Fair-Unfair, Unpleasant•Pleasant. Placement of adjectives within 

scales was reversed to control for response bias, The guilty-innocent 

scale was the criterion measure. The other scales were used as gen

eral evaluations to test the uniqueness of the guilty-innocent judg~ 

ment. Pearson r correlations revealed inter-correlations of the scale 



29 

adjectives significant beyond the .001 level, except for the young-old, 

dumb-smart, and fair-unfair. The attribute of guilt seems to be part of 

a global evaluation of the defendant. 

One week before the date for the opening of the case in court, 

"pre-test" respondents were administered the Semantic Differential on 

the concept, "George Jackson Runbach"; the scales and instructions 

used are described below. 

Instructions for Semantic Differential Scales 

The purpose of this study is to measure the meanings of 
certain persons or things to various people by having them 
judge them against a series of descriptive adjectives. In 
taking this test, please make your judgments on the basis of 
what these things mean££, you. On the following pages you 
will find a different concept to be judged and beheath it a 
set of scales. Please rate the concept on each of these 
scales, 

If you feel that the concept at the top of the page is 
very closely related to one end of the scale, you should place 
your checkmark as follows: 

Good __ x_ --- --- __ ,... --- --- --- Bad 
or 

Good X Bad 
If you feel that the concept is quite closely related to one 
or the other end of the scale (but not extremely), you should 
place your check mark as follows: 

Good --- __ x __ --- --- --- --- --- Bad 
or 

Good --- --- --- ___ x_ --- Bad 
If the concept seems only slightly related to one side as op-
posed to the other (but is not really neutral), then you should 
mark the scale as follows: 

Good --- --- __ x_ --- --- --- --- Bad 
or 

Good --- --- --- ----- _x __ --- --- Bad 

The direction toward which you check, of course, depends 
upon which of the two ends of the scale seems most character
istic of the thing you are judging. If you consider the con
cept to be neutral on the scale, both sides of the scale equal
ly associated with the concept, or if the scale is completely 
irrelevant, unrelated to the concept, then you should place 
your mark in the middle space~ 

Do not look back and forth through the items. Make each 
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item a separate and independent judgment. Work at a fairly 
high speed. It is your first impressions we want. 

Concept: GEORGE JACKSON RUNBACH 

Good Bad 
Honest 
Guilty 

Old 
Dumb 

Cruel 
Valuable 

Nice 
Fair 

Unpleasant 

______ -· _______ Dishonest 
________ Innocent 
______________ Young 

--·--_______ Smart 
Kind - --·-- --·-- -- -______________ Worthless 

____________ Awful 
__________ Unfair 

Pleasant 

Concept: THE JURY SYSTEM IN CACHE COUNTY 

Good Bad 
Brave ________ ........--_--· Cowardly 
Weak ___________ Strong 
Fair ______________ Unfair 

Valuable Worthless 

The first Semantic Differential with 10 scales was the only one 

used official:ly in the study. Further, the "guilty-innocent" scale was 

used as the major criterion measure, The other scales were used pri-

marily for diversionary tactics. The five-scale Semantic Differential 

on the concept "The Jury System in Cache County" was used in an effort 

to mask the study's purpose. In view of the imperviousness of the 

court system to in-court study and experimentation on the effect of 

pre-trial publicity in an actual case, respondents had to be told in 

the initial letter that they were being asked to participate in a 

study, Interpretation of results in the study must, therefore, be 

made with this in mind. No doubt such: a ·procedl'n:-e biases the results 

to some unknown degree. However, by using the letter of endorsement 

by the District Judge, together with the courtroom scene and officers 

of the court, the study comes closer to the "real case." As indicated 

by the above scales, the dimension measured was evaluative, since we 



dealt with an evaluation of the respondents' attitude toward the de

fendant's guilt or innocence of the crime accused. 

Analyses 
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The data in the experiment were analyzed using statistical proced

ures called for by the design~ Since the factorial design and the hy

potheses suggested interactive effects of the independent variables, 

news communications, respondent-roles, and test exposures, a 2 x 2 x 2 

factorial analysis of variance was run to test the significance of the 

differences between the means for sensational vs. non-sensational news 

exposures, using the post-test measure; for juror vs. non-juror roles, 

using the post-test measure; for pre-test vs. no pre-test, using the 

post-test measure; and for any interactive effects produced by these 

three independent variables. 

To analyze the effect of the admonition by the judge upon jurors' 

and lack of the charge upon non-jurors' assessment of guilt, t-tests 

were run on the significance of the difference between the pre-test and 

post-test scores for jurors and non-jurors exposed to sensational and 

non-sensational news reports, 

Since the 60 respondents who were exposed to a pre- and post-test 

measure were correlated with themselves, analysis of variance for cor

related data was performed. In the process, variance due to "between 

subjects" was extracted from the error thus giving a more accurate 

measure of the true systematic variance. 

Diagrammatically, the statistical analyses are presented in Fig

ures 3, 4, 5 and 6, pages 34 and 35. 



Operational Definitions 

In setting up and carrying out the experimental study in free 

press-fair trial, the writer used the following operational defini

tions: 
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1. Pre-Trial News Communications--news stories published in a printed 

newspaper and disseminated to the respondents in the packets of informa

tion. 

2. Veniremen--respondents randomly selected from the jury duty list 

of Cache County, Utah, chosen for a specific term of court duty for 

this study. 

3, Jurors--veniremen randomly assigned, selected, and charged by the 

judge to serve as jurors in the adjudication of the criminal case used 

in this study. 

4. Non-jurors--veniremen randomly assigned and excused as jurors in 

the adjudication of the criminal case used in this study because the 

jury was completed or because they were challenged in the abbreviated 

voir dire. 

5. Guilt-innocence scale--scale contained in the 10-scale Semantic 

Differential used as a dependent variable measure in this study. 

6. Sensational News Stories--stories which contained a report of the 

arrest and the charge, run-down on prior criminal record, release by 

police chief that tests had been conducted on evidence which pointed to 

the suspect, statement by local police that the suspect had confessed, 

that the accused had been bound over for trial in the District Court, 

prosecutor-released statement that the defendant is definitely guilty 

and that he will have no difficulty proving it. 
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7, Non-Sensational News Stories--stories which adhered to the rec

ommendation of the Reardon Committee Report, carrying only a basic 

story on the arrest, the accused's name, age, residence, occupation, 

and family status. In these stories information about the prior crim

inal record, identity, confession or admissions by the accused, re

sults of any examinations, testimony or credibility of prospective wit

nesses, any opinion as to the accused's guilt or innocence was elimina

ted. 

8, Pre-Test Exposure--the measurement of the respondent's attitude 

of guilt-innocence of the defendant using the Semantic Differential 

one week after exposure to the news communication and prior to his be

ing assigned to a juror or non-juror role in the courtroom. 

9, No Pre-Test Exposure--refers to the fact that the respondent did 

not fill out a Semantic Differential one week after exposure to the 

news communication and prior to his being assigned to a juror or non

juror role in the courtroom, 

10. AdmonitionM•statement given by the judge in the cue to those 

respondents chosen as jurors in which the respondents were cautioned 

to dismiss prejudiciilll stBtements snd information which they might 

have read in the medio\\l ll!bout the cue, o\\lnd to arriv12 .'.\lt th~ir verdict 

on the basis of the t~stimony snd ~vidanc~ to b~ pr~s~nt@d in the 

courtroom. 



Sources 

Between Sensational/ 
Non-Sensational News 

Between Juror/ 
Non-Juror 

Between Pre-Test/ 
No Pre-Test 

News Communications 
x Respondent Role 

News Communications 
x Test Exposures 

Respondent Role 
x Test Exposures 

News Communications 
x Respondent Role x 
Test Exposures 

Error 

TOTAL 

Sum of 
Squares 

Mean F-
df Square Ratio 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

112 

119 

Figure 3. Analysis of Variance Table of Respondents' 
Guilt Assessment in Murder Case. 

X: Experimental X:c Control 

p 

e Sensational Non-Sensa tiona 1 

Before After Difference Before After Difference 

Yb y Yb - ya Yb Ya Yb a 

Figure 4. t-test, Pre-Test, Post-Test Measures on 
Sensational, Non-Sensational News. 

- Ya 
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X: Experimental 
e Juror 

x· Control 'c 
Non-Juror 

Before After Difference Before After Difference 

Figure 5, t-test, Pre-Test, Post-Test Measures on 
Juror, Non-Juror Respondent Roles. 

Sum of Mean F-
Sources Squares df Square Ratio 

Between Trials 1 

Among Subjects 14. 

Interaction 14 

TOT.AL 29 

(N .. 30) 
(n = 15) 

Figure 6. .Analysis of Variance Table, Correlated 
Groups by News and Respondent-role. 

p 



CHAPTER III 

FINDINGS 

In the study presented here, the researcher found that pre-trial 

news about a murder case, and admonition to a prospective juror by a 

judge resulted in differences in guilt assessment of a defendant, As 

reported in the previous chapter, 120 respondents were randomly chosen 

from the jury list for Cache County, Utah, with one-half of them exposed 

to sensational pre-trial news coverage of the George Jackson Runbach 

case, and one-half exposed to non-sensational pre-trial news. The 

news exposures constituted the first phase of the experimental-control 

group study, A second phase was in random assignment of respondents to 

juror and non-juror roles. One-half of the respondents in each of the 

news communications groups was randomly assigned as jurors, publicly 

chosen in an abbreviated~~' and admonished by the district 

court judge to adjudicate the case on the information and evidence to 

be presented in the courtroom; the other half of the respondents in 

each of the news categories was randomly assigned to a non-juror role, 

and publicly excused by the judge after the abbreviated .Y.Qi!. ~· 

Findings in the study indicated that the respondents admonished as jur

ors assessed the guilt of the defendant significantly lower than did 

those who were excused by the judge. Further, there were indications 

that jurors exposed to sensational pre-trial news stories, after having 

been admonished by the judge, significantly lowered their assessment of 
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of guilt of George Jackson Runbach. The non-jurors, whether exposed 

to sensational or non-sensational news, did not differ significantly in 

their assessment of guilt from pre-test to post-test. These results 

indicate, at least in this study, using this group of respondents, 

that while sensational pre-trial news stories condition the prospective 

jurors to assess a defendant guilty, the experience of the abbreviated 

voir dire and the judge's admonition influenced the respondents to less 

inclination to assess guilt. Results in this study indicated that the 

admonition to the jurors to disregard information read in the newspaper 

was effective with this group of "jurors". The mean scores for the 

post-test of all jurors was 4.30 on a 7-point scale, near the mean of 

the scale, 4,0, which, in this study, was the "no opinion" point,. Non-

jurors did not significantly lower their guilt assessment regardless 

of the pre-trial news to which they were exposed. As shown in Figure 

7, the post-test mean score for all non-jurors was 4,78, higher than 

ROLES I 

TESTS 

Pre-Test 

PRE-TRIAL NEWS EXPOSURES 

Sensational Non•Sensational 

Juror Non-Juror Juror Non-Juror 

4.27 5,20 4.33 4.33 

Grand 
Means 

4. 53 

No Pre-Test 4.86 5.40 3.73 4.20 4.55 

Means 4.57 5.30 4.03 

Grand Mean Sensational News: 4,93 
Grand Mean NonaSensational News: 4;15 
Grand Mean Non~Jurors: 4.78 
Grand Mean Jurors: 4.30 

4.27 

(N = 
(n = 

4~. 54 

120) 
15) 

Figure 7. Mean Guilt Scores by News, Roles, Tests, 
and Interaction of Variables (posttest), 



the mean score for all jurors, 4.30. These results generally bear out 

the findings of Rita James Simon, Kline and Jess and Tans and Chaffee 

cited above. 
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Data in the study were analyzed, first of all, through the use of 

the factorial analysis of variance to assess the main effects of the 

independent variables, pre-trial news exposures, respondent-role, and 

test exposures, and the interactive effects of these variablest Post

test measures were used in this analysis. Further, a two-way analysis 

of variance for correlated data was used to assess change from pre

test measure to post-test measure, with the judge's admonition to jur

ors and lack of admonition to non-jurors being the manipulative criter

ion, The correlated design was used, since the subjects were matched 

with themselves from pre- and post-test, and this analysis permitted 

extraction of the variance due to individual differences, resulting in 

a more accurate measure of the error variance, The researcher also 

conducted t-tests for matched pairs on pre-test and post-test data 

which yielded the same results as the correlated ANOVA. 

Testing the Hypotheses 

Hypothesis~ l~ Respondents exposed to sensational pre-trial 

news will assess the guilt of George Jackson Runbach significantly 

higher than will respondents who are exposed to non-sensational pre

trial news stories. 

A factorial analysis of variance on the post-test guilt-innocence 

assessment scores revealed that the mean score for respondents exposed 

to sensational pre-trial news about the case was 4.93, while the mean 

score for respondents exposed to non-sensational news was 4.15. The 
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F-ratio for news was 11~51, which indicates that the differences of 

4.93 and 4.15 could be expected to occur by chance alone fewer than one 

time in 100, (See Table I and Figure 8 below, F = 11.51, p (. .01.) 

PRE-TRIAL NEWS EXPOSURES 

Sensational Non-Sensa tiona 1 

4.93 4,15 

(N = 120) 
(n = 60) 

Figure 8. Mean Guilt Scores by Pre-Trial News 
Exposures (posttest measures). 

TABLE I 

FACTORIAL ANALYSIS OF VARIANCE TABLE: NEWS~ ROLES, TESTS, INTERACTION 

Source of Variation SS 

TOTAL 211. 80 
Error 178,67 

_2L 

119 
112 

ms F 

1,60 

------------------------------·--------------·-
~ EFFECTS 

Between Sensational & 
Non-Sensational News 

Between Juror/Non-Juror 

Between Pre-Test & 
No Pre-Test Exposures 

FIRST-ORDER INTERACTION 

Between News x Roles 
Between News x Tests 
Between Roles x Tests 

SECOND-ORDER INTERACTION 

Between News x Roles x 
Tests 

18.41 

7.01 

.01 

1.88 
4.41 

,01 

1.40 

1 

1 

1 

1 
1 
1 

1 

18.41 11.51 

.01 <1.00 

1. 88 
4.41 

.01 

1.18 
2.76 

(1.00 

p 

( .01 ) 

( .05 ) 

(n. s.) 

(n. s.) 
(n. s.) 
(n. s ~) 

(n. s.) 
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In other words, all other things being equal and controlled through the 

study design, the experimental stimulus, sensational pre-trial news 

stories appeared to make a difference in the way a random sample of 

prospective jurors assessed the guilt of George Jackson Runbach. The 

respondents exposed to sensational news appeared more likely to lean 

toward guilt before the actual trial opened. The hypothesis above was 

accepted. 

