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any wit,ness

rn no event should you give either greater or

lesser weight to the test imony of  any witness merely

becauge he or she is a pol iee of f icer.

The question of possible punishment of the

defendant in the event of conviction is no concern of

yours and should not enter into or infruence your

deliberations in any way.

: The duty of imposing sentence, in the event of

convict ion,  rests exclusively wi th me. you should weigh

the evidence in the case and determine the guilt or

innoeenee of the defendant only upon the basis of such

evidence, without any consideration of the matter of

punishment.

C los ing  arguments .  Ms.  L iu .

MS. LIU: Ladies and gent lemen of  the ju.y,

th is is noE a ease about a eoncerned ei t izen who just

wanted to speak out against  a judic ia l  nominat ion.

r t t s  no t  a  case t .ha t  has  senators  and the i r

s ta f f  make dec is ions  on  jud ic ia l  nominat ions .  And i t rs

not a case about whether any parLicular judic ia l

nominat ion was a good idea.

This case is about

that protects al l_ of  us,  a

debate and the diseussion

a defendant who broke a l_aw

1aw that  ensures that  the

on which our democracy depends
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can proceed in an orderly way.

This case is about, a defend.ant who refused to

be satisfied with the reams of documents that, she sent,

to the senate and wit,h the 4O-minute phone conversation

that she had with senate staffers about her views.

This case is about a defendant who insisted on

testifying at a Judiciary committee hearing. And when

she was tord that  she couldnrt  do that,  she interrupted

that soremn proceeding by shouting over the presiding

senator

r t rs about a defendant who shouted al l  the more

when the senator asked for order, who stood. up when the

senator asked everyone to remain seated and who elutehed

a chair ,  refusing to budge when t ,he capi tor  por ice t r ied

to escort  her out of  that  room. That is what th is case

is  about .

i As ,Judge Holeman tor.d you, the government has

t,o prove three elements beyond a reasonabre doubt.

First ,  that  Ms. sassower ut tered loud or threatening or

abusive language, or engaged in disorderly or disruptive

conduct,  wi th in any uni ted states capi to l  bui ld ing.

Now t ,herers no quest ion that Ms. sassower was

loud. Both of f icer Jennings and sergeant Bignott i ,  who

were in the room when she began shout,irg, have test.if ied

t o  t h a t .
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sergeant Bignotti even gave you a demonstration

from the witness sEand. of  just  how loud Ms. sassower

was. And you ean hear on that v ideotape that Ms.

sassower waE sereaming to make hereelf heard.

Nor is there any doubt that Ms. Sassower

engaged in disorder ly or disrupt ive conduct, .  As of f icer

Jennings test i f ied,  dur ing the ent i re t ime he was in

that hearing no one spoke exeept for the senators, the

nominees and the of f ic ia l  wi tnesses.

And no one spoke without being first recognized

by the presiding senator,  saxby chambl iss,  except of

course for Elena sassower.  Ms. sassower,  who had. never

been recognized by senator chambliss, shouted out while

the senat,or was st i l l  speaking.

she told you just  that  when she took the stand

today. she even told you that the reason you can, t

quite make out what she says on the videotape is because

she and the senator were speaking at the same time.

How can that not be disorder ly or disrupt ive

conduct? But thatrs not al l .  The senator immediatel-v

ca l led  fo r  o rder .

Did Ms. sassower comply? No, she kept ta lk ing

whi le he was cal l ing for  order.  And then she shouted.

not once, not twice but three t imes -  are you d. i rect ing

that r be arrested? How ean that not be disord.erly or

1 3 5 9  7 6 6
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disruptive conduct?

The senator asked. everyone in that room Eo

remain seated. Ms. sassower stood up and she kept

standing. How ean that not be disorderly or disruptive

conduct?

And then the capi to l  pol ice t r ied to escort ,

her out of  the room, Ms. sassower wourdn, t  budge. she

held on to a chair in front of her. she made her body

rigid. How can t,hat not, be disorderly or dismptive

conduct?

Certainly,  everybody else in that room seemed

videotape thatto think that it was. you can see on the

the other members of the audienee, about

people, ds Officer .Tennings and Sergeant

you, turned around to stare at  her.

5 0  o r  6 0

Bignott i  to ld

The capi toL pol ice had to intervene. senat.or

chambl iss had to ealr  a reeess unt i r  the pol ice eould

restore order. And then at the very end., he made a

statement about the proper way for c i t izens to express

the i r  v iews on  jud ic ia l  nominat ions .

How ean there be any question that Ms.

sassower 's conduct in Ehat hear ing room on May 22nd was

disorder ly or disrupt ive?

