IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF FORSYTH COUNTY

STATE OF GEORGIA
STATE OF GEORGIA )
)
Plaintiff, ) GENERAL BILL OF
) INDICTMENT 06CR-0126
v. ) FORSYTH COUNTY GEORGIA
) FILED IN THIS OFFICE
JULIA LYNN WOMACK TURNER, )
) JAN 25 2007
Defendant. )

CLEI';QK 111‘555763%@ RT
ORDER RESTRICTING EXTRAJUDICIAL STATEMENTS a3:33pm

The Court, sua sponte, has considered the necessity of an order concerning
anticipated pre-trial publicity, the trial judge’s responsibility to control court proceedings,
and the trial court’s duty to protect the Defendant’s constitutional and other legal rights to
a fair trial.! The Court has made the following conclusions and findings.

In this case, the Court, court personnel, the District Attorney, and the counsel for
the Defendant, in all probability, will be requested to respond to news media requests for
information concerning the above-styled criminal action. The incidents which give rise
to this indictment have received wide-spread publicity by both print and electronic media.
After six days of intensive voir dire in the county of origin of this case, the court granted
the Defendant’s Motion to Change Venue finding that given the heightened pre-trial
publicity surrounding this case, it is impossible to select a fair and impartial jury in
Forsyth County, Georgia. Proceedings in the matter will be covered by representatives of

these media and such representatives are to be allowed liberal access to coverage of the

1See, e.g., Gannett Co v. DePasquale, 443 U.S. 368 378 (1979).




proceedings at such time as they resume. All current orders regarding media access
remain in full force and effect.

The United States Supreme Court in Sheppard v. Maxwell, 384 U.S. 333(1966)
focused on the trial court’s duty to protect the Defendant’s constitutional right to fair
trial, as follows:

Due process requires that the accused receive a trial by an impartial jury
free from outside influences. Given the pervasiveness of modern
communications and the difficulty of effacing prejudicial publicity from
the minds of the jurors, the trial courts must take. strong measures to
ensure that the balance is never weighed against the accused. . . . The
courts must take such steps by rule and regulation that will protect their
process from prejudicial outside interferences. Neither prosecutors,
counsel of defense, the accused, witnesses, court staff nor enforcement
officers coming under the jurisdiction of the court should be permitted to
frustrate its function. Collaboration between counsel and the press as to
information affecting the fairness of a criminal trial is not only subject to
regulation, but is highly censurable and worth of disciplinary measures.

Id. at 362-363. Additionally, the U. S. Supreme Court in Nebraska Press Association v.

Stuart, 427 U.S. 539 (1976) observed

. .pre-trial publicity — even pervasive, adverse publicity — does not
inevitably lead to an unfair trial. The capacity of the jury eventually
empanelled to decide the case fairly is influenced by the tone and extent of
the publicity, which is in part, and often in large part, shaped by what
attorneys, police and other officials do to precipitate news coverage. The
trial judge has a major responsibility. What the judge says about a case, in
or out of the courtroom, is likely to appear in newspapers and broadcasts.
More important, the measures a Judge takes or fails to take to mitigate the
effects of pre-trial publicity — the measures described in Sheppard — may
well determine whether the defendant receives a trial consistent with the
requirements of due process. . . .

Id. at 554-555.
Pursuant to the holding in Nebraska Press Association v. Stuart, this Court does
not take any steps which proscribe the press or media from reporting events that transpire

in the courtroom. This Court, however, ORDERS and DIRECTS that from this date



forward, prosecutors and persons affiliated therewith, the accusod,~ court staff — including
Clerk of Court, Shcﬁﬁ and his lawful Deputies, bailiffs, court reporters, and witnesses,
whether law enforcement officers or not, shall not release, make or authorize the release
of any extrajudicial statement, for dissemination by any means of communicatioh or to
any other person, relating to those matters and concerning the location of the transferee
county and further that the Order Setting Venue which names the transferee county be
sealed until opened by the Court at 9:00 a.m. on Friday prior to the beginning of jury
selection. The order shall remain sealed until Friday, February 23, 2007, at 9:00 a.m.
This order is effective from ﬁg p.m.) onthe ésl —day of January, 2007.

SO ORDERED, this_Z{ ~day of
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