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fulness, then you may consider it, together’witﬁ all other
facts and circumstances bearing upon the witness's truthful-
ness, in deciding whether you will believe or disbelieve this
other testimony’at this trial. Except as it may bear on this
decision, this evidence méy not be considered by you in your
determination of any fact in this case.

~ Now, members of the jury, evidence has been received tending

to show th&t at an earlier time the witness, Allen Hall, made_ |

a statement whica conflicts with his testimony at this trial.
You must not cbnsidér such earlier»statement as evidence of

the truth of”wﬁat was said at that earlier time because it was
not made under oath at this frial. If vou believe that such
>eariiér statement was made, and that it does conflict with the
£e§timony'of the witness at this trial, then you may consider
this, together with all other facts and circumstances bearing
upon the witness's truthfulness, in dediding whether you will
believe or dishelieve hisltestimOny at this trial.
| ‘MR, FEﬁGUSON: Thé.witness Jerome Mitchell also testi-

fied that he'made a previous statement.

THE COURT: members of the jury, evidence has been re-

ceived tending to show that at an eariier time the witness,

Jerome Mitchell, made a statement which conflicts with his
testimony at thié trial. You must not consider such earlier
statement as evidence of the truth of what was said at that
earlier time because it was not made under oath at this trial.
If you believe such earlier sﬁatcment was made and that it

does conflict with the testimony at this tria}, then you may

e - e S~



consider this with all the other evidence in deciding
whethef to believe or disbelieve his testimony at this
trial.

Members of the jury, as I have previously
said, you are the sole judges of ﬁhe credibility of

each witness. You must decide whether to believe the

testimony of any witness. You may believe all or any

part or none of what a witness testified to. In deter-

mining whether to believe any witness you should apply

the same tests of.truthfulness that you would épply in

your everyday affairs. In passing upon the téstimony

 of thé witness, the jury ought to take into considera-

hear

"tion the anortunlty of the witness to see,/ know, re-

‘member the facts or occurrences about which he testified;

the manner and appearance of the witness; any interest

“or bias or prejudice the witness may have: the fairness
or want of fairness of the witness; whether his testimony

*vls reasonable. You are the sole judges of the welght

to bé given any evidence. By this I mean if you decide

certain ev1dence is believable you must determine it

in llght of all ohher believable evidence in the case.
Membera of the jury, I ask all 12 of the

original jurors,  are you all feeling all right? Raise

your hand. (The 12 raise hands.) In that case the Court

will excuse alternate 1, alternate 2 and alternate 3.

p———t -
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You may stand aside.

(The-alternatés leave the jurybox.)

and say how you find. You may retire to your room and
when you have arfived at your veiuicts, rlease knock on
the door anccoﬁe béékr}n.to the courtroon. The—Court
sugg-sts that in the juryroom that you select a foreman
to lead your deliberations. Ahything else, gentlemen?

may we approach the

(Confcreﬁce at the bench.)
. THE COURT: Your nay retire.
* (The jury retired at 5:2% P M.)

’ T: The jury wvants pencils and pavners.
Is there any objection?
MR, FZRGUSO?: Yo, your Honor.
THE COURT: Is there any objeétion by the State?
S80T,. STROUD: Yo, sir.
THE COUPT: Give them a claan tablet with no
writing on it ani pencils. ‘
(7:47 P M.) - .
THE COURT: Let the jury come in,
(The}jury returned to the courtroom.)

THE COURT: Merbers of the jury, do I understand
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you have some questiohs you wish to ask for further
»insﬁructions. Who shall spéak for you?
JUROR 1: We want a couple of terms defined
for us, the word conspiracy, and -
| JUROR 10: Alding and abetting. R
THE COURT: All rlght.lq Members of thp Jury
T a consﬁiracy is a coﬁbination-o: agreement between two
or more persons to do an unlawful act or to do a law-
- ful act in an unlawful way or by unlawful means. Un-~
'lawful combinatlon or agreement is the essence qf the
v -criminal conspiracy. Thus, a-con5piracy is a cri
-Cj?”” _ | not its execution. |
As soon as the union of wills for t
fulrpﬁrpbse is perfected, tﬁe of fense of conspiracy
is complete, and no overt act is necessary
the crime of conspiracy.