Hypothesis No 1 1· Respondents in the experimental group in the 

second phase of the study chosen as jurors in the abbreviated voir 

dire and admonished by the judge to disregard what they had read about 

the case of George Jackson Runbach will assess the guilt of the defend-

ant significantly lower than will the respondents excused from jury 

duty during the abbreviated voir ~. 

The mean guilt score for admonished jurors on the post-test meas-

ure was 4.30, and that for the non-jurors was 4.78. (See Figure 9.) 

Statistically, the two mean scores differ significantly (Table I, page 

39, F = 4,38, p (,OS.) In other words, all other things being equal, 

differences as great as 4.30 and 4.78 could be expected to occur by 

RESPONDENT ROLES 

Juror Non-Juror 

4.30 4.78 

(N = 120) 
(n = 60) 

Figure 9. Mean Guilt Scores by Roles 
(posttest measures). 

chance alone about five times in 100, indicating that something other 
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than chance fluctuations led to differences, In our randomized design, 

we can conclude that the judge's admonition was effective in reducing 

the prospective jurors' propensity to assess guilt prior to the actual 

trial, regardless of the pre-trial news to which they had been exposed. 

The hypothesis, therefore, was accepted, 

,!!ypoth,esis No, .§_, Respondents who are given a pre-test measure 

on assessment of guilt of George Jackson Runbach, seven days after ex-

posure to pre-trial news stories, on the post-test measure, will not 

differ significantly from those not given a pre-testo 

Here we are concerned with the effect of testing upon the respon-

dents; that is 9 we are asking the answer to the question, "does the ex-

perience of testing, itself, influence respondents in assessment of 

guilt in the case?" In short, we are testing for "test-sensitization" 

of the respondents, The post-test mean score for respondents who filled 

out the pre-test Semantic Differential was 4.53, and that for those who 

did not was 4.55. (See Figure 10.) Statistically, the two means do 

not differ, (Table I, page 39, F = less than 1, not significant.) 

The variation is no greater than could be expected to occur by chance 

fluctuations, that is, the pre-test experience itself did not seem to 

affect the respondents' guilt assessment, We, therefore, accepted the 

hypothesis. 

TEST EXPOSURES ______ , 
Pre-Test 

4,53 

No Pre-Test 

4,55 
(N = 120) 
(n 60) 

Figure 10. Mean Guilt Scores by Test Exposures 
(posttest measures)o 
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Hypothesis No. ~ (Interaction). Post•test mean guilt scores of 

jurors will be greater than non-jurors when the respondents are expos-

ed to sensational pre-trial news. 

The mean score for jurors under the condition of sensational pre-

trial news was 4.57, and for non-jurors, 5.30. (See Figure lL) The 

variance analysis showed there was no significant guilt assessment 

differences produced by the interactive effects of pre-trial news com-

munications and respondent roles, Table I (page 39) shows an F-ratio 

of 1.18 which is not significant. In other words the pre-trial news 

communications and respondent roles operated independently of each oth-

er. The differences in guilt assessment assigned by the sensational 

and non-sensational pre-trial news groups did not depend on the re-

spondents being jurors or non-jurors. We, therefore, rejected the hy-

pothesis. 

ROLES 

PRE-TRIAL NEWS EXPOSURES 

Sens a tiona 1 Non-Sensational Mean 

Juror 4.57 4 .• 03 4.30 

Non-Juror 5.30 4.27 4.78 

Mean 4.94 4.15 4. 54 

(N = 120) 
(n = 30) 

Figure 11. Mean Guilt Scores, Interaction, News, 
Respondent-Roles (posttest). 

Hypothesis No. 1 (Interaction). There will be no significant 

difference between the mean scores of respondents produced by the in-



teraction of the two independent variables, pre-trial news and test 

exposures. 

The mean scores for respondents exposed to sensational pre-trial 

news and given a pre-test was 4.73, for those given no pre-test, 5.13; 

for non-sensational pre-trial news respondents given a pre-test, the 

mean was 4.33, and for those not given a pre-test, 3~97. (See Figure 

12,) The F-ratio for comparison of means for interaction of news and 

test exposures was 2.76 which is not significant. (See Table I, page 

39.) These differences, regardless of the combination made, are no 

greater than chance, and the hypothesis was accepted. 

TESTS 

No 

PRE-TRIAL NEWS EXPOSURES 

Sensational Non-Sensational Mean 

Pre-Test 4.73 4.33 4.53 

Pre-Test 5.13 3.97 4.55 

Means 4.93 4.15 4.54 

(N = 120) 
(n = 30) 

Figure 12. Mean Guilt Scores, Interaction News, 
Test Exposures ~posttest). 
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Hypothesis No. & (Interaction), In and of itself, the respondent 

role independent variable will produce significant differences in 

guilt assessment by respondents. However, there will be no signifi-

cant differences produced by a combination of the respondent role var-

iable and the test exposure variable~ 

Mean scores for jurors exposed to a pre-test was 4.30, for those 
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with no pre-test, 4.30; for non-jurors exposed to a pre-test, the mean 

was 4.77, for non-jurors not exposed to pre-test, 4.80. (See Figure 

13.) The variance analysis showed no significant differences produced 

by the interaction of respondent-rol~s and test exposures. The F-ratio, 

as shown in Table I, page 39, was less than 1. Therefore, we accepted 

the hypothesis. 

TESTS 

Pre-Test 

No Pre-Test 

Means 

RESPONDENT ROLES 

Juror Non-Juror 

4.30 

4.30 

4.30 

4.77 

4.80 

4.79 

(N = 120) 
(n = 30) 

Mean 

4.53 

4.55 

4.54 

Figure 13. Mean Guilt Scores, Interaction Roles, 
Tests (posttest measures). 

Hypothesis No. l,(Interaction), There will be no significant dif-

ferences among the means of the groups produced by the interactive ef-

fects of the three independent variables, pre-trial news, respondent-

role, and test exposures, 

Mean scores for the interactive combinations are shown in Figure 

14, page 45, Variance analysis showed that differences produced by the 

interaction of the three independent variables were no greater than 

chance. (F = .88, not significant; See Table I, page 39,) The hypo-

thesis was accepted. 

Hypothesis No.~· Respondents assigned as jurors in the George 
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Jackson Runbach case and admonished by the judge will lower their guilt 

assessment after admonition, regardless of the pre-trial news exposure. 

This will be reflected in a significantly higher pre-test measure prior 

to admonition, than the post-test measure taken after admonition. 

ROLES/ 

TESTS 

No 

PRE-TRIAL NEWS 

Sensational 

Juror Non-Juror 

Pre-Test 4.27 5.20 

Pre-Test 4.86 5.40 

Means 4.57 5.30 

EXPOSURES 

Non-Sensational 

Juror 

4.33 ' 

3.73 

4.03 

Grand 
Non-Juror Means 

4.33 4.53 

4.20 4.55 

4.27 4.54 

(N = 120) 
(n = 15) 

Figure 14. Mean Guilt Scores, Interaction News, 
Roles, and Tests (posttest) 

In the second phase of the study, we were concerned with the ef-

fects of a judge's admonition upon prospective jurors' guilt assessment 

as reflected in the difference between the pre-test taken prior to ad-

monition, but after exposure to pre-trial news, and the post-test taken 

after admonition. The juror admonished group was the experimental 

group, the non-juror group the control group. In other words, we were 

concerned with the effectiveness, before the actual trial was heard, 

of a judge's admonition to a prospective juror. A summary of pre-test 

and post-test means is presented in Figure 15, page 46, The mean for 

jurors on pre-test was 5,10, on the post-test (after admonition), 4.30. 

(See Figure 16, page 46.) A two~way analysis of variance showed that 

a mean difference as great as that between 5.10 and 4.30 could be 



expected to occur by chance about five times in 100; therefore, we can 

suggest that, all other things equal, the judge's admonition was ef ... 

fective in red~cing the guilt assessment by these jurors. (Table II, 
' 

page 48, F = 4~19, p <::.os.) A two ... tailed t ... test for matched pairs 

on the data aldio showed significance at the ,05 level. (t = 2.05, p 

<(_ .0.5.) 

ROLES I 

TE[IT I 

PRE-TRIAL NEWS EXPOSURES 

Sensa tiona 1 Non-Sensa tiona 1 

Juror Non-Juror Juror Non-Juror 

Pre Post Pre Post Pre Post Pre Post 

5.53 4.27 5,53 5.20 4.66 4.33 4.80 4.33 

(N = 60) 
(n = 15 re.peated) 

Figure 15. Pre-Test/Post-Test Means (Repeated 
Measures) by News and Roles, 

JUROR ROLE 

Pre-Test Post-Test 

s.10 4.30 

(N = 30) 
(n = 15 repeated) 

Figure 16, PrewTest/Post-Test Means, Jurors 
Regardless of News Exposures, 
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Respondents seated as jurors in the abbreviated~~' charged 

as jurors and admonished by Judge Christoffersen assessed the guilt of 

the defendant George Jackson Runbach significantly lower than they had 

prior to the admonition. The hypothesis was accepted. 
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Hypothesis No. 2· Respondents assigned as non-jurors (excused 

from the George Jackson Runbach case and not admonished by the judge) 

will not alter their assessment of guilt as reflected in the measure 

prior to role assignment, and the measure taken after dismissal from 

the case, regardless of the pre-trial news exposure. 

The non-juror group thus becomes the control group here. The mean 

for non-jurors on the pre-test measure was 5.17, and on the post-test, 

4. 77. (See Figure 17 below.) A two-way analysis of variance showed 

an F-ratio of 3.18--not significant. (See Table III, page 48,) The 

means differed only by chance. There was no change in guilt assessment 

from pre- to post-test. At-test for matched pairs on the data showed 

no significance: t = 1.78, n.s. The variance analysis showed signifi-

cance in means among subjects which indicated substantial reliability 

of the measuring instrument's capacity to measure "true" individual 

differences. In this study we were not concerned W'ith the differences 

among subjects. We accepted the hypothesis of no difference. 

NON-JUROR ROLE 

Pre-Test Post-Test 

5.17 4. 77 

(N = 30) 
(n = 15 repeated) 

Figure 17. Pre-Test/Post-Test Means for Non-Jurors 
Regardless of News Exposure, 

Hypothesis No. lQ.. Respondents exposed to sensational pre-trial 

news and admonished by the judge as jurors will assess the guilt of 

George Jackson Runbach significantly lower on the post-test taken after 
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TABLE II 

.ANALYSIS OF VARIANCE TABLE 

CORRELATED DAT.A: .ALL JURORS 

PRE- & POST-TEST 

Source of Variation SS ....£L ms F p 

TOT.AL 134.60 59 

Residual 66.40 29 2,29 
----------------------------------------------
Between Pre .. Test and 
Post-Test, Jurors 9.60 1 9,60 4.19 ( .05 ) 

.Among Subjects 58.60 29 2.02 (1.00 (n, s .. ) 

TABLE III 

.ANALYSIS OF VARIANCE TABLE 

CORRELATED DAT.A: NON-JURORS 

PRE- & POST-TEST 

Source of Va,riation SS ....£L ms F p 

TOT.AL 111. 93 59 

Residual 21. 61 29 ,75 

----------------------------------------------
Between Pre-Test and 
Post-Test, Non-Jurors 2.39 1 2,39 3.18 (n, s.) 

.Among Subjects 87.93 29 3.03 4.04 ( .01 ) 
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TABLE IV 

ANALYSIS OF VARIANCE TABLE 

CORRELATED DATA 

SENSATIONAL+ JUROR 

Source of Variation SS ....£L ms F p 

TOTAL 62. 70 29 

Residual 18~50 14 1.32 
-------------- --------------------------------
Between Pre-Test and 
Post-Test, Sens, + Juror 12.00 1 12.00 9.09 ( .01 ) 

Among Subjects 32,20 14 2,30 1. 74 (n. s.) 

admonition than on the pre-test before admonition. 

The mean scores for respondents exposed to sensational pre-trial 

news and admonished as jurors are presented in Figure 18 below. A 

two-way analysis of variance showed that a difference as great as that 

between 5.53 and 4.,,26 could be expected to occur by chance fluctuations 

SENSATIONAL NEWS-JUROR ROLE 

Pre·-Test Post-Test 

5.53 4.26 

(N = 30) 
(n = 15 repeated) 

Figure 18. Pre~Test/Post-Test Means for Jurors, 
Sensational News. 

about one time in 100. (F = 9.09, p <(.01, See Table IV.) At-test 

for matched pairs showed significance at the .01 level; t = 3.01. All 

other things being equal, it appeared that the judge's admonition was 
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effective in reducing guilt assessment in the George Jackson Runbach 

case,. even whe·n the respondents had been exposed to sensational pre-

trial news 1 The judge's admonition_, in this case, was taken seriously 

by the jurors. The hypothesis was accepted •. 

Hypo.thesis No, ll· Pre-test and post-test guilt assessments by 

respondents exposed to sensational news and excused from jury duty af-

ter an abbreviated voir dire will not differ significantly. 

Mean guilt assessment scores for pre-test and post-test measures 

of non-jurors exposed to sensational pre-trial news are presented in 

Figure 19, Table V presents the Correlated Analysis of Variance on 

the data under study. (See page s1~) Respondents exposed to pre-trial 

SENSATIONAL NEWS-NON-JUROR ROLE 

Pre-Test Post-Test 

5,.53 5.20 

(N = 30) 
(n = 15 repeated) 

Figure 19, Pre-Test/Post-Test Means for Non-Jurors, 
Serisational News~ 

news of a sensational nature and later excused from duty as jurors in 

the case did not differ in assessment of guilt on the pre-test and the 

post .. test:o. The means of 5, 53 on pre-test and 5., 20 on post-test differ-

ed by chance fluctuations. (F = 4.36, not significant; Table V, page 

51,.) A t•test for matched pairs showed no significance, t = 2.07, The 

scores, statistically speaking, were equal, and we can accept the hy-

pothesis. The F··ratio of 14.10 for differences among subjects was 

significant beyond the ,01 level; that is, some respondents consistent-

ly assessed guilt of the defendant considerably lower than others. 



TABLE V 

ANALYSIS OF VARIANCE TABLE 

CORRELATED DATA 

SENSATIONAL+ NON-JURORS 

Source of Variation SS _&L ms 

TOTAL 40,97 29 

Residual 2.67 14 .19 

-----------------------------------------------
Between Pre-Test and 
Post-Test, Non-Jurors 
Sensational News 

Among Subjects 

.83 

37.47 

1 • 83 

14 2.68 

51 

F p 

-"" 

4.36 (n. s.) 

