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Matthew J. Smith cLED

Mohave County Atiomey '

Victoria Stazio SY:W»—'\...._C%
Deputy County Attorney N
State Bar No, 024838 N JUK -6 R 457

315 N. 4th Street

P O Box 7000 o JIRLYHN TIHNE
Kingman, AZ 86402 SUPERIOR CEUAT C1FR

Telephone: (928) 763-0719
Fax No.: {928} 753-2669
CAQO.Court@co.mohave.az.us
Attorney for Plaintiff

IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF ARIZONA
IN AND FOR THE-COUNTY OF MOHAVE

STATE OF ARIZONA,

Plaintiff, No. CR-2010-0823

vs RESPONSE TO MOTION FOR
' JUROR SELECTION PROCESS

.JOHN SHARLES MCCLUSKEY,

Defendant.

COMES NOW, the State of Arizona, by the Mohave County Attorney and th rough
the undersigned deputy, responds to Defendant’s motion for juror selection process.

Juror Questionnaire

The State objects to the use of the Juror Questionnaire.

The most significant issue that the State has with the Juror Questionnaire is one
of a logistic nature. The motion for the Juror Questionnaire was filed in a timely manner
under Rule 16.1 of the Arizona Rules of Criminal Procedure. However, under the
present time frames, the State does not have enough time to make changes fo its
witnesses' travel arrangements.

Sometimes, delaying testimony may not be an issue. However, in this case, the
State has mostly out of area and/or out of state witnesses driving and flying in to
Mohave County. The State tried to schedule its witnesses in a manner which
anticipates the possibility of delays due to a lengthy voir dire. However, the State did not
schedule an entire day set aside solely for Juror Questionnaires in addition to a day for
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voir dire. The Court set up an interpreter for the victims. The interpreter is scheduled
to be here on a specific day during the trial. If the first day of triaf is now set aside for
the Juror Questionnaire and the second day is devoted to voir dire, the State may not
be able to reschedule each of its witnesses to travel to Mohave County on a new date
this close to trial.

Second, if the Defendant is asking for “the widest latitude” in the inquiry of the

jurors, it seems unnecessary for a Juror Questionnaire as well.

Reference to the Public Defender's Office

The State has no objection to Defendant’s request that the Court make no
reference that the Defendant is represented by the Public Defender or Public

Defender’'s Office.

CONCLUSION

Due to the State's scheduling of witnesses, the State would request the Court

deny Defendant’s request to order a jury questionnaire.

RESPECTFULLY SUBMITTED THIS 6TH DAY OF JUNE, 2011.

MOHAVE COUNTY ATTORNEY
MATTHEW J. SMITH

/%)

DEPUTYCO ATTORNEY
VICTORIA STAZIO
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A copy of the foregoing
sent this same day to:

HONORABLE STEVEN F. CONN
SUPERIOR COURT JUDGE

JOHN A. PECCHIA

PUBLIC DEFENDER

Mohave County Public Defender's Office
P O Box 7000

Kingman AZ 86402
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