And there 's  cer ta in ly  no  ques t ion ,  r -ad ies  and

gent lemen, that  a l l  0f  th is took plaee inside the uni ted

1 360 7 6 7
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states capitor Bui lding. Ms. sassower interrupLed a

hearing in Room 2zG of the Dirksen senate off ice

Bui ld ing.

Detective Zimmerman told you that building is

on the u.s .  capi to l  grounds and i t  is  in  fact  a  u .s .

Capit .o l  Bui ld ing.

The government has proven the first erement. of

this offense beyond a reasonable doubt. The second

el-ement of the of fense that we must also prove beyond a

reasonabLe doubt is that  Ms. sassower acted wi l l fu l ly

and knowingly.

As ,Judge Holeman just  to ld you, that  just  means

that when she spoke out she did so voluntarily, that it

wasnr t  an  acc ident ,  i t  wasnr t  a  mis take  and tha t  she

intended to break the l_aw.

M s .  S a s s o w e r , s  o w n  w i t n e s s ,  M s .  L e e c i a  E v e ,

test i f ied on Fr iday that '  Ms. sassower to ld her she

wanted to speak at  that  hear ing.  And Ms .  sassower said

the same thing today when she took the stand.

D . C . ,

not, an

And she did in fact come down from New york to

go into that  hear ing room and speak out.  This was

accident,  ladies and gentremen. This \^ras,n, t  a

mis take ,  i t  was  par t .  o f  a  p lan .

And Ms. sassower certainly intended to break the

she knew she was breaking the raw. onry the day1aw.
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before the hearing, Detective Zimmerman had

that she was more than welcome to come down

the hear ing,  but she hadn' t  been author ized.

she would be arrested if she did anything to

hear ing.

told her

and attend

to speak and

disrupt E,he

what did Ms. sassower do? she interrupted the

hear ing. she shouted over the presiding senator whire

he was st i l1 ta lk ing.

-, she waE on notice, radies and gentremen, that

what she did was not permissible,  t ,hat  i t  was against

the law. The government has proven the second. eLement,

of Ehis offense beyond a reasonable doubt.

The third and finar element that we have to

prove is that  Ms. sassower acted with the int ,ent  to

impede or disrupt or disturb that hearing either when

she interrupted the senator the f i rst  t ime, when she

shouted three times are you directing that r be

arrested, or when she stood up and the senator had asked

everyone to remain seated or when she refused. to bud.ge

when the capi to l  por ice t r ied to escort  her out of  the

room

Now Ms. sassower wants you to believe she never

intended to disrupt anything. she want,s you to bel ieve

just  t ry ing to geE her v iews heard wi th in

the  law.

that she was

the  l im i ts  o f

1362 1 6 9
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. If she were an ordinary tourist, you

able to buy that argument. you might be able

she came to a public hearing and she thought

everyone ean speak, maybe fr l l  p ipe up here.

might be

to bel ieve

maybe

But Ms. sassower is no ordinary tour ist .  she

told you today from the witness stand, she, s the

coordinator of  the center for  . fudic iar  Accountabi l_ i ty.

she 's  been do ing  tha t  s inee 19g9,  fo r  15  years .

she also said that  that  orga, organizat ion

makes a study of  the processes for judic ia l  serect ion.

Donr t ,  you  th ink  she knew bet te r?  But  tha t rs  no t  a r1 .

Just  a few days before the hear ing,  Ms.

sassower had a 4O-minute rong terephone eonversation

with two of  senator c l inton's staf  fers:  ,Josh Albert  and

Leec ia  Eve.

Ms.  sassower  sa id  she wanted  to  tes t i f y  a t  tha t .

hear ing.  Ms. Eve tord her the Judic iary commit tee had

not author ized that.  Ms. sassower beeame agi tated and

upset ,  so  much so  tha t  senator  c r in t ,onrs  o f  f  i ce

contacted the capi to l  pol ice and the secret  service.

Ladies and gentr-emen, ask yourselves,  is that

the behavior of someone who just wants to express her

views in a lawful- wav?

Just one day before the hear ing,  Ms. sassower

a conversat ion wi th special  Agent Lippay. special

1 363
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Agent Lippay told you that she asked Ms. sassower point-

blank whether Ms. sassower intended to disrupt t,hat

hear ing.  And Ms. sassower refused. to say yes or no.

rs that the behavior of someone who just wants

to express her views within the l imits of the l_aw?

That same d"y, Ms. Sassower had another

conversat ion,  th is t ime with Detect ive Zimmerman.

Deteetive zimmerman tord her she was more than welcome

to come down and attend the hearing.

r t  was a publ ic hear ing.  But she had.n, t  been

author ized to speak, and. i f  she did anything to disrupt

that hearing she would be arrested..