: A conspiracy must exist, i
at all, between two or more persons, because one cannot
conspire with himsel

N .-.-v' It is not necessary that a person, to be crimi-

be acquainted with all the others engaged

ally 1
in the conspiracy; although to hold one liable as a
participant it must be shown beyond a reasonable doubt,

that he did dome act or made some agrecment showing his

3 ‘ intention to be a participant.
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It is not necessary to constitute a conspiracy

1=

that the parties should have come together and ageeed
ress terms to unite for a cormon object. A mutual,
implied understanding is sufficient, so far as the com-
bination or conspiracy is concerned, to Consitute the
offense. However, there can be no conspiracy without - -~
an agfeement or understanding, as neither the fact that
two or more persons at the same time intended to do the

same or slnllar act,nor the fact that one knobs of the

intention of another or others to do a particular act,

nor a mere uncomnunicated jntention to comspire,is

sufficient for a conspiracy.'

I instruct you also that a conspirator is

responsible for the acts of p16 confederate in promoting

the object of @ conspiracy. In other words, members
of the jury, any act done by a party to an unlawful

conspiracy, in furtherance of, and naturally f£lowing

from, which is connected with, and grows out of, the

common design, is the act of each and all of the con~

spirators.

One who enters into a criminal conspiracy to

’accomplwsh some unlawful purpose forfeits his independ-

ence and jeopardizes his liberty, for, by agreeing with

. 1~ 1

another or others to do an unlawful t thing, he thereiy

I,ILGL S §
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places his safety and security in the hands of every
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or design is e

member of the conspiracy. The acts and declaration

of each conspirator, done or uttered in furtherance of

- the cormon, illegal design, are admissible in evidence

against all. Everyone who enters into a common puxrpose

q
act which had before heén done by the othérs, and a
wards be done by any

of the others in furtherance of such cormon design.

- Any act done by a .party to an unlawful concpiracy, in

connected with, and grows out of the common design,

. is the act of each and all of the consplrators.

Now nembers of the ]ury, aiding and abettlng,

I instruct you that wbere two or more persons aid and

abet each other in the cormission of a crime, both belng
present, both are prvincipals and are equally guilty.
A person aids and abetts‘in the commiséion of a crime
within the meaning of this rule when he shares in the
qriminal intent of the actual perpetrator and renders
assistance or encouragement to him in the perpetration
of a crime. In order for-one tb aid and abet in the
perpetration of a crime, he must do somcthing that in-
cites, encourages or assists the perpetration of it
(the crime).

The person in the commission cannot be said to
have incited, enéouraged or aided the perpetration unless

the intention to assist was in some way conmunicated

e
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aids whén being present at the time

m

and place he does some act ‘to render aid to the actual
tor of the crime. Though he takes no direct
share in its commission, an aider or abettor is one whonbﬁmipﬂm.1“

ives aid and comfort, commands, assists,another to

1
~ v 2

commit a crime; a person who being present by word or

conduct incites another t commit a criminal act or who

so far as to be present of the knowledge of the person

actually comitﬁing the crime fdr the purpose of assis-

 tancé; if necessary, as an aider or abettor. When two

or more persons aid and abiet each other in the commission

‘of a crime and all are present when the crime is committed,

théy are all principals and are equally guilty.
Oour Cgﬁr£ has held that all who are present,

either actually or constructively, at the place of

‘the crime and are either aiding, abetting or advising

in its commission or are present for such purpose to the
knowledge of the actual perpetrator ox principals and
are equally guilty. An aider and abettor encourages
another to commit a crime.

low are there any other questions? Members

qf the jury, you may retire.