14.10 ( .01 ) 

Hypothesis No. g. Pre-test scores of respondents exposed to non-

sensational pre~trial news prior to being admonished by the judge to a 

juror role will be significantly lower than the post-test scores taken 

after admonition. 

Mean scores on guilt assessment for pre-test and post-test for 

jurors exposed to non-sensational pre-trial news are presented in 

Figure 20, 

NON-SENSATIONAL NEWS-JUROR ROLE 

Pre-Test Post-Test 

4.66 4.33 

(N = 30) 
(n = 15 repeated) 

Figure 20. Pre-Test/Post-Test Means for Jurors, 
Non-Sensational News. 
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A correlated analysis of variance of the data showed that the re-

spondents did not differ in their assessment of guilt on the pre-test 

and post-test. Even though jurors, over-all, gave srugnificantly lower 

guilt assessment scores after having been admonished by the judge, the 

respondents exposed to non-sensational news did not change,, The mean 

score was 4.66 on pre-test and 4.33 on post-test. Table VI shows an 

F-ratio of les~ than 1, not significant. The admonition in combination 

with non ... sensational news did not produce a difference. We rejected 

the hypothesis. A t-test for matched pairs showed no difference, t = 

. 506. 

TABLE VI 

ANALYSIS OF VARIANCE TABLE 

CORRELATED DATA 

NON-SENSATIONAL+ JURORS 

Source of Variation SS ....!!.L ms F p 

TOTAL 69.50 29 

Residual 44.67 14 3.19 -- ... -----:~-- ---- ------------------- -------------__ ,,. 

Between Pre-Test & 
Post-Test, Jurors, 

(1.00 Non-Sens. News ,83 1 • 83 (n . s,) 

Among Subjects 24,00 14 1.71 <1.00 (n, s.) 

Hypothesis .~ 13, Respondents' pre-test mean guilt scores taken 

seven days after exposure to non-sensational pre-trial news, and post-

test scores taken after the same respondents were excused from jury 

duty in the George Jackson Runbach case will not differ. 
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Respondents randomly assigned to non-sensational pre-trial news 

exposure, and to non-juror roles rated the guilt of George Jackson Run-

bach by a mean score of 4.80 on a me~sure taken seven days after expos-

ure to the news. These same respondents, after going into the court-

room and being excused from jury duty by the judge assessed the guilt 

of the defendant by a mean score of 4. 33, (See Figure 21.) A correla-

ted variance analysis showed that the two mean scores were, by prob-

ability estimates, equal. That is, they did not differ except by 

chance fluctuations. (F 1.21, not significant; see Table VII.) A 

t-test for matched pairs showed no difference, t = 1.10. Both inde-

pendent variables in combination did not produce differences which 

make a difference; the hypothesis was accepted. 

TABLE VII 

ANALYSIS OF VARIANCE TABLE 

CORRELATED DATA 

NON-SENSATIONAL+ NON-JURORS 

Source of Variation SS ~ ms F 

TOTAL '.61.37 29 

Residual 18.87 14 1.35 

-----------------------------------------------
Between Pre- and Post-
Test, Jurors+ Non-Sens 1 1.63 1 1. 63 1.21 (n. s,.) 

Among Subjects 40.87 14 2.92 2.16 (n. s.) 

The factorial analysis of variance for data in the study revealed 

that pre•trial news stories do make a difference in the degree prospec· 



tive jurors assess the guilt of a defendant. The difference is best 

expressed by the fact that sensational pre-trial news resulted in re-

spondents exhibiting a greater propensity to assess guilt, and that 

non-sensational news resulted in exhibition of a lesser propensity to 

assess guilt. Post-test measures by respondent-role showed that those 

assigned as jurors and admonished by the judge to disregard what they 

had read about a case, were less inclined to assess guilt than were 

those excused from jury duty, regardless of news exposure received. 

NON-SENSATIONAL NEWS-NON-JUROR ROLE 

Pre-Test Post-Test 

4.80 4.33 

(N 30) 
(n = 15 repeated) 

Figure 21. Pre-Test/Post-Test Means for Non-Jurors, 
Non-Sensational News, 

The judge's admonition to the jurors appeared to have an overriding 

effect on the pre-trial news stories. However, in analyzing changes 

in assessment of guilt on pre-tests taken after exposure to news and 
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prior to the admonition, and of post-tests taken after admonition, var-

iation appeared only in the cases of sensational news. Jurors exposed 

to non-sensational news did not alter their assessment from pre- to 

post-test. This indicates that, in this study, differences among jur-

ors were closely allied to the pre-trial news exposure. The admonition 

was effective when dealing with jurors exposed to sensational news. 

When dealing with those exposed to non-sensational news, apparently the 

news was not strong enough to produce prejudice. However, over-all, 

pre-test respondents, on the post•test, assessed guilt nearer the 



"no opinion" or "neutral" point of 4.0, thus indicating they were ap

proaching the case as it went on trial with an "open" mind. 
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CHAPTER IV 

SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS 

As indicated in the problem statement, this study was designed to 

1 2 
test further the theories of Simon, Kline and Jess, and Tans and 

Chaffee3 about the effect of pre-trial news coverage upon jurors in a 

criminal case. Professor Simon, in her pilot study using adult mock 

jurors, reported that ~xposure to sensational news about a case result-

ed in a majority of the respondents' assessing a defendant guilty. 

Similarly, non-sensational exposure resulted in less propensity to as-

sess guilt. However, when the mock jurors were admonished by a judge 

to make up their minds about the case on the basis of what was present-

ed in court•-not on the basis of newspaper or television speculation 

about the case-·the respondents changed their minds and found the de-

fendant not guilty, She summarized the significance of her study find-

ings as indicating that 

the danger of pre-trial publicity may have been exaggerated. 
If the results can be reproduced in a larger sample and in 
communities of different sizes and in different locations, 
they should provide strong support for those who warn agains\ 
the restriction of freedom of the press to report trial news. 

1Simon, Trans-action, pp. 40·42. 

2 Kline and Jess, Journalism Quarterly, pp, 113-116. 

3Tans and Chaffee, Journalism Quarterly, pp. 647-654, 

4 Simon, Trans-action, p. 4L 

""" 



Dr. Steven Chaffee said in 1968: 

willingness to prejudge should become an increasingly crucial 
variable, the closer the situation comes to real jury duty, My 
hypothesis is •• ,the more the person knows about the case as a 
juror, the more likely he is to suspend judgment until he's 
~eard a51 the facts; I'd expect the reverse pattern for non
Jurors. 
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Both these studies were conducted with respondents who were not equiva-

lent to prospective jurors in most jurisdictions, Samples could not, 

in other words, be considered representative. 

r----- The problem under study herein asked if respondents seated as jur-

ors and admonished by a judge in a criminal case alter their assessment 

of guilt of a defendant regardless of the pre•trial news stories to 

which they have, been exposed. Subsidiary to this, of course, was test-

ili.g;,: of the theory that prospective jurors are "prejudiced" toward a de-

fendant when they are e'.i(posed to sensational pre-trial news stories, 

and not prejudiced toward the defendant in a case :,when the pre-trial 

news is of a non-sensational nature. The study was directed by thir-

teen hypotheses, and the data were analyzed using randomized factorial 

and correlated groups analyses of variance, as well as t·tests for 

matched pairs. 

Respondents to the study were chosen from the prospective 

jury list for Cache County, Utah. They were randomly assigned to 

groups to receive sensational or non-sensational pre-trial news cover-

age of a case in which George Jackson Runbach was accused of murdering 

a local businesswoman. The "sensational" and "non-sensational" pre-

trial news groups were further randomly assigned to be chosen as jurors 

Swilco'.i!:, The '.P)."ess, the Jury and aehaviord Sci~nces, p, 6. 
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in an abbreviated voir dire and then admonished by the judge as to their 

responsibilities, or to a non-juror role in which case they were ex

cused in the abbreviated .Y.Q.!.!_ ~ in the courtroom, The abbreviated 

voir dire.and jury admonition took place in the First District Court, 

Logan, Utah, with Judge VeNoy Christoffersen presiding. The courtroom 

scene was authenticated through use of the usual court officers, and a 

local prosecutor and defender. Major findings are summarized as fol

lows: 

1. Respondents exposed to sensational pre-trial news stories 

about George Jackson Runbach, the defendant, were more prone to assess 

the defendant guilty than were respondents who had read non-sensational 

pre-trial news stories. The ratings were made on a 7-point scale with 

1, innocent, and 7, guilty~ It would appear here that sensational news 

stories, in and of themselves, were more effective than non-sensational 

news stories,innprejudicing prospective jurors against a defendant. 

2. Respondents lowered their guilt assessment after having been 

selected for jury duty during the abbreviated voir ~ and admonished 

by the judge, Statistically, the change was significant at the .OS 

level, meaning that such changes downward on the guilt-innocent scale, 

as observed after admonition, could be expected to occur by chance 

about 5 times in 100, The finding held regardless of the pre-trial 

news to which the respondents were exposed. 

3. Re~p~dents excused during the abbreviated voir dire and, 

thus, not admonished by the judge made no change in guilt astsessment 

from the pre-test taken after exposure to the pre-trial news stories, 

and the post-test taken after the courtroom experience. This held re

gardless of the pre-trial news to which the respondents were exposed. 
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4. When considering post-test scores, all respondents assigned as 

jurors were less inclined to judge the defendant guilty than were non

jurors; the post-test was taken after admonition. This finding held 

regardless of the pre-trial news to which the respondents had been ex

posed. 

\ 5. It appeared that the experience of being selected as a juror 

and admonished by the judge to disregard any information the respond

ents had read in newspapers was effective. Jurors' guilt assessment 

of the defendant after admonition was near 4.0, which would be the "no 

opinion" category on the 7-point scale. Even though respondents ex

posed to sensational prertrial news showed a greater propensity to as

sessing the defendant guilty, they lowered their assessment score after 

instructed by the judge to disregard information gleaned from sources 

outside the courtroom. This supports Professor Simon's conclusion 

that the judge's admonition results in prospective jurors' making their 

decisions on the basis of in-court presentations, not on the basis of 

newspaper speculation about a case. 

Recommendations for Further Study 

On the basis of findings in this study, the writer makes the fol

lowing recommendations for further study into the free press-fair trial 

controversy: 

1. That the study conducted in Logan, Utah, be replicated using 

other cities in the United States, so comparisons can be made on the 

results to further explore the theory advanced here. 

2. That a study be carried out measuring guilt assessment of 

prospective jurors prior to news exposure, after news exposure, after 
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voir dire, and after the case has been heard in court. The data should 

be analyzed for changes that occur from one test to the other. Re

spondents should be rated on an Authoritarian Scale 6 to see if person-

ality is a factor in predicting juror prejudice. 

3. That a study be conducted using different kinds of cases--

major as well as minor crimes--to see if results could be replicated. 

Implications for Press and Bar 

Results from the study and from Simon indicate that, in these in-

stances, the free press-fair trial controversy may be exaggerated. In-

dications here are that the jury system, as it now operates, is effec-

tive in dealing with potential juror prejudice that may be produced 

by pre-trial news. The judge's instructions appear to be effective, 

and even though sensational news resulted in a "first-impression" im-

pulse to judge adversely against a defendant, that impression was over-

ridden by the judge's admonition to jurors. Both press and bar shoµld 

be concerned, but their reasons may well be re-assessed. As indicated 

in numerous articles on the free press-fair trial subject, both pro-

fessions should give their energies to professional development, rather 

than to "arm-chair1• philosophizing." The press should be an ever-

alert watchdog in all news coverage--including what goes on in the dis-

pensing of justice from the arrest to the trial. The major goal should 

always be that of assuring that the justice system operates as envis-

ioned in the Constitution. If the news coverage veers toward sensa-

6T. Adorno, et al., The Authoritarian Personality, (New York, 
1950). 



tional coverage in making that assurance, any prejudice may well be 

mitigated by a judiciary that demands professional standards in the 

courtroom and in the conduct of defense and prosecuting attorneys. 

The bar should ever concern itself with guaranteeing that the justice 

system works in a democracy, and it should make every demand that that 

operation be held up for the general public to see, a factor which 

should make law enforcement and dispensing of justice more effective 

and acceptable by the public. 

An attorney who participated in the study, in commenting on the 

effect of the abbreviated voir dire and the judge's admonition, said 

It appears to me that if your results show significant changes 
by jurors under these abbreviated procedures, the changes by 
jurors should be even more marked in a real case involving a 
full-length voir ~' evidence presentation and admonition. 7 

7H. Preston Thomas, head, Department of Political Science, Utah 
State University, Logan, Utah, in a discussion with the writer. 
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APPENDIX A 

SUPREME COURT DECISIONS 1959-1966 ON PREJUDICE 

Marshall~ United States. 
360 U. S. 310, 3 L. Ed. 2d 1250, 79 S. Ct. 1711 (1959). 

Defendant was convicted of unlawfully dispensing dextro ampheta
mine sulfate tablets without a prescription from a licensed physician. 
The government proposed to prove that defendant had previously practic
ed medicine without a license. Such evidence was ruled inadmissible 
but during trial two newspapers published accounts which recited that 
Marshall had practiced medicine without a license and had been convict
ed of forgery. The seven jurors\who had seen all or portions of the 
news articles swore that they would not be influenced by them, that they 
could decide the case only upon the evidence of record, and that they 
felt no prejudice. against petitioner as a result of the articles. De
spite the testimony of the juro~s, which under earlier rulings would 
have been sufficient to show impartiality, the case was reversed and 
sent back for new trial because the jurors were exposed to the inadmis
sible evidence through the news articles. 

Janko ~ United States. 
366 U.S. 716, 6 L. Ed. 2d 846, 81 S. Ct. 1662. 

The Supreme Court reversed in a per curiam memorandum decision 
without opinion. The case below is reported at 281 F.2d 156 (CA 8 
1960). Janko was found guilty of willfully attempting to evade income 
tax for three years by improperly claiming two of his own minor child
dren as dependents. The tax amounts involved were $134.00 for 1954 and 
$264.00 for each of the years 1955 and 1956. Although divorced, Janko 
contributed certain sums to the support of his children; but he was 
charged with willful evasion on the theory that he had not contributed 
more than one-half of each child's support. The first trial ended in 
conviction but a new trial was granted when four members of the jury 
admitted that they had read or had been apprised of prejudicial news
paper articles. During the second trial a local newspaper published an 
article with reference to the defendant as a former employee of East 
Side rackets boss Frank (Buster) Wortman and as a former convict who 
was found guilty in January in the same case but was granted a new 
trial when four jurors acknowledged that they had read newspaper ac
counts of the charges against him. After the verdict, the jurors were 
asked en masse whether they were persuaded or influenced by anything 
other than testimony in the Courtroom during the trial and none respond
ed. 
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The case was similar to Marshall in that inadmissible evidence was 
published during the trial. Presumably the Supreme Court thought the 
case was covered by the decision in Marshall and no opinion was pub
lished. 