Nonetheless,  the very next d"y,  Ms. Sassower

came to that hearing and shouted over the presiding

senator  wh i le  he  was s t i l l  ta lk ing .  rs  tha t  the

behavior of someone who just wants to express her views

within the l imi ts of  the law?

senator chambl iss eal led for  order.  what did

Ms.  sassower  do? she d idnr t  s i t  down.  she d idn , t  say

i lm sor ry ,  r  d idn ' t  mean to  d is rup t  th is  hear ing .

she shouted three times - are you directing

that r be arrested? rs that, the behavior of someone who

just  wants to express her v iews within the r imits of  the

law?

senator chambliss asked everyone to remain

1364 7 7 1
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seated .  Ms.  sassower  d id  jus t  the  oppos i te ,  she  s tood

up and she stayed standing up. Ask yourserves, is that

the behavior of someone who just wants to express her

views within the Limits of  the law?

And when the capitol poliee tried. to restore

order and escort  Ms. sassower out of  the room, what does

she do? she made her body rigid. she clung to the

chair  in f ront  of  her.

She didn, t  say I ,  m sorry,  I  d idn,  t  mean to

d. isrupt th is hear ing and go outside. she refused to

leave. rs that the behavior of someone who just wants

to e>q)ress her v iews within the l imi ts of  the law?

More part icular ly,  ladies and gent lemen, Ms.

Sassower 's quest ion,  are you direct ing that I  be

arrested is teI l ing.  when she asked that quest ion,  the

senator  had jus t  ca l led  fo r  o rder .  He hadn ' t  sa id .

anything about arresting her.

she tord you herself tod.ay, sergeant Bignotti

just  asked her to ]eave the room. The only person who

said anything about arrest was Detective Zimmerman, when

he warned her the day before that if she did anything to

disrupt the hear ing,  she'd be arrested. otherwise, she

was welcome to come down and attend that hearing

so i f  Ms. sassower had no int 'ent  to impede or

d. isrupt or disturb the hear ing,  why did she think she
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was about to be arrested? Ask yourselves that.

Ladies and gentr-emen, in this country of ours,

werre al l  aI lowed, encouraged to speak our minds. But,

in order for t,hat system to work, arl of us have Eo

follow some rules about when and where and how to d.o

that

The evid.ence in this case shows beyond. a

reasonable doubt that  Ms. sassower just  d idn' t  want.  to

fo I low those ru les .

she wanted to say whatever she wanted to say

whenever she wanted to say it, however she wanted to say

i t .  And in th is ease what she did was a d. isrupt ion of

congress.  TeI1 her that ,  f ind her guir ty as charged.

Thank you.

THE COURT: Ms .  Sassower.

Ms. sAssowER: To the extent that  r  was able to
;f

provide t,estimony and evidenegr.gives you reasonable

doubt .  But  le t ' s  look  a t  the  les t imony o f  the

governmentrs own witness, of  f  icer . rennings, the supposed

arrest ing of f ieer on paper.

of f icer Jennings had reasonable doubt.  of f icer

Jennings, by his testimony, approached. me and told me to

si t  down. He didn' t  t ,h ink apparent ly that  r  had done

anything to warrant arrest .

This is notwit ,hstanding his c1aim, fa lse,  that

1 366 7 7 3
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a
r had said ,Judge wesrey, look into the corruption of theI  

-  

t t

New York court of Appeals, which doesn,t even make

sense .

,Judge wesley was part of t,he eorruption of Ehe

New York court, of Appeals. why would r speak to him?

why would r address myself to him? r was addressing

mysel f  to the chairman.

But even st i l1,  notwi thstanding, Off icer
l o

Jennings craims ff you that that is what r said. rn

other words,  c la iming that r  said something, having no

d. i rect  re levance to the hear ing,  ds opposed to" lar .

chairman, there's c i t izen opposi t ion to . rudge wesley

based upon his d.ocumented eorruption as a New york court

of  Appeals judge, mdy I  test  ! fy?"

And you wi l l  recal l  that ,  of f icer ,Jennings was

not able to f ind the words for my, quote,  want ing to

tes t i f y .  He sa id  we l I ,  she  wanted  to  tes t i f y .  And

sergeant Bignotti said the same thing, she wanted. to

t e s t i f y .

And r  asked. both of  them welr ,  what words did r

use for want ing to test i fy.  No, those words they

couldn' t remember because those words were a simple,

respec t fu l  ques t io r r , "  * .y  r  tes t  i ry? '

But notwithstanding that of f icer Jennings

purported that r said .irrag" wesley, look into the

1367 7 7 4
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,'CoRRECTED PAGE''

corruption of t,he New york court of appearJ, and didn,t

want to admit to you that I had asked po1ite1y,

respec t fu l l y ,  . 'Mdy  f  Les t i f y? , , ,  none the l_ess ,  a4  yea rs  on

the  cap i to l  po l i ce  fo rce ,  by  h is  own tesL imony,  he  to ld

me to  s i t  down,  sure .  That  was proper  p ro toco l .  M iss ,

you must remain quiet .  Miss,  fou must be seated. That

was the precedent f rom L996. That is what is normal ly

and reasonably done.