(The jury retired at 7:55 P !M.)
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THE COURT: Let the jury come in.
{(The jury returned to the courtroom at 8:18 P M.f
THE COUBT: Madam Clerk, get the verdict.
'CLERK; Will you stand, please? (Jury stands.)
Ladies and gentlemen of the jury, in the case of North
Carolina vs. Benjamin Franklln Chavis in the bill of 1nd1ct-
ment number 1653 in which he is charged with conspiracy to
assault emergency personnel with dangerous weapons, have
you agrééd upon a verdict?. |
FOREMAN: Yes, ha'ém: |
':CLERK: What say you? Guilty ér not éﬁilty?
| FdREMAN: Guilty. | |
CLERK: So say you all?
(Response: kes.)
CLERK: Aadles and gentlemen of the jury, in the
case of State of Nortl Carollna versus Benjamin Franklin

Chavis in the bill of indictment number 1655 in which he is

charged with burning Mike's Grocery store building and

contents thereof with incendiary device, have you agreed
upon a verdict?
FORE!AN: Yes.
CLERK: What say you? Guilty or not guilty?
FOREMAN: Guilty.
CLERK: So say vou all?
(Response: Yes.)

CLERK: Ladies and gentlemen of the jury, in the
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case of State of.Nortf Carolina versus Marvin Patrick in
the bill of indictment'number 1656 in which he is charged
with consplracy to assault emergency personnel with danger-

ous weapons,‘have you agreed upon a verdict?

- CLERK: Ladies and gentlemen ofrthe-jury, in the
e of State Qﬁ'North Carolina versus Marvin Patrick in the
biil of indictméht number 1658 in which he is chégged with
burning Mike's Grocery Store building and contents thereof
with incendiary device, have you agreed upon a verdict?

FORENMAN: Yes.

CLERK: What say you? Guilty or not guilty?

FOREMAN: Guilty. |

CLERK: So say you allz

Response: Yes.

CLERK: Ladies and gentlemen of the jury, in the
case of the State of ﬂorth Carolina versus Connie Tyndall
in the bill of 1ndlctment number 1659 in which he is charged
with consplracy to asaault emergency personnel with dang-
erous weapons, have you agreed upon a verdict?

FORIMAN: Yes.
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- CLERK: What say you?- Guilty of not guil
- FOREMAN: Guilty. | -
'CLERK: Sé say you all?
' 'Responsé:_Yes._ .
'CLERK:'Laéies and genﬁleﬁen of the jury, in the

case of State of North Carolina versus Connie Tyndall in the

T pbill of indictment number 1661 in which he is charged with
"burnlng Alke S Grocery Store building and contents thereof

?;Jw1th 1ncend1ary device, have you agreed upon a verdict?

~

T'_FORFAAN..Yes.

_ @LERK: Ladies and gentlemen of the jury, in the
case of State of Horth Carolina versus Jerry Jacobs in the

i i
ek BN e -

i ctment number 1662 in which he is charged with

-conspiracy to assault emergency personnel with dangerous

“have vou“agfeed upon a verdict?
| EORnMAN. Yes. | _
Q'CLERK What say you? Guilty or not guilty?
FOREMAN: Guilty.
. CLERK: So say you allz
Response:; Yes.

. CLERK: Ladies and gentlemen of the jury, in the
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case of State of Vorth Carolina versus Jerry Jacobs in the'
bill of indictment number 1664 in which he is charged wlth
,bﬁrning Mike's Grocery Store building and contents thereof
with incendiary device, have you agreed upon'a verdict?
| ' FOREMAN: Yes. - i |
" CLERK: What say you? Guilty or not gullty?
VFOREMAN- Guilty. ’
TQJCLERK. So say yoa all?

-

‘f:Response. Yes.

-Efﬁ - CLERK: Ladles and gentlemen of the jury, in’

;the case of State of- North Carolina versus Willie Larl Vereen
viln the blll of 1ndictment nunber 1665 in which he is charged
;w1th consplracy to assault emergency nersonnel with dangerous
Tweapons, have you agreed upon a verdict?
| , FOREMAW. Yes. _
i?w_'\t ,v»;CLERK What oay you? Gullty or not gu11ty9
- ’m'fﬂ:;FORrMAn. Gullty. | '
CLERK: So say you allz

"i . ' Responée: Yeé, v

VCLERK. Ladies and gentlemen of the jury, in the

case of State of North Carolina versus Wwillie Earl Vereen

in the bill of indietmentlnumber 1667 in which he is charged
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“, CLFRK. What say you? Guilty or not guiltf:
FOREMAN Gullty. | o |
;'CLERK Go say you allz
?esponse. Yes.
. CLERK L;dies and gent; 1?6
 fcasé of State of Worth Carolina versus James McKoy in thé

-bill of 1ndlctment number 1666 iﬁ which he is charged with

ff;conspirady to assault emergency personnel with dangerous

FOREMAN: Yes. 77 <

G “ 0. .o - FOREMAN: Guilty.