Irvin .Y.:... ~· 
366 U. S. 717, 6 L. Ed. 2d 751, 81 S. Ct. 1639 (1961). 

Six murders were committed in the vicinity of Evansville, Indiana, 
between December, 1954, and March, 1955. Defendant was arrested April 
8, 1955, and shortly thereafter police officers issued press releases 
which were intensively publicized stating that defendant had confessed 
to six murders. Defendant sought a change of venue which was granted 
but only to the adjoining county. Defendant then sought a further 
change of venue because of widespread and inflammatory publicity which 
he claimed had prejudiced the inhabitants of that county. The second 
change of venue was denied. After the conviction was affirmed by the 
Indiana Supreme Court, defendant brought this habeas corpus proceeding. 
Although the court recited the ancient rule that, 

" .•. it is sufficient if the juror can lay aside his impression 
or opinion and render a verdict based on the evidence presented 
in court ..•. " (At p. 723). 

it went on, to say that such a rule does not close inquiry as to whether 
in a given case the application of the rule deprives a defendant of due 
process of law. As a result of the barrage of publicity eight jurors 
thought defendant guilty. The court found prejudice established de
spite the jurors' statements that they would be fair and impartial. 

" .•. With such an opinion permeating their minds it would be 
difficult to say that each could exclude this preconception 
of guilt from his deliberations •... Where so many, so many 
times, admitted prejudice, such a statement of impartiality 
can be given little weight. ... " (At p. 727). 

The court clearly abandoned any belief that a juror exposed to prejudi
cial publicity is proven impartial by his declaration that he will not 
allow such evidence to influence him. 

'!,; •• The influence that lurks in an opinion once formed is 
so persistent that it unconsciously fights detachment from 
the mental process of the average man .... " (At p. 727). 

Rideau v. Louisiana. 
373 U. S. 723, 10 L. Ed. 2d 663, 83 S. Ct. 1417 (1963). 

The day following his afrest the defendant was interviewed by the 
sheriff concerning a robbery and murder. Defendant was not p~presented 
by counsel nor advised of his rights. The interview which was televis
ed on three consecutive days was characterized by the Supreme Court as 
a kangaroo trial presided over by a sheriff with no attorney to advise 
Rideau of his rights to remain mute. The court said it was not neces
sary to examine the transcript of the examination of the jury to hold 
that due process required a trial before a jury drawn from a community 
of people who had not seen and heard Rideau's televised interview. De
nial of change of venue was held error. Justices Clark and Harlan 
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dissented on the grounds that it was not shown that adverse publicity 
had fatally infected the trial two months after the televised interview. 
This was the first case in which it was clearly held that denial of due 
process may result from prejudicial publicity even in the absence of 
any showing of actual prejudice by particular jurors as a result of 
such publicity. 

Estes :Y..:.. Texas. 
381 U. S. 532, 14 L. Ed. 2d 543, 85 S. Ct. 1628 (1965). 

Conviction for swindling was reversed as a result of televising of 
the two day preliminary hearing and part of the trial. "No isolatable 
prejudice" was shown but the court held that in some cases actual pre
judice is not a prerequisite to reversal. 

Sheppard ~ Maxwell. 
384.U. S. 333, 16 L. Ed. 2d 600, 86 S. Ct. 1507 (1966). 

Defendant's wife was blud,g@onee,:: to death July 4, 1954, in the up
stairs bedroom of the home. Defendant claimed that he was dozing on 
the couch in the living room when he heard his wife cry, rushed up
stairs, grappled with a "form" and was rendered unconscious. The court 
recites in detail the massive buildup of publicity culminating in front 
page editorials demanding the arrest of the defendant which occurred 
promptly thereafter on July 30. The publicity then grew in intensity 
until indictment August 17. Clippings from three Cleveland newspapers 
covering the period from the murder until conviction in December, 1954, 
filled five volumes. At the trial representatives of television, news
papers and radio stations completely filled the Courtroom except for a 
few seats in the last row. Defendant, the attorneys, witnesses and the 
jurors were constantly exposed to the news media. As a result of pub
lication of names and addresses of jurors, anonymous letters, and tele
phone calls were received by all prospective jurors. 

The Supreme Court indicated that the burden of showing essential 
unfairness as a demonstrative reality need not be undertaken in cases 
with such massive and pervasive publicity. The trial court had refused 
to interrogate the jurors as to whether they had read or heard specific 
pnejudicial comment about the case, but the Supreme Court said that 
" ... In these circumstances, we can assume that some of this material 
reached members of the jury. . .• " (At p. 358). 

The Sheppard case is another landmark decision because the Supreme 
Court there enunciated specific suggestions as to what should be done 
to avoid the effects of prejudicial publicity. The Supreme Court said 
that the trial court should have limited the number of members of the 
nets media in the Courtroom; should have insulated the witnesses (who 
thoogg barred from the courtroom during trial had available to them 
from the news media the full verbatim testimony of other witnesses); 
should have made efforts to control the release of information by police 
officers, witnesses and counsel for both sides; should have warned 
newspapers to check the accuracy of their accounts; should have pro
scribed extra judicial statements.by any lawyer, party, witness or 
court official concerning refusal to submit to lie detector tests, any 
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statement by the defendant, the identity and credibility of prospective 
witnesses, belief in guilt or innocence or like statements concerning 
the merits of the case; should have requested City and County officials 
to promulgate regulations with respect to dissemination of information 
about the case by their employees; and reporters should have been warn
ed as to the impropriety of publishing material not introduced in the 
proceeding. 

Finally, trial judges were instructed that where there is a reason
able likelihood that prejudicial news will prevent a fair trial, the 
judge should continue the case or transfer it to another County, con
sider sequestration of the jury, and grant a new trial if publicity 
during the proceedings threatens the fairness of the trial. Collabora
tion between couniel and press as to information affecting the fairness 
of a criminal trial was said to be not only subject to regulation but 
highly censorable and worthy of disciplinary measures.l 

1ABA Legal Advisory Committee on Fair Trial and Free Press, pp. 
15-18, reproduced with permission. 



APPENDIX B 

SENSATIONAL NEWS STORIES 

Woman found murdered 
In apartment house here (4 columns/60 bold, page 1, 3-31) 

With her wedding ring and a diamond engagement ring missing from 
her finger, Mrs. Gladys Jakson, an attractive and successful business 
woman whose home and office records indicated a large circle of friends 
and clients, was found murdered at 5:30 o'clock yesterday afternoon in 
her apartment at 545 Lynnwood Rd. 

Mrs. Jakson, who was married last Nov. 22 to her second husband, 
an insurance company executive, had been bound, stabbed repeatedly and 
strangled, the latter perhaps to prevent outcry, the police said. Be
sides the two rings, nothing appeared to be missing from the apartment, 
although other articles that would tempt a thief were available. The 
evidence available consisted almost entirely of the names and addresses 
of those who knew her, plus the fact that her assailant had entered 
violently. 

The lock of the door had been forced or taken apart, said police. 
Mrs. Jakson, who was co•owner of the Gladjak Travel Bureau here and 
usually spent the day there, apparently had been dead for about an hour 
when her husband, Noah Jakson, service manager for a local insurance 
company, returned from his office and found her body, the police said. 

Her body rested on the floor near a couch in the well-furnished 
apartment. A brown and yellow necktie, apparently taken from a chest 
of drawers which showed signs of having been ransacked, bound her feet 
together. 

A second tie, bluish-brown, was knotted about her wrists, and a 
third, gray in color, was drawn so tightly about her throat the Deputy 
Medical Examiner, Benjamin Vance said it was difficult to tell whether 
death had been caused by strangulation or by a half-dozen stab wounds 
in the chest. A pink blouse had been spread over the dead woman's 
face. She apparently had entered the apartment attired in a gray suit 
of which she still wore the skirt and a blouse. The coat of the suit 
and a mink coat were on near-by chairs. 

Because of the number of wounds, Dr. Vance expressed the belief 
that the slaying resulted from passion or vengeance. Chief James Jobe, 
who took charge of the situation, concurred in the view. Police first 
on the scene reported that Mrs. Jakson's purse lay on the floor near 
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her, its contents scattered on the rug, with no indication of any miss
ing articles. 

No weapon that might have inflicted the stab wounds was found. In 
their search for clues, the police called a mobile crime laboratory to 
the scene to examine the apartment for fingerprints or other evidence 
and questioned Mr. Jakson and his sister, Agnes, who came to the apart
ment after being informed by telephone of the slaying. 

In the later stages of their investigation, the police also found 
several address books and began seeking out persons named in them. The 
dead woman had two partners in the travel bureau, both of whom were re
ported to be in Bermuda. 

Seeking employees of the bureau, detectives found and questioned 
John Smith, a part-time worker also employed as a program director by 
a local radio station. He told them that Mrs. Jakson was at the bureau 
in the forenoon, but left at 2:15 p.m, and did not return. He closed 
the bureau and went to his other job at 4:30 p.m., Smith said. 

Jakson said that he had left home at 8:45 ~.m. and that his wife 
was then in the apartment. At 4 o'clock in the! afternoon, the husband 
said, he telephoned to his wife and received no answer, although the 
telephone is one which has extensions in both the travel bureau and 
the apartment. 

Mr. and Mrs. Jakson met on a cruise to Bermuda two years ago, the 
police said. The missing engagement ring was one of his gifts to her. 
She was the former Mrs. Hollis Quiggel. Her first husband died in 1963. 

No new clues in death 
Here, police report 

* * * * * * * * * 

(1 column/24 italic, p. 1, 4-1) 

Detectives trying to find who murdered Mrs. Gladys Jakson in her 
apartment at 545 Lynnwood Rd. on Tuesday afternoon made no appreciable 
progress yesterday. 

A report by Dr. Thomas A. Gonzales, medical examiner, said death 
might have been due either to strangulation or to stab wounds in the 
heart. Face bruises indicated that Mrs, Jakson had been beaten., 

The police seem inclined to assign vengeance as the most likely 
motive for the murder, chiefly because 15 stab wounds were inflicted. 
They have not ruled out the robbery motive. 

Noah Jakson, insurance man who married Mrs. Jakson late last No
vember, was certain she had her wedding and engagement rings just be
fore she was killed. He fixed the value of the rings at $800. 

Door-Lock Cylinder Missing 

One of the most puzzling factors in the case centers around the 



removal, apparently by the murdereii!:, of the apartment door··lock cylin
der. There were signs that it must have been pried away. 

74 

Since removal of the cylinder did not prevent the door's locking 
and because Mrs. Jakson would certainly have heard any intruder working 
at it, police think it may have been removed merely to leave a false 
clue. 

Such a clue, they figure, might indicate that the intruder might 
have had a key and that he knew Mrs. Jakson well, but wanted to divert 
suspicion from him when the police started questioning her close 
friends. 

Access to the apartment building itself was simple, A broken door 
pane, just above the front door lock, would have enagled anyone to reach 
in to open the lock from the inside. The pane was broken weeks ago, 

Arrest of Neighbor Recalled 

Mrs, Jakson's first husband, Hollis Quiggel, died eight years ago. 
About 10 weeks before she married Noah Jakson--they had met in a Brigh
am City restaurant 18 months ago--she had caused the arrest of a neigh
boring shopkeeper. 

She accused the man of trying to break into her apartment at 3 a.m. 
and of "constantly annoying" her. When the case came before City Court, 
though, she refused to press the charge, and the shopkeeper was releas
ed. Police questioned him on Tuesday night, but freed him, 

Delano Humpton, apartment house superintendent, told de·tectives 
that between 1:30 and 2 p.m. Tuesday, he met Mrs. Jakson coming fr·om a 
shopping tour. She had an armful of bundles. 

Dr. Gonzales thinks she must have been murdered between 3 and 3:30 
p.m, The body was warm when her husband found it on the floor at 5:30 
p.m. with hi~ neckties knotted around her wrists, ankles, mouth and 
neck. 

Slain woman's book 
Searched for clues 

* * * * * * * * * 

(2 columns/36 italic, p. 1, 4-2) 

An aHgmented detective detail worked last night on hundreds of 
names and addresses gleaned from memorandum books found among the pos
sessions of Mrs. Gladys Jakson, 36 years old, who was strangled and 
stabbed to death at her 545 :i:,ynnwood Rd, apartment last Tuesday after
noon. 

Some of the entries, police said, are a little baffling. They 
consist merely of men's or women's first names, some with addresses, 
some with telephone numbers and some with both, but many without last 
names. Included, police said, were the inevitable "Bill," "Joe" and 
"Doc." Ten additiona 1 policemen were assigned to trace them, wherever 
possible. 
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Delving into Mrs. Jakson's personal affairs, the police discovered 
yesterday that she was even more heavily in debt than they supposed at 
first. She had borrowed money from three loan companies and had bor
rowed to within $20 of the limit of her $2,000 life insurance policy. 
She had apparently also pawned almost everything she had that was of 
any value, including rings and trinkets. 

While some detectives worked over the 16 memorandum books Mrs. 
Jakson had kept--and many of these, incidentally, included notes and 
names connected with her travel bureau--others visited clothing shops 
to see if her murderer might have left garments to be cleaned of stains 
incurred in the killing. 

Still other detectives kept making the rounds of local bars that 
Mrs. Jakson had frequented before and after her marriage to Noah Jak
son, insurance man, last November. 

One story that seemed to puzzle the police had to do with her 
shopping. Superintendent of the apartment building, Delano Humpton, 
had said he met Mrs. Jakson about two hours before she was killed on 
Tuesday, and that she had an armful of food packages. Clerks at a 
chain store where she was a steady customer, said Mrs. Jakson had not 
visited their store on Tuesday, but had bought a large amount of sup
plies on Monday. 

The police indicated that they are most inclined now, to suspect 
robbery as the murder motive instead of vengeance. They had based the 
revenge theory on the fact Mrs. Jakson was not only strangled with her 
husband's neckties, but was stabbed 15 times with some sharp, narrow 
weapon. The murder weapon was not found, 

Police begin tests 
in Jakson murder 

* * * * * * * * * 

(2 columns/36 db, p. 1, 4-4) 

Exhaustive chemical tests were started last night to link a glib 
ex-convict, held on $50,000 bail as a material witness, to the slaying 
of Mrs. Gladys Jakson, 545 Lynnwood Rd, 

The sudden shift in the case came soon after the police announced 
that a supplementary autopsy report indicated that the woman had been 
raped a short time before she was found strangled and stabbed Tuesday 
afternoon. 