People come to Washington to part ic ipate

construct ively in government.  They take their  t ime.

They spend their  money because they, they bel ieve that

there is something t .hat ,  they have to contr ibute.

f  d id not demand to be heard.  I  d id

not jump on my chair. r did not race to the front of

the room. The hearing was an hour and a half in

dura t ion .

f could have done it at any

could have done i t  at  the beginning.

i t  when al l  the members of  Lhe press

the  senators  were  there .

fnstead, dt  the end, when t ,he room

was vir tual ly,  by comparison, empty to what i t  had been

at,  the beginning, r  stood up when i t  was absorutery

clear that ,  the meet ing was, the hear ing was adjourned.

Ms.  L iu  has  t .he  temer i ty ,  the  d ishonest .y  in  so

t i m e .  f

f eould have done

were t,here and all

1 368 7 7 5



1

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

1 0

1 1

L 2

1_3

, L 4

1 5

1 5

L 7

1 8

1 9

2 0

2 L

2 2

2 3

2 4

2 5

many respect's to say to you, and Ms. sassower, by her

own admission, was speaking at the same time as the

chairman.

yes, the chairman was saying thank you very

much . He had j ust ad.j ourned the , the hearing . Thank

you very much. And r rose at that last point . The

hearing was already completed..

But let  us go through the elements careful ly.

The defendant ut,tered loud., threatening or abusive

language or engaged in disord.erry or d.isrupt,ive conduct.

L e t ' s  t a k e  t h a t  a p a r t .

ft was so loud that apparently the two

off icers,  of f icer ,Jennings and sergeant Bignott i ,

couldn' t  hear exact ly what r  said.  They certainly

couldn' t  hear my quest ion ,"W, r  test i f /  because they

eou ldnr t  reca I l  those words .

And needless to s?y, the testimony was I was

al l  the way in the back row. obviously,  r  had to speak

loud enough t,o be heard by t,he chairman. There, s

c i t i zen  oppos i t ion  to  Jud.ge  wes ley .  May r  tes t , i f y?

f n other words, ftdy I make a statement und.er

oath,  under.  penal ty of  per jury? May f  test i fy? This

man is going to be conf i rmed. to a l i fet ime fed.eral

judgesh ip ,  may f  tes t i f y?

Let us go to the last  e lement here.  When

1 369 7 7 6
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someone claims the r ight  to speak in a publ ic praee, the

crucial guestion is whether the manner of expression is

basical ly incompat ib le wi th the normal act iv i ty of  a

part icular place at  a part ieular t ime.

What ie the purpose of a hearing? fs the

purpose of a hearing just to have a show, window

dressing? or is i t  to take test imony? speak now or

forever hold your peaee.

r  '  r  wasn ' t  demand ing  to  tes t i f y ,  t6  t ,es t i f y .  r

wasnr t  ins is t ing  to  t ,es t i f y .  r  was  ask ing .  That ,s  what

a hear ing is about.  rs there a s ign in the senate

,Judiciary committee room - don, t even think of asking to

tes t i f y?  oh ,  Do,  no .  Th is  i s  a  hear ing  bu t  don ' t  th ink
'5.'-9 nof asking to testify. There's no j j#e

And as the evidence shows, r  asked at  the

outset what are the rures? what are the procedures?

was anything forthcoming? Did r get any wriEing?

Did f get any writ ing or even oral

representat ion by anyone in author i ty at ,  Ehe senate

,Judieiary commit tee? No. r  wouLd not be able to

permit ,  I  would not be permit ted.  to test i fy.  No.

The test imony is uncontradicted that unl ike

L996 when r  d id  rece ive  a  r -e t te r ,  here  r  d idn ' t  even

reee ive  a  le t te r .  r t  was  no t  a t  a r r  c rear  tha t  any  o f

the senators knew what was going ofl, what was being done
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by the underr ings.  And that is going to be ref leeted in

the correspondence that you wi l l  see.

Again,  what.  is  the normal act iv i t ,y of  that

p lace? A hear ing ,  a  hear ing .  And r  reques ted  por i te ry

and respec t fu l l y  Lo  be  heard .  No s ign  sa id  I  eou ldn , t

d o  i t .

And I had asked what are the rul_es, what are

the  procedures .  Noth ing  was fo r thcoming.  There 's  no

ev idence tha t  i lm w i l ] fu I ,  tha t  r  in ten t iona l l y  b reak

the law. To the contrary,  a l l  the evidence shows that

I ' m  p r o f  e s s i o n a l ,  t , h a t  I  r m  c a r e f u l ,  t h a t ,  I ,  m  p r e c i s e .