'SQEResponse.-Yes.

_ CLERK: Ladles anA aeﬁtlenen of the 1ury, in-tﬁe
caséréf Sﬁéte of North Carollna versus James McKoy 1n.the
bii‘ of iﬁdictment number 1670 in which he is charrcd with
burning Mike's Grocery Store Bulldlng and c0ﬁtent” tHereof
with incendiary dev1ce, have you agreed upon a verdict?
 FOREMAN: Yes. | |

CLERK? Whét s#yvyoﬁ? VGﬁiity or not guilty?
FORE'VU\N- Gullty. |
,CLFRK So say you all?

””Response° Yes.

(\_J ' CLERK: Ladips and gentlemon of the jury, in the
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A casé of State of North Carolina versus Réginald Epps in the

"bill of indictment number 1671 in whiéh he is charged with

conspiracy to assault emergency personhel with dangerous

weapons, have you agreed upon a verdict?

'FOREMAN: Yes. _',‘” 7;-; -,51 S

”ZHCLERK What say you? Gullty or not gullty?

- FOREMAN: Guilty. ' e
 FOREMAN: So say'yéﬁ all?
Response: Yes. -

| FOREMAN Ladles and gentlemen of the Jury, in

inrthe b111 of 1ndlctment number 1673 in which he is charged

with burning Mike's Grocery Store QUllang and co

. thereof with incendiary device, have you agreed upon a

verdict?-_
B FOREMAN- Yes;
CLERK Wwhat say you? Guilty or not guilty?
FOREMAN : Guilty.
CLERK: 50 say you a

Response: Yes.

ies and gentlemen of the jury, in the

case of State of North Carolina versus Wayne Moore in the

jctment number 1674 in which he is charged with

FORICMAN: Yes.

PR .
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. CLERK:.What say youf Guiltf or notlguilty?.:

poPRMAN: Guilty. ) | o .
VCLERk: So say you all?

}-Response. Yes.

f CLERK. Ladles and gentlemen of the jury, in

| the case of State of North Carolina versus Wayne Moore in

the blll of 1ndictment numbar 1676 in whlch he is chargea

| w1th burnlng Mlke s Grocery Store bulldlng and contents

thereof w1th 1ncend1ary dev1ce, ‘have you agreed upon a

ﬂf‘f= ;»FOREAAN. Yes.f Ariﬁ*’f’f*’

'*:?f¢;g*g:;fCLERK. What sav you? Gullty or not gullty?

SRR FOREMAN: Guilty. f‘

z;g:“?f;t;:,Q:CLERK So say you all?

,Reqponse. Yes.‘_ -

CLERK. Ladles and gentlemen of the jury, in

-

the case of State of North CarOLln versus

bill of indictment number 1677 in wich he is charged with

consplracy to assault emergen ‘y nersonnel with dangerous

g weapons, have you agreed upon a verdlct?

»oan '
L ..
W
P et T 2. % N

%, FOREMAN: Yes

' CLERK: What say you? Guilty or not guilty?
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CLBRI Ladies and gentlemen of the jury, in the

case of State of North Carollna versus Joe

Bill of'indictment number 1679 in which he

with burning Mlke s Grocery Store building

Wright in the
is charged

and contents

thereof with 1ncend1ary device, haVe you agreed upon a verdi

FOREMAN Yes.

CLERK What saf you? Gullty or
FOREMAN*VGullty.

CLERK: So say you all?

Response: Yes.

not guilty?

----- in +hno
A

CLERK: Ladles and gentlemen of the jury, in ta

caee of State of North Carolina versus Ann

Shephard in the

bill of indictment number 13168 in which she is charged with

accessory before therfact of the burning o

£ <.