Captured Friday after a fierce battle with a detective, the ex
convict, Runback Jackson George, 29, was booked as a witness after 15 
hours of intense questioning that sent the police on one false lead 
after another. 

The prison-type George, arrested on three occasions for rape and 
now on parole after serving time for impersonating a Federal officer, 
offered several fanciful alibis. The police finally agreed they were 
unable now to connect him directly with the murder of Mrs. Jakson. 
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Certain He Is Involved 

They said they were certain he was involved, brushed aside his con
tention that the victim's fur coat, which he had tried to pawn, had 
been bought from a shadowy friend and held it significant that every 
article reported stolen from the apartment had either been found in his 
room or pawned by him. 

While scores of police hunted for a man seen near the Paulson 
Pawnshop when George offered the coat for pawn and was seized by de
tective Harold Woodurd, others searched for the murder weapon. It was 
described generally as a long, piercing instrument, possibly a letter 
opener. 

Detectives also were trying to break down George's story that he 
was at home the Tuesday afternoon of the slaying and said that the man's 
wife did not support that alibi. 

Meanwhile, every item of clothing found in his place was hurried 
to the laboratory. After his arraignment in First District Court, the 
witness was lodged in city-county jail, and the clothing he was wearing 
was taken from him, too. 

Complicated Tests Underway 

Complicated tests to corroborate the police theory started. It 
was disclosed that blood grouping of Mrs. Jakson differed from George's. 

There also was medical opinion that the killing probably was a 
two-man job. Dr. Thomas A. Gonzales, chief medical examiner and as
sistant district attorney George P. Monaghan, in charge of the homicide 
bureau, said there would be no further details until the tests were 
completed, probably tomorrow,., 

In District Court, assistant district attorney Vincent J. Dermody 
asked for high bail for George because "it is our belief that this man 
possesses vital information as to the identity of the killer of Mrs. 
Jakson." 

George's police record showed he was arrested in Idaho for rape in 
1955, sent to reformatory and fined $500. 

He was held again on a rape charge in February, 1956, in Nevada. 
It was reduced to third-degree assault. He again was sent to a reform
atory. He escaped and was recaptured. He was sent to jail on a policy 
charge in 1960, was free of another rape charge in 1961, and in March, 
1962, was convicted of mail theft. He escaped from Federal custody, 
too, was recaptured and soon after he was released was seized again 
for impersonating a Federal officer and was sent to Atlanta for three 
years. 

* * * * * * * * * 



Suspect is seized 
in Jakson murder (3 columns/48 bold, p. 1, 4~4) 

Runback Jackson George, 29 years old, an unemployed handyman, was 
taken into custody Friday as he tried to pawn a fur coat stolen from 
Mrs. Gladys Jakson's apartment at 545 Lynnwood Rd., after she was 
strangled and stabbed to death there last Tuesday afternoon. 

Detectives said that George had a police record, and that he ad
mitted he had pawned other property taken from the Jakson apartment, 
including the dead woman's diamond engagement and wedding rings, her 
wrist watch, and five suits, a suitcase and a tuxedo that belonged to 
her husband. 
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George fought savagely when taken. His captor was policeman Har
old Woodwurd. Police Commissioner Homer Eubanks came to the police sta
tion and promoted Woodwurd to the rank of first grade detective on the 
spot. It was the policeman's second promotion for extraordinary duty 
within six weeks. On Feb. 12, he shot and killed a hold-up man in a 
local bank and was promptly raised from third grade to second. 

Ask Pawnbrokers' Aid 

Detectives assigned to the Jakson murder case withheld the infor
mation that the killer had looted her apartment of her fur coat and her 
husband's wardrobe. They asked the city's pawnbrokers, however, to 
keep a sharp eye for the missing garments. On Wednesday, some 10 
men's suits were pawned in the city. Three of them had Noah Jakson's 
name inside the trouser band in ink. 

When the detectives learned this, they got the name of the man 
who had pawned them and his address. The man answering to that name 
established an alibi. Like George, he was Negro. He said someone must 
have used his name. 

The police had asked pawnbrokers to also watch for Mrs. Jakson's 
raccoon coat missing from the apartment with the other garments. At 11 
a.m. yesterday, the Paulson Pawnshop telephoned police to say that a 
man had called to ask if shopkeepers would look at a raccoon coat. 

Police Summoned 

Woodwurd dashed over to the shpp in his car. He arranged with the 
shopkeeper to signal him when the man with the raccoon coat turned up. 
At noon, George, a husky, dark-haired man, and a companion somewhat 
taller and rather shabbily dressed approached Paulson's. The shabby 
man stayed outside. George carried the fur coat into the shop. It was 
wrapped in a paper bag. 

George grew uneasy as the clerk pawed the coat. He snatched it 
from the counter, stuffed it part-way into the paper bag, and hurried 
out. The clerk pointed at George's back, and Woodwurd caught the ges
ture. He slipped out of the car, fell into step beside the two men as 



they walked south. He said quietly, "I'm the law." 

George's partner bolted. The former ran into the side street and 
up three steps to the hallway of 104 N. Main, a te.~ement. He whirled 
and asked Woodwurd, "You trying to shake me down?" . 

Goes Into Building 
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At this point, a woman tenant entered the vestibule and put her 
key in the inside door. She opened it and the man identified as George 
slipped through. Woodwurd caught at George's raincoat. "Lemme go," 
the swarthy man shouted, "I got friends in here." He caught at the po
liceman's necktie and twisted it with all his strength. It cut off the 
detective's breathing momentarily. 

The tenant, identified as Mrs. Mary Siento, ran down the hall. She 
heard the men scuffling behind her. Woodwurd got out his blackjack and 
landed several blows, but George broke away, and ran down the hall, ap
parently hoping to make the stairs and the roof. 

Woodwurd called out, "You start up those stairs, and I'll shoot." 
He closed with George again, and the men were locked when Al Braverman, 
son of the pawnshop manager, ran into the hall with his father. 

Young Braverman is six feet tall, weighs 235 poun~s, and was a 
professional boxer. He called to his father, "Hold off, Pop, with ' 
that gun." He caught George by the arms, lifted him bodily, and thud
ded him against the wall. George slumped. 

The raccoon coat was identified by owners of the R-M Fur Shop as 
one they had made to order for Mrs. Jakson eight years ago when she was 
Mrs. Quiggel. Quiggel, her first husband, died in 1963. 

Jakson slaying suspect 
changes story 3rd time 

* * * * * * * * * 

(3 columns/48 italic, p. 1, 4-5) 

Ruriback Jackson George, held since last Friday as a material wit
ness in the murder of Mrs. Gladys Jakson, changed his story for the 
third time yesterday and named one of his kin as involved in the crime. 

Officials said that George in his latest switch, said he acted as 
a lookout while Willie Runbach, 18 years old, his cousin, went to the 
apartment at 545 Lynnwood Rd. last Tuesday afternoon. Runbach, ac
cording to this version, came downstairs with two suitcases and a pack
age containing loot from the apartment. 

George is alleged to have told the authorities that he then called 
a taxicab and, when they left that Runbach told him: "I had to kill 
that woman with a screwdriver. She put up a fight, and I had to kill 
her." Mrs. Jakson was strangled with a necktie and was stabbed 15 
times with a long, thin blade of some kind, an autopsy showed. 
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Willie Runbach, it is understbod branded George's story as "crazy" 
and named two friends with whom he insists he spent most of TMesday af
ternoon. These friends were taken to the district attorney's office 
yesterday for a check on the Runbach alibi. Officials said they were a 
little vague as to the exact time Runbach was with them, but did recall 
he spent part of the afternoon with them.. This angle is still under in
vestigation. 

Vincent J. Dermody, assistant district attorney, arraigned Runbach 
before the District Court judge as a material witness, maintaining he 
held "vital information." He told the court that George accused Run
bach of being involved in the murder and that the prosecutor's office 
was anxious to keep Runbach in custody while his alleged implication is 
under investigation.. Bail was set at $25,000. Runbach, authorities 
said, was arrested as a juvenile delinquent in 1969 and escaped from 
the Industrial Training School, a correction institution. 

Everett Runbach, an uncle with whom Willie lives? was questioned 
by Dermody. Police said he had admitted that he was with George when 
George tried to pawn Mrs. Jakson's fur coat in the pawnshop last Fri
day; that he had met George on the street that day by chance and that 
George had asked him to walk with him,, The uncle said he did not know 
the coat was loot from the Jakson apartment,, 

Everett Runbach was detained for further questioning. So far the 
authorities have two material witnesses in the case-·--George, and Willie 
Runbach-.;but no one held for murder. 

* * * * * * * * * 
Police praise 
murder probe (1 columti/24, p .. 1, 4-6) 

Mayor Adelman and Police Commissioner Home-r Eubanks joined yester
day in expressing their admiration for the 11 members. of the police de
partment primarily respinsible for c.apturing George Jackson Runbach in 
the murder of Mrs .. Gladys Jakson 10 days after the crime occurred. 

The mayor said he read first accoµnts of the apartment murder 
while he was on the West coast, After 30 years of association with po
lice work, he said he recognized the case as a tough one to crack. He 
praised the police for their methodical investigation.. Eubanks ex
pressed the thanks of his depar1tment to district attorney Frank S. Hogan 
and assistant district attorneys Giorge P. Monaghan and Vincent Der
mody for their cooperation. 

Certificates of commendation were gi'ien by the mayor t·O the po
licemen. 

Detective ~oodwurd who captured Runbach after he tried to pawn the 
victim's coat in a pawnshop, told the mayor that the Braverman family, 
proprietors of the pawnshop, had helped in making the arrest. Wood
wurd had been promoted to first grade detective for bringing Runbach 
in after a struggle. 



Runbach confesses 
slaying local woman 

,/ 
. .I 

(3 columns/~O bold, p. 1, 4-6) 
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George Jackson Runbach confessed yesterday, according to the dis
trict attorney's office, that he stabb~,d and garroted Mrs. Gladys Jak
son last March 30 when the victim caught him looting her apartment at 
545 Lynnwood Rd . 

.f;·.~~~:. 
The statement came after Runbach--he is 29 years old of 107 South 

Hewlett street--had all but exhausted the authorities with fantastic 
stories implicating innocent or fictitious persons as the killers. 

The name given by the prisoner at his official booking on the hom
icide charge differed, as had his stories, from the name he had given 
earlier. When first taken, he said his name was Runback Jackson George. 

Tells Court of Confession 

"This defendant," assistant district attorney George P. Monaghan 
told the court, "has confessed the brutal and vicious murder of Mrs. 
Gladys Jakson." 

The prisoner clamped his jaws 
features were otherwise impassive. 
county jail. 

tightly on his gum, but his swarthy 
He was:t.aken to a cell in the city-

Court records showed that Runbach, born in Salt Lake City out of 
wedlock, was an incorrigible child commit,ted to correctional institu
tions by his hard-working mother; that he was arrested twice for of
fenses against young girls. Psychiatrists had rated him "dull" with 
an intelligence quotient of 95. 

Mrs. Jakson was 36 years old. She was the wife of Noah Jakson., 
an insurance man, and had owned a small travel agency. Jakson found 
her on the apartment floor at 5:30 p.m. March 30. She had been stabbed 
15 times and had been garroted with one of her husband's ties. 

Urged to Tell the Truth 

Monaghan told reporters the confession came at 3:30 a.,m. after 
Runbach had talked with his wife and with Jackie Robbiens, 14, a step• 
son. They had urged him to "tell the truth." 

Runbach's story, as given out by the authorities, was substant
ially as follows: 

He did not know the Jaksons. He was looking for a place to rob, 
He found the front door of the apartment house open, went upstairs, 
and getting no answer to repeated rappings~ picked the lock with a 
knife and a screwdriver. 

Monaghan said Runbach told the authorities: 

"I was kneeling on the floor packing a suitcase with stuff when I 
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heard her at the door. She came in and wanted to holler. She came 
toward me. I grabbed the screwdriver and stabbed her. I tied her with 
neckties." 

With Mrs. Jakson motionless beside him in the apartment, Monaghan 
said, Runbach continued packing until he had filled two suitcases and 
had taken both her engagement and wedding rings. He worked with black 
gloves and left no fingerprints. 

Runbach left the house with the suitcases, Monaghan said, walked a 
few blocks and discarded the gilioves, a handkerchief with which he had 
wiped the murder instrument, and the cylinder he had pried from the 
Jakson door lock. 

The screwdriver was found in the home of Everett Runbach, the 
prisoner's uncle. Runbach left it there with the loot two days after 
the killing, Monaghan said. It has a seven-inch steel shaft. 

Runbach pawned Mrs. Jakson's rings for $100. He also pawned some 
of her husband's suits. He was arrested at noon on April 2 while at
tempting to pawn Mrs. Jakson's fur coat. 

After his confession, Monaghan said, the prisoner asked to talk to 
Willie Runbach, 18, son of Everett. He shook Willie's hand and said, 
"I'm sorry I lied about you. Forgive me." At one point in his series 
of oral fantasies, he had named Willie as having entered the Jakson 
apartment. 

Meanwhile, Monaghan said, the prisoner re-enacted the crime in the 
Jakson apartment immediately after he had made his statement on the 
murder. Then he was booked at the police station. 

Runbach indicted 
in Jakson slaying 

* * * * * * * * * 

(2 columns/36 db, p. 1, 4-7) 

A County Grand Jury, after hearing evidence for less than an hour 
yesterday, handed up in District Court a first-degree murder indict
ment against George Jackson Runbach in the stabbing and strangulation 
of Mrs. Gladys Jakson, 545 Lynnwood Rd. last March 30. 

The true bill was returned to the district judge, and Runbach was 
ordered held without bail in City-County jail. 

The 29-year-old defendant, according to police, has admitted the 
slaying of Mrs, Jakson, a bride of only a few months, when she caught 
him looting her apartment, For almost a week after he had been taken 
into custody, Runbach confounded the authorities by relating a series 
of stories in which he accused others in the crime. 

The Negro man has a prior criminal record, and has twice served 
time in a reformatory for rape and assault. He was sent to the federal 
prison in Atlanta for mail theft. He escaped from prison twice. 