Now, threatening? There was nothing

threatening. Going back even to the pol ice report  that

ser, speciar Agent Lippay generated even before speaking

with me. she had already turned out a bur let in wi th

p i c t u r e s  E o  d i s t r i b u t e .

Even she, when you look at  the,  the,  subject

prof i le,  the evaluat ion was that,  r  wasnrt  dangerous.

rn fact  what was Detect ive Zimmerman's test imony?

oh,  the  reason we,  r  d idn ' t ,  record  the  conversa t ion

tha t  r  had w i th  Ms.  sassower  was because she wasn ' t

rea l l y  a  suspec t ,  she  wasn ' t  rea l_ ly  d .angerous .

counsel

tha t  oh ,

The whole th ing was bogus. And ul t imatefy,

to  Senator  C1 in ton ,  Leec ia  Eve,  repor ted  to  you,

the only reason that the pol ice were brouqht in
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here was because she was concerned about me. That if r

were to al l  this was completely speculat ive.

rf r were to approach senator clinton at the

hearing, ds arty member of the public wourd,, that might

be misconceived.

WeIl ,  why woul_d i t  be misconceived.,

miseons t rued? r 'm a  pro fess iona l .  Therers  no th ing  tha t

r  had presented, there's nothing that r  had done which

was no t  p ro fess iona l .

To the cont,rary, what she had done, what i losh

Albert had done, what the senate Judiciary committee had

done wag unbelievable

You get a wr i t ten presentat ion and you don' t ,

even read i t? you wi l r  not  even read i t? Let alone the

evidence that,  s conclusive.

What goes on --and again, what are the

standard.s for testifying? r asked what are the

standards,  in what way hadn,t  r  met those standards?

Okay. Moving on.

Engaged in disorder ly and disrupt ive con, or

disrupt ive conduct.  weI1,  r  wi l l  ask you, ladies and

gent lemen of  the jury,  to pay speciar crose at tent ion to

my 39-page May 2rst  fax to Detect , ive Zimmerman. r t

eons is ts  o f  four  par ts .

Okay. you have a one and a half page fax,
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cover fax to Det,ective Zimmerman, one and a

And i t  said f  ,m a 1aw-abiding, conscient, ious

f t  was c lear .

hear ing? That 's t .he

testimony. When in

that any senator had

And Iet, s have

ha l f  pages .

c i t i z e n .

seated at  the

the test imony

test . imony based

Look further.  your l l  see in my then two-page

memo to chairman Hatch and ranking member Leahy, which

is what r  said to Detect ive z immerman. A respectful

request to test i fy is not disrupt ive at  a hear ing.

r never ever, ever, there I s no evidence in the

record that r ever said. that r wourd be disruptive. My

posi t ion consistentry was when r  was threatened by

Deteetive Zimmerman, and on the stand Detective

Zimmerman denied and disputed he threatened me.

My pos i t ion  was by  de f in i t ion ,  a  c i t i zen 's

respectful  request,  to test i fy at  a publ ic congressionar

hear ing is not,  is  not,  i t  can never be deemed to be a

disrupt ion of  Congress. Never.

,  How is  i t  poss ib le  a t  a

whole point  of  a hear ing,  to take

part icular,  there was no evidence

denied me my request to test i fy.

another

Suppose a member of the publie

hear ing hears something in

and wishes to br ing that to

upon what was presented at

1373

the course of

at tent ion by

the hear ing.
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" "coRREcrED pAGE"

Woul_dn, t  i t  be in order to say Mr. Chairman,

based upon what  is  here presented,  may r  test i fy? wel l - ,

as r said, off icer Jennings did not,  think t ,here was

anything, any reason to arrest me. And he conceded, in

the end he eonced.ed that he didn' t  cuf f  R€, he d. idn, t

arrest .  me.

I t  was Sergeant,  Bignott i ,  and Sergeant

Bignorr i  arone.  she personaor?#r""u"n.  in

1 - 9 9 6  -  B u t  l - e t t s  g o  f u r t h e r ,  l e t r s  g o  h i g h e r  u p ,  l e t ' s

go  to  Senator  Chambl iss .

I  sa id  a re  you d i rec t ing  me to  be  ar res ted ,

are you direct ing me to be arrested? r f  he thought that

the tnere quest ion may r  test i fy,  may r  test i fy,  based.

upon the documented evidence of this man, s eorruption

s i t t ing  on  New York 's  h ighes t  s ta te  cour t ,  Rdy  f

test i fy? I f  he thought that .  what.  I  d id was a

d is rup t ion  o f  congress ,  was  c r im ina l ,  so  h is  answer

needed to  be  yes ,  r 'm d i rec t ing  you to  be  ar res ted . But

he wouldn ' t  say that  because i t  would be too shamefu l ,

i t  wou ld  be  t . oo  ou t rageous .