Store building and contents thereol wit

o 3
e

have you agreed upon a verdict?
FOREMAN: Yes.

CLERK: What‘say you? Guilty or

THE COURT- Would you have a sea

(Jury s seated in the jurybox.)

. MR. FERGUSON: If your Honor ple

£ Mike's Grocery

not guilty?

t, members of

ase, we would
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| like to have the jufy polled as to each defendant
as to each charge. B
MR. HUNEVOL: Your Honor}‘I make the Same motion.
THE éOURT: MAdam Clerk, would you poll the jury?
_ CLERK: Will Juror Number 1, Mr. Wooten staﬁd,> '
pleasé? Julian deten,ras foreman you have returned a ver-
dict of guilty»iﬁ the_case of the State of North Carolina |

versus BEnjamin Franklin Chavis in the bill of indictment

‘number 1653 in which he is charged with conspiracy to as-

sault emergency personnel with dangerous weapons. Is that

you verdict?

A Yes. Y

0 Do yéu‘siillrasSent tﬁeré%a?

A Yes.'. . .

Q Julian Wooten, as Foreman of the jury you have returned

“éivetdict of guilty in,ﬁhe case of the State of North
| fersﬁs’Behjamin Franklin Chavis, in the bill
of indictment number 1655 in which he is charged with
Qrocery Store buildiﬁg and contents there-

" of with incendiary device. Is this your verdict?

o Do you still assent thereto?
A Yes.

e

Julian Wooten, the jury has returned a verdict of guilty

in the case -



‘wf,dangerous Weapons. Is this your verdict?

P
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THE COURT: What are you asklng him now?

SOL. STROUD: May we approach the bench, your

v Honor’

(Conﬁerence at the bench.)

{(Clerk continues polllng the jury as follows:)

You may have a seat, Mr. Wooten. Mr. Jones, Juror

'ekturned a verdlct of guilty in th
North Carolina versug Ben]amln Frankll Chav

bill of 1nd1ctment number 1653 in

Yes.

o Dcffoﬁ stili
e,

JEﬁes'Leland Jones,lyour ror
A verdict of gullty in tw case of Staﬁe”of et

';vversus Benjamin Franklln Chavis in the bil

ﬂike's Grocery Store and

jary device.

‘Yes.

1655 in wh

' Number 2. James Leland Jones, your Toreman has re-=

.r\ +ho

-
411

UI

which he is charged

‘W1th consplracy to assault emergency personnel wi .b

asSent thereco?

eman has returned with a

ich he is charged with burning

contents thereof with incenc-

Is tﬁis‘your verdict?

e case of the State of

LS A

orth Carolina

1 of indict-
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Josephine Williamson, your Foreman has returned wi
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rﬁtufned with a verdict of guilty in the case of

Sgate of North Carolina versus Benjamin Franklin Chavis,

"in the bill of indictment number 1653 in which he is

chargea with conspiracy to assault emergency personnel

_wiﬁhtdangérQus weapons. Is this your verdict?

+

‘Yes. . 7

Do you still assent thereto?

Yes,

verdict of guilty in the case of State of North Carolina

with incendiary device. Is this your verdict?

Yes.

Do you still assent thereto?

=

es.
James Bradley Sutton. James Bredley Sutton, your
Foreman has returned with a verdict of guilty in the

case of State of Horth Cardlina versus Benjamin Frank-

»lin Chavis in the bill of indictment number 1653 in which

- he is charged with conspifacy to assault emergency

personnel with dangerous weapons. 1Is this your ver-
aict? =

Yes.
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James Bradley Sutton, your Foreman has returned with

4 L28EbBL

a verdict c< ullty in the case of State of North

-~

[ &
1972
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1nd1ctment number 1655 in which he is charged with

burning Mike's Grocery Store building and contents

thereof with jncendiary device. Is this your ver-

dict?

) lYes.' -

Do you 'still assent thereto’

Yes.

, James Meredlth James Meredith, your Foreman has

returned with a verdict of guilty in the case of the
State of North Carolina versus Benjamin Franklin
Chavis in the bill of indictment number 1653 in which
is Ehnrged with conspiracy to assault emergency per-
sonnel with dangerous weapons. Is:this your verdict?
Yes.