Man enters 
innocent plea 
in slay case (1 column/24 italic, p. 1, 4-9) 
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In an unemotional voice, George Jackson Runbach pleaded not guilty 
in First District Court yesterday to an indictment charging first-degree 
murder in the stabbing and strangulation of Mrs. Gladys Jakson March 
30. On the request of court-assigned attorneys for the defense the 
judge set April 30 for a hearing of motions. 

The trial is expected to begin in District Court May 15. 

Runbach, police reported, earlier confessed that he had stabbed 
Mrs. Jakson when she surprised him as he was looting her apartment. 
Reportedly the murder weapon was a 6-inch screwdriver. The woman had 
also been strangled. Her body was found tied with neckties when her 
husband returned from work at 5:30 p.m. last March 30. 

Prosecutor Monaghan said he expects no difficulty in getting a 
guilty verdict. "This man is guilty, and we'll prove it when we go 
to tria 1." 



Woman found dead, 
assailant sought 

NON-SENSATIONAL NEWS STORIES 

USED IN THE STUDY 

(2 columns/36 italic, P• 1, 3-31) 

A Logan businesswoman, Mrs. Gladys Jakson, 545 Lynnwood Rd., was 
found dead in her apartment late yesterday afternoon. Police said she 
had been stabbed and that the apartment had been searched and items of 
clothing as well as jewelry were missing. 

Mrs. Jakson, wife of Noah Jakson, service manager for a local in
surance company, was co-owner of the Gladjak Travel Bureau here. Her 
body was found by her husband when he came home from his office about 
5:30 p.m. yesterday. 

Mrs. Jakson, 36, had lived here for 15 years. She was married 
last Nov. 22 to her second husband~ Noah. She had operated the Glad
jak Travel Bureau for the past 10 years. 

Police reported that entry to the building was made by removal of 
t'he lock of the door. 

Mrs. Jakson was the widow of the late Hollis Quiggel. Investiga
tion into the death is continuing. 

Search continues 
in woman's death 

* * * * * * * * * 

(2 columns/36 db, p. 1, 4-1) 

Investigation into the death of Mrs. Gladys Jakson, who was found 
stabbed in her apartment at 545 Lynnwood Rd., continued today with po
lice reported "checking severa 1 leads." 

The body of Mrs, Jakson, wife of insurance office manager Noah 
Jakson, was found by her husband when he returned from work l;t:te~di(Y• : .. 
Police reported that items of clothing, as well as jewelry, were miss
ing from the apartment. Jakson said that the value of the clothing and 
jewelry was approximately $2,000. 

Dr. Thomas A. Gonzales, chief medical examiner, said death might 
have been due either to strangulation or to stab wounds in the heart. 
Face bruises, he said, indicated that Mrs. Jakson had been beaten. 

Entry to the apartment was apparently made by taking the door lock 
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apart. Mrs. Jakson, widow of Hollis Quiggel, was married to Jakson 
last Nov. 22. She had been a resident of Logan for 15 years, and had 
operated the Gladjak Travel Bureau here for the past 10 years. 

Police press 
investigation 
in death here 

* * * * * * * * * 

(1 column/30 db, p. 1, 4-2) 

Police continued today their investigation into the death of Mrs. 
Gladys Jakson, 545 Lynnwood Rd., who was found dead late Tuesday after
noon. The 36-year-old wife of insurance manager, Noah Jakson, had been 
stabbed sometime Tuesday afternoon, the medical examiner's office re
ported. 

Mrs. Jakson, operator of the Gladjak Travel Bureau, had been a 
resident here for the past 15 years. She was the widow of Hollis 
Quiggel, and had married Jakson last Nov. 22. 

According to the police report, clothing and jewelry valued at 
$2,000 had been taken from the Jakson apartment sometime Tuesday after
noon. Entry to the apartment was made, police indicated, by dismantl
ing the lock on the door. 

Dr. Thomas A. Gonzales, chief medical examiner, said death might 
have been due either to strangulation or to stab wounds in the heart.' 
Face bruises, he said, indicated Mrs. Jakson had been beaten. 

Police hold man 
for questioning 
in woman's death 

* * * * * * * * * 

(3 columns/48 db, p. 1, 4-4) 

Police today reported the arrest of a material witness in the 
death of Mrs. Gladys Jakson, 545 Lynnwood Rd. The body of Mrs, Jakson 
was found by her husband as he returned from work late Tuesday after
noon. 

Arrested today was Jackson Runbach George, 29, who gave his ad
dress as 107 S. Hewlett St. George was arrested after he tried to pawn 
a fur coat that reportedly belonged to Mrs. Jakson. 

George is an unemployed handyman who is married and the father of 
one child. He has been a local resident for the past three years hav
ing moved here from Nevada. 

George, police reported, took a raccoon coat to the Paulson Pawn
shop early today and attempted to pawn the item. Police had asked 
pawnshop keepers to notify them if anyone tried to pawn a raccoon coat. 
The manager of the Paulson shop called police who in turn took George 
into custody. 
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Mrs. Jakson's death occurred some time Tuesday afternoon. Dr. 
Thomas A. Gonzales, chief medical examiner, said death might have been 
due either to strangulation or to stab wounds in the heart. Face 
bruises, he said, indicated Mrs. Jakson had been beaten. 

The body of 36-year-old Mrs. Jakson, co-owner of the Gladjak Travel 
Bureau here, was found by her husband, Noah Jakson, as he returned home 
from work last Tuesday. Entry into the apartment had been made by tak
ing the door lock apart. Clothing and jewelry valued at $2,000 had re
portedly been taken from the apartment some time during the day. 

2nd arrest made 
in slay case here 

* * * * * * * * * 

(2 columns/36 db, p. 1, 4-5) 

Police today arrested Willie Runbach for questioning in the death 
of Mrs. Gladys Jakson, 545 Lynnwood Rd. Runbach was taken into custody 
after having been implicated in the case by Jackson Runbach George, who 
is being held as a material witness in the case. 

Runbach, who gave his address as 310 South Hewlett St., is 18 
years of age and attends the local high school. He lives with his par
ents, Mr. and Mrs, Everett Runbach at the family home here. 

Mrs. Jakson's body was found in her apartment late last Tuesday, 
when her husband came home from work at a local insurance agency. Dr. 
Thomas Gonzales, chief medical examiner, said death might have been 
due either to strangulation or to stab wounds in the heart. Face 
bruises, he said, indicated Mrs. Jakson had been beaten. 

Entry into the apartment, the investigation shows, was made by 
taking the door lock apart. Clothing and jewelry valued at $2,000 were 
reportedly taken from the apartment some time last Tuesday. 

Grand jury, 
indicts man 
in local death 

* * * * * * * * * 

(1 column/30 ital, p. 1, 4-7) 

A county grand jury, after hearing evidence, yesterday indicted 
George Jackson Runbach, 107 S. Hewlett street, in the death of Mrs. 
Gladys Jakson, 545 Lynnwood Rd. 

Mrs. Jakson's body was found in her apartment March 30 when her 
husband, Noah, returned from work at a local insurance company. 

Runbach, who earlier had been identified as Jackson Runbach 
George, was taken into custody earlier this month and held as a ma
terial witness in the case. Bail at that time was set at $50,000, but 
because he was unable to make bail he had been held in city jail. 

* * * * * * * * * 



'Not guilty' 
plea entered 
in death case (1 column/24 ital, p. 1, 4-9) 

A plea of not guilty was entered yesterday by George Jackson Run
bach as he was arraigned in District Court on an indictment charging 
him with first-degree murder in the death of Mrs. Gladys Jakson. 

The judge set the trial date for May 15. 

86 

Mrs. Jakson's body was found in her apartment at 545 Lynnwood Rd., 
March 30. Dr. Thomas A. Gonzales, chief medical examiner, said death 
might have been due either to strangulation or to stab wounds in the 
heart. 

The 36-year-old Mrs. Jakson was co-owner of the Gladjak Travel Bu
reau here. She was the wife of Noah Jakson, manager of a local insur
ance agency. 

* * * * * * * * * 
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Ghanaian 
doctoral 
candidate: 
'unique' 

Woman found murdered 
in apartment house here 

" I 1hall continue to have 1tron1 
H,ntlmental attachment, tor 
Utah StateUt1ilver11ty and for thlt 
area when I return to Ghana," 
said Yeboa Alex Dodoo from 
N1aba, Ghana, doctoral can· 
dldate In entomolop. 

Dodoo ba1ed hia comment on 
u:perlencH which he bu 1one 
throu&h 1lnce hl1 arrival In 
America on a United StatH 
Aaency for International 
Development (AID) arant to 
pur11.1e a muter', de,ree. 

When he completed hit 
muter"• procram and tie1an a 
doctoral pro1ram In 1111, 
fraternal or1anlutlon1 of the 
~mpu1 collected enou1h money 
to brln& the two Dodoo children, 
Rex and Cynthia, to Loaan, and 
1uprlaed Mn. Dodoo, who Ir.new 
nothlna of their travel to 
Aniertca. 

Lut 1pring when Dodoo needed 
a heart operation, Utah doctoni 
volunteered their 1ervlce. and 
the LOS ho.pita! In Salt Laite City 
offered 1t1 facllltl e1 free of 
charle ror the operadon and po1t
oper•tlon.L care. 

- "I 1hall nitum to Ghana and 10 
back Into re1earcti In bloloalcal 
and lntearated control• ol ln
uct1 . My experience and 
tralnlna here have 1bown me the 
Importance ot exte111lon worlr. 
and I have 1een the value of 
research couple with education In 
Amerlc. ." 

With her weddlna rlna and a 
diamond en1a1ement rln& 
ml.ulna from her flnaer, Mn. 
Glady1 1at1on, an attractive and 
1ucce11ful bu1l ne11 woman 
whOle home and olflce record1 
Indicated a larae circle of rr1end1 
and cllenll, WH found murdered 
at 5 : JO o'clock ye1terday af. 
ternoon In her apartment at 54S 
Lynnwood Rd. 

Mn. 1akson, who WH married 
IHt Nov. 22 to her second 
husband, an l1t1urance company 
executive, had been bound , 
,tabbed repeatedly and 
1tran1Jed, the latter perhap1 to 
prevent outcry, the police tald. 
Betide, the two ring,, nothing 
appeared to be m!Hln& from the 
apartment, although other ar· 
tlcle1 that would tempt a thief 
were available. The evidence 
available con1l1ted almo1t en· 
tlrely of the name1 and ad,:lre11e1 
of th Ole who knew her, plu1 the 
fact that her a11allant had en· 
tered violently. 

The lock of the door had been 
forced or taken apart, uld police. 
Mr1. Jalr.100, who wa1 co-owner 
of the Gladjak Travel Bureau 
here and u1ually 1pent the day 
thtte, apparently had been 'dead 
for about an hour when her 
hu1band, Noah J air.ion, 1ervlce 
manager for a local inaurance 
company, returned from hi• 
office and found her body , the 
police ,aid. 

BIU.IE SOL ESTF.S won parole from federal prhon, effective 
July 11, after 1ervtnc 1lx yean of a :LS-year sentence for mall fraud 
and coo1ptr11cy. (UPI telephoto) 

Her body re1ted on the noor 
near a couch in the well-furnlahed 
apartment. A brown and yellow 
necktie, apparently lair.en from a 
chest of drawen which ahowed 
1lp1 of havln& been ran1acked, 
bound her feet toaether. 

A ,econd tie, blul1h-brown, WH 
knotted about her wrl1ll. and a 
third, gray In color, WH drawn 10 
tlahtly about her throat the 
Ouputy Medical Es:amlner 
Benjamin Vance said It WH 
difficult to tell whether death ha~ 
been caused by atrangulatlon or 
by a half-do1en 1tab wounds In 
the chest. A pink blou1e had been 
1pread over the dead woman'• 
face . She apparently had entered 
the apartm ent attired in a gray 
1ui t of which 1he still wore the 
skirt And a blou1e. The coat of the 
,ult and a mink coat were on 
near-by chain. 

Because of the number of 
wound,, Dr. Vance upreued the 
belier that the 1laytn1 resulted 
rrom pa11ion or ven1eance. Chief 
James Jobe, who took charge of 
the 1ltuaUon, concurred In the 
view. Police tint on the scene 
reported that Mn. 1ak1on '1 
puru lay on the floor near her, ill 
contents 1cattered on the rua, 
with no Indication or any ml11ln1 
article, . 

No weapon that might have 
lnntcted the 1tab wounds was 
found . In their search for clue,. 
the police called a mobile crime 
laboratory to the scene to 

U President 

examine the apartment lor 
fingerprlnll oi other evidence 
and questioned Mr. Jataon and 
his 1l1ter, A1ne1, who came to the 
apartment after being Informed 
by telephone of the 1layln1. 

In the later 1ta1e1 of their 
lnvest11atlon, the police alto 
found several addre11 book1 and 
began seeklna out penon1 named 
In them . The dl!ad woman had 
two partnen In the travel bureau, 
both of whom were reported to be 
in Bermuda . 

Seekin& employees of the 
bureau, detectlve1 found and 
que1tloned John Smith, a. part· 
time worker a\10 employed H a 
proaram director by a local radio 
atatlon. He told the m that Mn. 
Jak1on wH at the bureau In the 

forenoon , but left at 2 :15 p.m. and 
did not return. He cl01ed the 
bureau and went to hla other Job 
at 4 :JO p.m ., Smith uld. 

Jak100 said that he had left 
home at 1 :45 a .m . and that hl1 
wife was then In the apartment. 
At 4 o'clock In the afternoon, the 
hu1band said, he telephoned to 
hl1 wife and received no anawer, 
although the telephone ii one 
which hH exten1lon1 In both the 
travel bureau and the apartmenL 

Mr. and Mn. Jaklon met on a 
cruise to Bermuda two 1u.r1 aao, 
the police Hid. The ml11tn1 
enaaaement r ln& WH one of hi• 
&ifll to her . She WH the former 
Mr,. Hollis Qul11el. Her first 
husband died in 1963. 

Women display even more
wear see-through dresses 

Rome (AP) - With tl&ht panll 
and 1k1mpy 1hort·1hort1 alread)' 
introduced , two noted Italian 
fHhlon d esigners 1ugge1ted 
Monday that women display even 
more of the mselves. 

In CaroH'I pre1entation for 
1prln& · 1ummer 1971 , bare 
breHll, 1tomach1 and le11 come 
Into view . Sarli made similar 
revelatlon,. 

CaroH'• model• stood prac· 
tlcally naked in their see-through 

crepe veil dre11e1 . They really 
didn ' t look sexy. In lieu of 
necklace, they 1ported feather 
collarette11n· 1audy colon. Their 
head aear were turban·1haped, 
one th• 1lze of a pumpkin . 