He wouldn ' t  come out  in  f ront  and say i t .

How coul -d i t  poss ib ly  be tha!  a  respeet fu l  request  to

t e s t i f y  a t

Congress .

a  pub l i c  hear ing  is  a  d is rup t ion  o f

H e  w o u l d n ' t  b e  a s s o c i a t . e d  w i t h  i t ,  a n d  h e  i s

not  here today.
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' 'coRREcTED PAGE''

There's no one at  the Senate ,Judic iary

commit tee. There is nobody who has said to you yes. At

a  pubr ic  hear ing ,  no ,  w€ don ' t  a l ]ow respec t fu l  reques ts

to  tes t i f y .  Now,  now y€s ,  thank  you.

Now there was no evidence anlnrhere, ever, [o,

that r ever had any intent to break any law, that r ever

deemed a  respec t fu l  reques t .  to  tes t i f y  to  be  d is rup t ive .

How can i t  be disrupt ive?

I did not speak out f rom the gal lery of ,  of

the House or the senate when i t ,  wourd be disrupt ive. .

f  d i d n ' t  h o p  u p  o n  a  c h a i r .  f  d i d n , t  r a c e  t o  t h e ,  t o

the podium. Okay.

Now, now, f  am ashamed that publ ic of f ic ia ls

from capi tor  Por ice just  come before you without

records.  r  was a suspect when they cal l_ed me. And they

did in i t ia l ly  record the phone message r  l_ef t  for  the

ch ie f  o f  s ta f f  a t  senator  c l in ton ,  s  o f f i ce  to  compla in

about Leecia Eve and Josh Al-bert, as r,rras appropriate.

They  wou ldn ' t  r ead  the  documen ts .  f  wasn , t

ask ing them to agree wi th  me,  but  t ,hey wouldnr t  even

read them.

Now Capit ,o l  pol ice did not

i t ,  they  d id  no t ,  p reserve  the  tape.

no  d ia r ies ,  r ro  records ,  th is  i s  your

C a p i t o l  P o l i c e .

preserve, you heard

They keep no logs,

Cap i to l  Po l i ce ,  By
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' 'coRREcTED PAGEII

And Leecia Eve and Josh Albert,  working for

senators, Do, Ehey have no logs, rro diar ies from which

they could be prec ise.  And they were noL ashamed.

f  mean, f , f l l  sorry that my cross took as long:

as i t  d id,  but  i f  they brought records f rom which they

could give proper test . imony, not evasive -  oh,  I  don, t

remember  tha t .  Oh,  f  don,  t  reca1 l .  Oh,  no ,  I  d idn ,  t  do

t h a t .

Wi th  regard  to  Josh A lber t ,  un t i l  we f ina l l y

go t  h im to  admi t  oh ,  y€s ,  he  d id  ge t  i t ,  oh ,  y€s ,  y€s ,

there was that,  meet ing,  ohr 1z€sr 1r€s

WeI l ,  I  have one f ina l ,  two th ings  to  say .

And that is inasmuch as so much of my testimony was

precluded, r beg you to look at the documents because

these documents show the May 21st fax to Detect ive

Zimmerman.

Oh, and his test imony, what was i t? When

f was brought to the stat ion,  that , ,  what was i t ,  four

t imes in three minutes?

Apparent ly I  was clambering for him to

eome down to br ing the fax,  sure.  Because the fax made

c]ear r  had no intent as he knew. Ar l  r  wanted to do,

as  we pro f fe red ,  was  to  respec t fu l l y  reques t  to  tes t i f y .

N o w  M s .  L i u  s a i d  w e l l  t  - -

THE COURT: Time, Ms .  Sassower.
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MS. SASSOWER: they have a right to do

t h a t .

THE COURT: Ms. Sassower.

MS.  SASSOWER:  A l t  r igh t .

THE COURT: Time, t ime. please be eeated.

MS. SASSOWER: Five minutes .

THE COURT:  No,  p lease be  seated . .  Ms. ,  Ms.

Liu, do you have any rebuttal?

MS. LIU: Very br ief ly,  your Honor.

THE COIJRT: yes.

MS. LIU: Ladies and gent lemen of  the jury,

therers one more thing that th is case is not about

r t rs  no t  about  a  respec t fu l  reques t  to  tes t i f y .  Ms.

sassower is somebody who sent boxes and boxes and boxes

to the Senate

She had a  4O-minute  phone conversa t ion ,  40

minutes wi th two of  senator c l i .nton's staf  f  .  one of

those s ta f fe rs ,  Ms.  Eve,  to ld  you tha t  she  had

invest igated Ms. sassower 's craims. she found. them not,

to  be  c red ib le .