CarOla baptia.ed a number ol 
model• her " follles" • and Indeed 
they were. Colian were shaped 
Into 1iant-1lzed c.t faces with 
yellow eye, a nd moustache, or 
lmmenu black flowen 1up
port1n1 an ln1ecL 

Emery fills position 
By Quane Kenyon 

A11oclated Pre11 Wrtter 

Salt Lake City (AP) - The 
State Board of Higher Education 
ha1 named law profe11or Dr. 
AUred C. Emery u acting 
president of the Unlvenlty of 
Utah, but left the door open for 
Dr. Jamu C. Fletcher to return 
to the 1chool aome time In the 
future . 

The board Tuesday appointed 
Emery acting pre1\dent until 
July l, 1972 "and thereafter until 
a permanent president is 
ch01en." 

Vice cha irm an Donald 
Holbrook said on that date, "or 
earlier u the belt intere1ll or the 
uni versi ty may r equire. the 
board will commence an active 
searc h for a permanent 
president. '' 

Fletcher Stlll Open 

"A t suc h time a1 a permanent 
1earch committee ii appointed, 
we will advise President Fletcher 
10 that he may determine 
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whether he desires to have hl1 
name considered aa a can
didate," Holbrook 1ald . 

Pletcher , president of the 
Univenlty of Utah since 1964, has 
realgned etrectlve May I to 
become head of the National 
Aeronauti c• and Space Ad· 
mini1tratlon NASA . 

But Pletcher made It clear he 
wanll to return to Utah. He 1ald 
he didn't plan to work mor e than 
two yean with NASA . 

" I've put a fair amount of my 
life blood Into the University of 
Utah and I 'd like to spend the rest 
of my life here," he 1ald. 

Succe11or Dl1cu11ed 

Holbrook and board chairman 
Peter W. Bllllng1 said 1chool 
officials have met with va rious 
faculty and student group, to 
di1cu1S a IUCCHSOr to Fletcher. 

" Unanimous ly, the group, felt 
that we 1hou \d provide Dr . 
Fletcher an opportunity to return 
if he 10 desired," Billlng1 1ald. 

" But we mad e no co m· 
mltmentl and he made no 

commitmenll, ' ' Billing, said . 
Emery, 52, hH been with the 

school for 24 years. He ,tarted 
u a part-time lec turer In law In 
1947 , while he continued his 
private le1at practice. 

He became an auoclate 
profeuor In IMI and a fu ll 
profeuor In 1156. He ha, 1erved 
several tlmea as aetin& dean of 
the Colleae of Law. 

Fleteber Admlailtntloa 

Emery called hl1 new job "a 
challenging and trl1htenin1 
aul&nment to fill the 1hoe1 of Dr. 
Fletcher." 

But he said he felt confident the 
Job cou ld be done, because of the 
team of top admlnl1trator1 
gathered by Fletcher. 

Emery w11 reported to have 
been ravored by Dr. Fletcher a, 
the acting president . Other 
candidates were reported to have 
been Dr. Thomas C . King , 
uni versity provost ; and vice 
presldenll John Dixon and Jerry 
Andenen. 
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Police press 
investigation 
in death here 

Police continued today their 
lnuttatlon lnto the death ot Mrt, 
Gladys JU.son, 545 L)'nnwood 
Rd. who wu found dead late 
T\lHday afternoon. The JI.year~ 
old- wife ol lnattrance mana1er, 
Noah JabOll, had been •ta6bed 
.ometlme T\l11day afternoon, the 
medical ea:amlner', oltlce ............ 

Mn. JU.son, opent« ol the 
Oladj&k Tra'HI I\INaU, had been 
a neldent here for the palt 15 
yNn. She we, the widow al. 
Hollis Quiuel. and bad manied 
Jaboa lut Nov. 22. 

Accord.in& to the police report. 
dothlnc an~ Jewelry valued at 
$2,000 had been taken from the 
Jakaon apartment ,ometlme 
Tunday afternoon. HntrJ to the 

=i:t b; .. d1,::!dtnj1~: 
lock on tbe door. 

Dr. nomu A. Gonu.le,, chief 
medical uamlnv, aald death 
mlpt have been due either to 
straa,ulation or to 1tab wounds 
lo the heart Pac. brulte1, he 
'l&ld, lndJcted Mrs. Jakaoo bad 
br,eobM.ten. 

'India night' 
' Ind.la Nl&ht' will be held 

Monday nl1ht In the UC 
1-Ilroom. 

The 1cbeduled event, Include a 
folk dance, "Oarbarau" which 
la a popular folk dance from 
Gujarat, performed by men and 
women durlna Duuehra 
Puttval. The dance 11 performed 
by clappln1 hand1 or atrlkln1 
1t:lcka to the beat ot the mu1lc. 
The tempo of the dance lncreuea 
a1 It progrea1ea. 

A radio Jumble 1klt will be 
preaented a1 a funny radio 
program, de1l1ned to receive 
three 1tatlona on the aamll! 
frequency. 

A ' Kathali:: ' dance will be 

fllDA Y, Al'tll 2, 1971 

Retaining cultural identityurged 
-sob Betiaett, former com· 

ml11loner ol Indian affaln under 
former Pre1ldent Lyndon B. 
JOhnlOn, told a Utah State 
audience Tueaday that Indlana 
mu1t retain their cultural 
Identity lf they are to 1urvlve a1 a 
unlL 

" It 11 mainly thrOll1b tribal 
Identification that we can 
maintain our Identity a, In
dian,, " Bennett told the 
audience. He said termination 
pollcle1 aimed at dl1bandln1 
trtbal unltl were detrimental to 
tltla Identification pn,ce11, but 
that PrHldents Kennedy, 
Jobnton and Nixon have trted to 
buUd up the Indian culture, 

Bennett, the second lndlan ever 
named to the comml11lon J>Olt. 
apalle In coajunct:lon with Indian 
Empba1la Wffk. 

Ed9c.adea NeeHaary 

Bennett cited the nece11lty of 
Indian education, but said It 11 not 
alway, ea1y to take youtha off 
their reservation1, educate them 
In an outalde aoclety and expect 
them to flt Into the tribe when 
they return home. "Indians have 
been violently opposed to 
education," he said. "When the 
federal 1overnment flnt 

plans event 
pnsented which 11 known for ltl 
quality ot rhythm and footwork . 
It 11 beeau1e of this, that the 
dance 11 a popular medium for 
deplct1n1 acene1 from the Indian 
epics. 

The traditional mu1lcal In· 
atrument Sitar will be played by 
Hlro Chhatpar. It 11 a 1trln1ed 
Instrument with sill: or sev,n 
main 1trln11 and eleven or 

·thirteen 1ympathetJc 1trln11. The 
anceatry ot Sitar can be traced 
back 700 ,1eara. 

J. duet featuring the Sitar and 
nute will be pre1ented also, by 
profe11or Larry Smith from he 
mualc depa rtment and Hlro 
Chbatpar. 

propond education for (n,dlan1 
many Indian parentl told their 
children they would be tau1ht by 
their enemle1 and learn thlll.11 
that would not be In accord with 
the teachln1a ol the tribe." 

Bennett criticized per1on1 
outalde the Indian cv.lture who 
pity lmproveriahed conditions on 
reHrvatloru and who petition for 
equal d1ht1 for Indian.,. 

"Indian, know what their 
problem, are and don't need rich 
people from the Ea1t to tell them 
they are poor. Indian, have 
adJu1t.ed to then condlt:lon1," 
Bannett ,aid In reference to 
poverty amon1 re1ervatlon In
dian.a. 

The former comml11loner 1ald 
a common aayln& amon1 Indlan1 
., .. "If they can't educate u1, 
they can't aulmllate ua." 

"Equality 11 no motivation to 
Indian,," be Hid. "Indiana don't 
want to be equal to anyone elae 
becauae they feel what they havt 
la better than what they would 
have It they were equ~al to other 
people. 

BeMett 1ald he wa1n't tryln1 to 
1tve the lmpre11lon that Indiana 
can set alona entirely on their 
own becaun they can'l 

Officials concerned over rock fest 
A propooed rock-music and peace 

festival at Monte Cristo, Cache 
National Forest campground 40 miles 
east of Ogden, has brought concern to 
commissioners from Cache, Rich and 
Weber counties. 

They discw<sed the proposal at a 
meeting last Wednesday to which 
newsmen were barred. 

The promoten say they expect 
50,000 pen,ons to attend the festival, 
scheduled July 23-25. The campground 
can only accomodate 300 people, say 
• ·ores! Service offlcia1s. 

4tty Gen. Commerata 

utab Atty. Gen. Vernon Romney 
reacted Friday to lhe proposal when he 
stated that the Bonneville Salt Flats 
would be a better location for a 

proposed peace and rock music 
festival than the Cache National 
Foresl 

"That way they wouldn't burn 
anything down," Romney said in an 
interview after a televised news 
conference. 

Romney will be meeting today with 
county attorneys Burton Harris of 
cache County and Robert Newley of 
Weber- County "to figure out what we 
can do." 

Danger• of Young 

Among the dangen, from a large 
gathering of young people, Romney 
said, would be "poasibility of a fire, to 
say nothing of the sanitation 
problems ... and of course there is the 
drug problem." 

2 Students Win 
National Awards 
.,:::, .:l:t~ K~~c.n.:~.: 
Ulriatine A. Carter- have been 
'Urned wlnnera of National 
Merit lloot> Scholanohl111 today 

!: :w::~~~ri/'"S:1!~~ 
ship Corporation. 

The Natlohal Merit 
Scbolarsh.lpe are nonrenewable 
one-ti.me awards, each providing 
a $1,000 grant payable to the 
winner next fall after he enrolls 

A m<mber of the Logan High 
debate team, he ·won fburtb 
place In n:temporaneoua 
speaking at the national tour
nament He has participated ln 

as a full-time student ln an ac
credited U.S. college ·or 
university. The awards are 
underwritten by 215 sponsorin~ 
organiullons, lncluding cor
poraUona, foundations, labor 
union!, prof~lonal societies, 
trusts and individuals. 

Joel)' ts a ,on of Mr. and Mrs. 
Nolan (Red) Burnett while 
parents of Christine are Dr. and 
Mrs. 0 . Carter . . 

During the last year, Jody has 
se!'Ved u senior class iresident, 
student body assemblies 
e:r.:ecutive, and member of the 
National Honor Society. He was 
a Boys' State and, subsequently, PLEASED TO lEARN that they are U71 
a Boys' Nation delegate. Merit Scholanbip wtnneri are Jody Burnett, 

left, and Christine Carter, teid.on at Loin HJp 
School. (Herald Jourml Photo): 
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SCRIPT FOR IN-COURT ABBREVIATED VOIR DIRE 

First District Court, Logan, Utah, May 15, 1971 

THE CASE: 

COUNSEL: 

BAILIFF: 

DETECTIVE: 

DEFENDANT: 

COURT 
REPORTER: 

THE 
SCENE: 

BAILIFF: 

JUDGE: 

The State of Utah versus George Jackson Runbach. 

George Jackson Runbach is charged with the March 30, 
1971, murder of Mrs. Gladys Jakson; indicted by the 
Grand Jury, April, 1971. 

Lyle W. Hillyard, for the defense. 
Preston Thomas, prosecutor. 

Richard Haycock, 

Harold Woodwurd (played by Bryce Adkins). 

George Jackson Runbach (played by Nick Taylor). 

Marilyn Liddle. 

Prospective jurors are seated in the back part of 
District courtroom by 10 a.m. 

Detective Woodwurd escorts the defendant into the 
Courtroom at 10 a .m.; he is taken to the defense 
attorney's table. Hillyard and Runbach exchange 
remarks. 

(At 10:10 a.m.) Hear ye, hear ye, the First Dis
trict Court, County of Cache, State of Utah, is 
now in session. The Honorable VeNoy Christoffer
sen presiding. (Door opens and judge enters.) 
WILL YOU PLEASE RISE. (The judge takes his seat at 
the bench.) You may be seated. (Bailiff takes seat 
at the front of the courtroom.) 

You have been asked to come into this court today 
as prospective jurors to hear the case of the State 
of Utah versus George Jackson Runbach. The defend
ant is represented by attorney Lyle Hillyard, and 
Preston Thomas, district attorney, is representing 



HILLYARD: 

JUDGE: 

THOMAS: 

JUDGE: 

BAILIFF: 

ATTORNEYS: 

JUDGE: 
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the State. Is the counsel for the defense ready? 

We are, your Honor. 

Is the counsel for the State ready? 

We are, your Honor. 

The law provides that a person accused in a crime 
is innocent until proved guilty. It further pro
vides that a person accused in a crime shall have 
the right to a public trial by a jury comprised of 
his peers. You have been called as a prospective 
juror in keeping with that provision. In selecting 
jurors for a case, the Court, with the aid of the 
attorneys, will examine prospects before they are 
seated as jurors. The attorneys may challenge 
prospects indicating the reason for the challenge; 
additionally, each attorney is permitted to chal
lenge some prospects without giving cause. If you 
are challenged, you are considered excused from the 
case. Additionally, prospective jurors will be ask
ed if there are reasons they cannot serve in this 
case; each request for excuse will be weighed by 
the Court, The Bailiff will read the names of 
those called for jury duty; as he reads your name, 
would you please come to the front of the Courtroom. 

The panel called in this case is considerably larg
er than the usual one. We will be choosing a larger 
than usual list of jurors in order to have substi
tutes should it become necessary to excuse members 
later in the case. 

I am going to ask that those excused from jury duty 
remain in the Courtroom until the jury has been 
completed. 

(The judge and the attorneys have been given a list 
of "jurors" and "non-jurors" and have agreed to ex
cuse only those persons on the "non- juror" list.) 

(Begins reading the names in groups of 10 o The 10 
are examined, one-half seated, one-half challenged 
and excused.) 

(Conduct abbreviated voir dire for the 120.) Non
jurors leave the courtroom after the proceeding. 

Ladies and gentlemen, we have chosen you as jurors 
to hear the case of the State of Utah versus George 
Jackson Runbach. It is incumbent upon the State to 
present evidence in this case such that the defend
ant is proved beyo~d a shadow of doubt to be guilty 



:MESSENGER: 

HILLYARD: 

JUDGE: 

NELSON: 

BAILIFF: 

JUDGE: 
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of the crime accused. You are going to hear wit
nesses and see evidence presented in this court
room. It is your duty to lay aside all information 
which you may have read or heard about this case; 
your decision in the case must be made strictly up
on the evidence presented in court. A man is ac
cused of a serious crime; your evaluation of the 
evidence presented in the case is essential to the 
effectiveness of the justice system. If there are 
those among you who feel that you have,,been in
fluenced by what you have read or heard about this 
case and can not, therefore, render a verdict on 
the evidence presented, would you please so indi
cate so you can be excused from the case. 