Ms.  Sassower 's  p rob lem,  lad ies  and gent lemen,

is that  she doesn' t  want to take no for an answer.  she

refused to take no for an answer.  Even af ter  a l l  of  her

eorrespondence, af ter  a l l

she went to that hearing.

of  her phone conversat ions,

And, ladies and gent leman,
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Ehat was not a respectful  request to test i fy.

she didn' t  ra ise her hand and wait  for  senator

chambl- iss to say yes. she shouted over him whi le he was

st i l1 tark ing. end when he asked for order,  she didn,t ,

say r' m sorry, r didn ' t mean t,o interrupt anything. r

didn' t  mean to be disrupt, ive.

she kept, shouting. she demand.ed whether she

was being arrested. And she, when she was asked. t,o

leave, when the capi to l  pol ice t r ied to restore order,

she wourdn' t, go. she would hang on to a chair. she

made her body rigid

Ladies and gent lemen, that 's what th is case is

about.  Everything else is a red herr ing.  Ms. sassower

tarks about the precedent of  j .99G. you heard a I i t t le

b i t  about  thaL in  tha t  case.

what we do know about, that case was that in Lgg6

Ms. sassower was in the Dirksen senate of f ice Bui ld ing.

she was cursing, she was screaming, she was making a

ruckus and she was arrested..  And in 2003, she shou]d

have known better.

' 
she also talks about how she had no way of

gett ing peopre and senators to read her mater ia l . .  That

i t  was only under l ings,  she says, who paid any

at ten t ion .

The fact  of  the matter is that  she submit ted
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al l  of  these documents,  she had long conversat ions wi th

peop le  in  the  senator ' s  o f f i ce ,  and she jus t  d idn , t  want ,

to hear that the answer was no.

And f inalry,  ladies and gentremen, she talks

about, how much of a professional she is. That she

couldnrt  have the intent to disrupt congress because she

was a  pro fess iona l .

Lad'ies and gentlemen, she was so much of a

professional that she became extremely agitated and

upset  when she was ta lk ing  to  senator  c l in tonrs  o f f i ce

when they said something she didn' t want to hear.

you gaw for yourself on the witness stand today

what her demeanor is rike. And you ean ask yourselves

was that someone who had no intent to disrupt congress,

who just  wanEed. to get her v iews heard wi th in the r imits

of the ]aw? Ask yourseLves that and we ask you to

return a verdict of guilty. Thank you.

THE COURT: Thank you Ms . Liu. Ladies and

gentlemen of the jury, now that you have received my

f inal  instruet ions and you,ve heard the c losing

arguments of  the,  of  the part ies,  i t  is  now your job to

dec ide  th is  case.

I release you now to the juryroom so that you

can begin your del iberat ions.  Thank you very much.

(Thereupon, the jury returned to the jury room
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t o  b e g i n  t h e i r  d e l i b e r a t i o n s  a t  4 : 4 4  p . m . )

THE eouRT: very wer l .  p lease be seated.

We

MR. MENDELSOHN: your Honor, the alternate

needs to be excused?

THE COURT: yes.  r  wir- I  take care of  that , .

MS. SASSOWER: The exhibi t ,  the exhibi ts?

THE COURT: WeI l ,  nei ther the exhibi ts,

the verdict form nor any of this other information has

been prov ided to  them yeL.  we, l1  take  i t  a l r  in  a t  the

same t ime.

We have the veraiSt form. We have the

exhibi ts.  Very weI l .  As a housekeeping matter,  for

tomorrow, counselr  you wi l r  need to c lear your mater ia ls

away because at  9:30 r  wir l  begin my normal carendar.

I f  there is a quest ion f rom the jury or i f

a verdict, then r wil l have you rounded up and

in and we wil l suspend. my other matters and go

with the,  go forward with the del_ivery of  the

fs your envelope over here?

THE CLERK: yes,  your Honor.

there is

brought,

forward

verdict .

test imony

r  p icked

al- ternate

THE couRT: prior to the commencement of the

in th is case, r  p icked at  rand.om two numbers.

at random two numbers that would be the

j u r o r s  i n  t h i s  c a s e .
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I, m reading the not,e now . The al ternat,e j urors

are two and ten. s ince ten was previously excused from

serviee, al ternate juror number two wi l l  be excused.

(pause)

THE conRT: we're st i r l  on the reeord.  here.  r

haven' t  recognized you and r  have a juror to excuse.

l {s.  SASSOWER: Oh.

THE couRT: First of all, r wanted to thank you

on behal f  of  everyone who part ic ipated in th is eage, the

government and the defense as wel1. Thank you for your

service. we appreciate the time that you have given to

t h i s  c a s e .

r d'on'�t know if you heard, but r had in faet

picked two numbers at rand.om at the outset of the case.