(At 11:40 a.m., enters the courtroom and hands a 
brown envelope to attorney Hillyard.) 

(Looks at one page from the envelope.) Your Honor, 
may counsel approach the bench? (Both attorneys go 
to the bench and speak with the judge briefly.) 

The counselor for the defense has asked for a 15-
minute recess to discuss a procedural matuer in 
the case. We will be in recess for 15 minutes; 
will the jurors please remain in the courtroom. 

(The judge, Hillyard and Thomas go to judge's 
chambers.) 

Ladies and gentlemen •f the jury, I am going to 
pass a questionnaire out to you. Would you please 
read the covering page of the questionnaire and 
fill out the second page as indicated. The first 
page is for instructions only. (Give brief explan
ation of how to fill out Semantic Differential and 
remind the jurors of the identification number.) 
The Court is interested in obtaining your opinion 
on certain subjects prior to continuing the trial. 
Judge Christoffersen has asked me to gather your 
views at this point. (When all questionnaires 
have been picked up by Nelson, the bailiff informs 
the judge so he can return to the court,) 

(Sees door open.) Will you please rise. (Judge 
and attorneys come b~ck into the courtroom.) 

Ladies and gentlemen, thank you very much for your 
cooperation in reporting for jury duty today. The 
counselor for the defense has requested a continu
ance of the case. In view of new information which 
has just come to the attention of the Court, I am 
granting that request and will set a new trial date 
for November 15, at which time a new panel of jurors 
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will be drawn. You are hereby dismissed from jury 
duty with the thanks of the Court. (Sounds gavel.) 

Ladies and gentlemen, thanks for your cooperation 
in taking part in this research study. The case 
about which you have read in the newspaper which I 
distributed to you is a true case which occurred in 
New York City in 1948. The stories were published 
through the cooperation of the Logan Herald Journal 
as part of this study; the case did not occur in 
Logan. The young man appearing today as the defen
dant is not George Jackson Runbach; he is a very 
fine young man from Utah State University, Nick 
Taylor. He did not commit any crime; his character 
is above reproach. Your participation in this 
study has provided me with information whi.ch hope
fully can lead to greater understanding of the ef
fects of various information upon the decision
making process of the prospective juror in Cache 
County. An abstract of the study is expected to be 
finished by early fall and each of you will receive 
a copy of it when it is available. 

I will mail your $5 to you as soon as the checks 
can be processed. 

THANKS SO MUCH FOR YOUR HELP. 



APPENDIX E 

LETTERS OF INSTRUCTION SENT TO RESPONDENTS 

Initial Letters 

You are one of 120 public-spirited citizens chosen to participate 
in a study of the jury system in Cache County, Utah. The study--one of 
the first of its kind in the United States--should prove significant in 
further study of aspects of the jury system. 

To participate in the study, you will be asked to report to the 
Hall of Justice, Logan, Utah, between the hours of 10 a.m. and 12 noon, 
Saturday, May 15, 1971. While at the Hall of Justice, you will partic
ipate in the preliminaries for a criminal trial. 

Judge VeNoy Christoffersen of the First District Court which 
serves Cache, Box Elder and Rich Counties, has indicated interest in 
the study and will sit as the judge May 15. 

For participating in the study, you will receive $5, which will 
be paid you at the end of the study, May 15. The fee should not be 
thought of as a jury fee because the funds are not coming from tax
payer sources. 

I will be in touch with you by telephone Wednesday or Thursday 
of this week; I am eager to have you as part of the select group of 
citizens to study such a vital aspect of our justice system. If you 
have any questions about the study, please feel free to call me at 
752-9254, or at my office number, 752-4100, extension 7375. 

l'IDN/ml 
Enclosure 

Sincerely yours, 

Marlan D. Nelson, 
Assistant to the Dean. 



Letter of Enclosure 
from Judge VeNoy Christoffersen 

typed on District Court Letterhead 

April 19, 1971 

Professor Marlan Nelson of Utah State University is conducting a 
study dealing with the jury system in Cache County, Utah. I am in
terested in the study and will be participating May 15 by sitting 
as the judge for that portion of his work. 

I endorse this study, and I believe that it has significance to 
the operation of our justice system. If it is at all possible, I 
would urge you to participate and to give Professor Nelson your full
est cooperation. The study, in my estimation, is worthwhile; your 
involvement in it should be a rewarding experience. 

VC/m 

Sincerely yours, 

VeNoy Christoffersen, 
Judge. 
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Instruction Letter Sent to "Pre-Test" Respondents 
who received Sensational News Stories 

U T A H S T A T E U N I V E R S I T Y 
College of Humanities, Arts and Social Sciences 

Logan, Utah 

April 30, 1971 

Thank you so much for agreeing to help me with the study which 
I am doing pertaining to the jury system in Cache County. I have been 
very much impressed with the willingness of the people of Cache County 
to participate in this worthwhile project. 

Enclosed please find the front pages from eight issues of the 
Herald Journal which I indicated I would be sending to you this week. 
Would YE.£ please read these pages with the~~ that YE.£ exercise 
in reading your regular daily newspaper? 

As I indicated in the telephone conversation with you, I will be 
calling on you at your home on one of the following dates to ask you 
to fill out a short questionnaire: I WILL CALL ON YOU THURSDAY, MAY 
6, FRIDAY, MAY 7 or SATURDAY, MAY 8. Since I will be calling on sev
eral other people during that period, I will simply arrange to reach 
you on one of those dates. If you indicated a specific date to me in 
the telephone conversation, you may expect me on that date. 

The questionnaire is a check-list type and will take only about 
5 minutes to complete. 

Again, let me say how much I appreciate your help in my study. 
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I look forward to meeting you; if something should arise that prevents 
your participating in the study, would you please contact~ immediate-
1.Y.? I must have a specific number of people to carry out the study-
this means that I am counting on you! 

MDN/s 
Enclosure 

Sincerely yours, 

Marlan D. Nelson, 
Assistant to the Dean. 



Instruction Letter Sent to "Pre-Test" Respondents 
who received Non-Sensational News Stories 

U T A H S T A T E U N I V E R S I T Y 
College of Humanities, Arts and Social Sciences 

Logan, Utah 

April 30, 1971 

Thank you so much for agreeing to help me with the study which 
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I am doing pertaining to the jury system in Cache County. I have been 
very much impressed with the willingness of the people of Cache County 
to participate in this worthwhile project. 

Enclosed please find the front pages from seven issues of the 
Herald Journal which I indicated I would be sending to you this week. 
Would you please read these pages with the~~ that Y.Q!!. exercise 
in reading your regular daily newspaper? 

As I indicated in the telephone conversation with you, I will be 
calling on you at your home on one of the following dates to ask you 
to fill out a short questionnaire: I WILL CALL ON YOU THURSDAY, MAY 
6, FRIDAY, MAY 7, or SATURDAY, MAY 8. Since I will be calling on sev
eral other people during that period, I will simply arrange to reach 
you on one of those dates. If you indicated a specific date to me in 
the telephone conversation, you may expect me on that date. 

The questionnaire is a check-list type and will take only about 
5 minutes to complete. 

Again, let me say how much I appreciate your help in my study. 
I look forward to meeting you; if something should arise that prevents 
your participating in the study, would you please contact~ immediate
.!Y.? I must have a specific number of people to carry out the study 
--that means that I am counting on you! 

MDN/s 
Enclosure 

Sincerely yours, 

Marlan D. Nelson, 
Assistant to the Dean. 



Instruction Letter Sent to "No-Pre-Test" Respondents 
who received Sensational News Stories 

U T A H S T A T E U N I V E R S I T Y 
College of Humanities, Arts and Social Sciences 

Logan, Utah 
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April 30, 1971 

Thank you so much for agreeing to help me with the study which 
I am doing pertaining to the jury system in Cache County. I have been 
very mu~h impressed with the willingness of the people of Cache County 
to participate in this worthwhile project. 

Enclosed please find the front pages from eight issues of the 
Herald Journal which I indicated I would be sending to you this week, 
Would Y.2!!. please read these pages with the~ care that you exercise 
in reading your daily news pa per? 

I will send you a note to arrive at your house on May 13 remind
ing you of the part of the study which will take place in the District 
Court at the Hall of Justice in Logan. I hope that you have circled 
your calendar and saved that date for the study. 

Again, let me say how much I appreciate your help in my study. 
I look forward to meeting you; if something should arise that prevents 
your participating in the study, would Y.2!!. please contact~ immed
iately? I must have a specific number of people to carry out the 
study--that means that I am counting on you! 

MDN/s 
Enclosure 

Sincerely yours, 

Marlan D. Nelson, 
Assistant to the Dean. 

REMEMBER MAY 15 ! 



Instruction Letter Sent to "No-Pre-Test" Respondents 
who received Non-Sensational News Stories 

U T A H S T A T E U N I V E R S I T Y 
College of Humanities, Arts and Social Sciences 

Logan, Utah 
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April 30, 1971 

Thank you so much for agreeing to help me with the study which 
I am doing pertaining to the jury system in Cache County. I have been 
very much impressed with the willingness of the people of Cache County 
to participate in this worthwhile project. 

Encl~sed please find the front pages from seven issues of the 
Herald Jo~ which I indicated I would be sending to you this week. 
Would rn .2,l~ read these pages with the same care ~ you exercise 
in readi_!lg_ your daily_ newspg per? 

I will send you a note to arrive at your house on May 13 remind
ing you of the part of the study which will take place in the District 
Court at the Hall of Justice in Logan, I hope that you have circled 
your calendar and saved that date for the study. 

Again, let me say how much I appreciate your help in my study. 
I look forward to meeting you; if something shoul4_ arise that prevents 
_Y.£ur earticipating in the study, wo~ld you please contact me immed
iately? I must have a specific number of people to carry out the 
study--that means that I am counting on you! 

MDN/s 
Enclosure 

Sincerely yours, 

Marlan D. Nelson, 
Assistant to the Dean. 

REMEMBER MAY 15 ! 



APPENDIX F 

REMINDER NOTICE FOR RESPONDENTS 

U T A H S T A T E U N I V E R S I T Y 
College of Humanities, Arts and Social Sciences 

Logan, Utah 84321 

Just a short note to remind you of the appointment you have with 
me Saturday, May 12., to complete the work on my Cache County Jury 
Study project. 

Would you please plan to arrive at the Hall of Justice so you can 
be seated in the First District Courtroom by 10 !!.!.!!!..:.. The Hall of 
Justice is located at 160 N. Main Street in Logan. 

I'm looking forward to meeting you Saturday, and may I impress 
upon you the importance of your being in attendance. It is most essen
tial that 1.2.!:!. be among those participating in Judge VeNoy Christoffer
sen's courtroom May 15. We will be finished by 12 noon. 

I have assigned you the following identification number~~---~
You will need the number for identification purposes in my processing 
your $5 check. Please remember to bring the number with you Saturday. 

Thanks so very much for your helping me. Cooperation from civic
minded Cache County citizens has been most gratifying--it's good to 
see so many people who will take time to help their fellow man. 

MDN/ml 

Sincerely, 

Marlan D. Nelson, 
Assistant to the Dean. 

nn 



.APPENDIX G 

PRE-TEST AND POST-TEST SEMANTIC DIFFERENTIALS 

Pre-Test 

INSTRUCTIONS FOR fILLING OUT QUESTIONNAIRE. 016 

The purpose of the questionnaire which followsr:is to measure the 
meanings which GEORGE JACKSON RUNBACH, THE JURY SYSTEM IN CACHE COUNTY, 
CHARLES ;MAN:Scrn·, AND LAW ENFORCEMENT IN CACHE COUNTY have for YQlJ, ·:and 
to judge them against a series of descriptive scales. In filling' out 
the questionnaire please make your judgments on the basis of what these 
things mean to YOU. On the following pages you will find the four 
concepts to be judged and beneath a set of scales. Please rate the 
concept on each of these scales. 

If you feel that the concept at the top of the page is very 
closely related to one end of the scale, you should place your check
mark as follows: 

Good X Bad - -·--~ ------ - ~ ---
OR 

Good X Bad -·-- ---~ --·--~ ~ ----
If you feel that the concept is quite closely related to one or 

the other end of the scale (but not extremely), you should place your 
checkmark as follows: 

Good -·-·-- _L _....__ __ -·--· -· -·-·-· ·- Bad 

OR 
Good 

If the concept seems only slightly related to one side as opposed 
to the other side (but is not really neutral), then you should mark 
the scale as follows: 

Good 

OR 
Good ___ -·--·_~_. __ __x_. -·---·---·_Bad 

The direction toward which you check, of course, depends upon 
which of the two ends of the scale seem most characteristic of the 
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thing you are judging. If you consider the concept to be neutral on 
the scale, both sides of the scale equally associated with the concept, 
or if the scale is completely irrelevant, unrelated to the concept, 
then you should place your mark in the middle space. 

Do not look back and forth through the items. Make each item a 
separate and independent judgment. Work at a fairly high speed. It 
is your first impression that we want. 

Concept: GEORGE JACKSON RUNBACH 016 

Good Bad 

Honest 

Guilty Innocent 

Old ______________ Young 

Dumb Smart 

Cruel Kind 

Valuable Worthless 

Nice -·- ____________ Awful 

Fair Unfair 

Unpleasant __________ ~ __ Pleasant 

Concept: THE JURY SYSTEM IN CACHE COUNTY 

Good Bad 

Brave ________ ·-- ____ Cowardly 

Weak ______________ Strong 

Fair Unfair 

Valuable Worthless 

Concept: LAW ENFORCEMENT IN CACHE COUNTY 

Good Bad 

Brave ______________ Cowardly 

Weak ________ --._~ ___ Strong 

Fair Unfair 

Valuable Worthless 
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Concept: CHARLES MANSON 

Good ----- ---- ---- ---.-.---.- --·-- ---- Bad 

Brave ____________ .-.-----.--- ________ Cowardly 

Weak ____________ ___,........;. ______________ Strong 

Fair ----~ ---.·- ---- ---- --. --- ---- Unfair 

Valuable Worthless -----· - --. -- ----. ----. ~ _..,.____--,---

The same Semantic Differential was used for the post-test measure, 
except that the scales were randomly arranged so that they did not ap
pear in the same order they appeared in the pre-test version. The same 
instructions were given to the respondents on both testings. For the 
post-test, only the Differential on the Concept George Jackson Runbach 
was used. 
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