.Turor number i-o was excused. earlier and you remain,

i luror number two, as the only alternate juror.

so on behal f  of  th is court  and the ci ty of  the

District of columbia, we commend. you for your serrriee

and we thank you for your wi l r - ingness t ,o part ic ipate.

,JUROR NUMBER 2 : Thank you very much.

THE COURT: Very wel l  .  Al1 r ight ,  you,re

excused.  '

JUROR NUMBER 2: Thank you.

MS. SASSOWER: Excuse me.

THE COURT:  Very  we l t .  f ' 11  hear  f rom you.
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Ms.  SASSOwER:  yes .  r 'd  r i ke  the  ev idenee to  go

direct ly to the jurors,  the exhibi ts.  They d.o have the

exh ib i ts .

THE coLrRT : Ms . sassower, whether they have it

now or not, those are decisions that r make, that you

don' t .  r t  turns out that  the evidence is already with

the  ju rors .

MS . SASSOWER: Thank you.

THE COURT: Very we1l .  p lease be seated.

MS . SASSOWER: And my lega1 adviser counseled

me that perhaps I should t,ake exception to the rebuttal

statements in part icular of  Ms. Liu.

THE COITRT: Very well, four exeeption is noted

for the record.  p lease be seated.

MS.  SASSOWER:  Oh,  yes .

TIIE .OURT: A11 right . Anyrhing further ?

MR. MENDELSOHN: No, your Honor

THE COURT: Very well . Then we are in reeess

from this case for the day. And again please cr_ear your

mater iars out so that r  can hear my calendar in the

morning. Thank you very much.

MR. MENDELSOHN: Thank you, your Honor.

(pause)

THE COURT: Counsel ,  you,re gonna have to r€,

remain  around.  f , ve ,  f , ve  asked the  ju ry  to  remain
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unt i l  f ive o 'c lock today. you,re gonna have to stay in

the area in t,he event that they come back with a

gues t ion  or  a ,  o r  a  verd ic t .

So

MR. MENDELSOHN: Thank you, your Honor.

THE COURT: Al_1 right .

THE CLERK: your Honor, in the meantime Ms.

sassower,  your case is not compreted this af ternoon.

Your case is eont, inued tomorrow morning at  9:30.

rf you fail to appear, a warrant would issue for your

arrest

I f  you,re eonvicted of  fa i l ing to appearr  fou

face  a  l -80  days  in  ja i l  and  a  g r - ,ooo f ine  or  bo th .  And

tha t ' s  fo r  your  fa i lu re  to  appear .

Do you understand the warning you,ve been given

for fa i l ing to appear?

MS . SASSOWER: yes .

THE CLERK: fn addi t ion,  your t r ia l  is  in

del iberat ion.  r f  you fair  to appear,  the jury courd.

eonclude and reach a verdict wit.hout you here. your

absence could be consid.ered a waiver. Do you

understand?

MS.  SASSOWER:  yes

TIIE CLERK: please sign your not ice,  your

signat,ure
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THE COITRT : We, re in recess . Thank you.

(Thereupon,  the  cour t  recessed a t  4252 p .m. )

(Thereupon, the court  reconvened at  5:OO p.m.

The jury returned to the courtroom.)

THE coItRT: very welr .  prease be seated.

Ladies and gentremen, werre about to adjourn for  the day

and you're going to be alrowed to leave and go about

your usual  business.

I only wanted to bring two things to your

at tent ion.  And r  touched on these ear l ier  dur ing the

instruet ions but,  r  need. to refresh you on this.

The f i rst  is  wi th regard.  to media reports.

Again, avoid the newspaper or radio or terevision

report 's  that  might pertain to th is case. yourre now in

del iberat ions and so you are not to be inf luenced by

these med ia  Eourees .

' The second thing is when you retur:r in the

morning to begin del iberat ions and you begin at  9245,

dontt start untir we receive your knock at. t,he door t,o

indicate that  everyone is here.

At that  t ime, s inee we wonrt  reave the evideirce

in the juryroom, at  that  t ime we wirr  then br ing in the

mater ia ls,  the evidence that you have in there r ight

now. And that ' �s  when you begin.  so no media tonight or

for as long as you del iberate.
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And in the morning when you get started, w€

will start you by recogni zing that everyone is here and

t'hen bringing in the evidence that you are to cons ider .

very wel'. Again, thank you for your service

and we wil l see you in the morning.

(ThereupoD, the jury was excused.)

THE eouRT: Now you're excused for the day.

Thank you very much.

MR. MENDELSOHN: See you tomorrow.

. THE COTIRT: : Okay.

(ThereupoD, the proceed.ings concluded. at, 5: 06

p . m . )
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