Do you still assent thereto?

Yes.

. James Meredith, your Foreman has returned with a ver-

dict of guilty in the case of the State of North Caro-

-

lina versus Benjamin Franklin Chavis in the bill of

indictment number 1655 in which he is charged with

Arolina versus Ben1amin Franklin Chavis in the bill of

he
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purning Mike's Grocery Store building and cénuenba
thereof with fncendiary device. 1Is this your verdlct?
Yes. | |

D§ you still assent thereto?

Yes.

verdict

o
)

Agnes Day, your Foreman has returned wit
of guilty in the case of +he State of North Carolina
versus Benjamin Franklin Chavis in the bill of indict-

ment number 1653 in which he is charged with conspiracy

;o assaulf'emergency personnel with dangexrous weapons. -

' Is this your verdict?

Do you still assent thereto?

: Yes.
_Agnes Day, your roreman has returned with a verdict

' of guilty in the case of State of North Carolina ver-

sus Benjamin Franklin Chavis in the bill of indictment

number 1655 in which he is charged with burning Mike's

- Grocery Store building and contents thereof with incend-

jary device. Is this your verdict?

Yeé, it is.

‘Do you still assent thereto? .

Yes, I do.
Sue Murphy, your Foreman has returned with a verdict

of guilty in the case of State of North Carolina ver-
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“sus Benjamin Franklin Chavis in bill of indictment
‘number 1653 in which he is charged with conspiracy to
‘assaﬁlt'emérgency personnel with dangerous weapons.
Is this your verdict?

Yes.

,Dd you still assent thereto?

Yes.
Sue Murphy,’ your Foreman has returned vith a verdict

1

il sl Ther 2o Ll cvmma AF Qhmdan AF MNAawelh Masal Trma TrAY.
Vi yuiliuw 47l LT Tdadot DL gwAlLe Ul iVl Uil vasviiua v
sus Benjamin Franklin Chavis in bill of indictment
nyimhar TEEE 4w wvwhi~h a 1e Aaharaad with burninag Mike'tla
ALVUNRM T L VST il Villd\wld 00 A WIIGQLVMSd WA Wwid AL liadity  Ladeen LT~

‘Paul Ward, Paul Ward, yoﬁr Foreman has returned with
a verdict of guilty in the case of State of lorth
Carolina versus Benjamin Franklin Chavis in bill of

indictment number 1653 in which he is charged with

- conspiracy to assault emergency personnel with danger-

ous weapons. . Is this your verdict?
Yes. .-
do you still assent thereto?

Yes.

Paﬁl Ward, your Foreman has returned with a verdict
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of guilty in the case of State of NWorth Carolina ver-

'sus'Benjamin Franklin Chavis in bill of indictment

in .
number 1655/which he is charged with burning Mike's

Grocery store bulldlng and contents thereof with in-

cendiary device. .Is thls your ver dict?
Yes.

Do you still assent thereto?

Yes.

v_verdict of gullty in the case of State of North Caro-

1ina versus Benjamin Franklin Chavis in bill of indict-

_ment number 1653 in which he is charged with conspiracy

to assault emergency personnel with dangerous weapons.

Is'this'your verdict?'

Yes.

Do you still assent thereto?

Gretchen Simmons, your Foreman has returned with a

erdict of guilty in the case of the State of North

' Carolina versus Benjamin Franklin Chavis in bill of

inaictment number 1655 in which he is charged with
burning Mike's Grocery Store building and contents

thercof with incendiary device. Is this your ver-

| dict?

Yes.
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Do you still assent thereto?

Yes.

Betty Cox, your Foreman has-returned witﬁ 5 verdict_
of guilty in the case of State of North CArolina
versus Benjamin Frahklin Chavis in bill of indict-
ment number 1653 in wihich he isjcharged with con-
spiracy to assault emérgency personnel with dangerous
weaponé; Is this your verdict?

7

Yeé.

-

anyau'still assent thereto?

3

DAY

Betty Cox, your Foreman has returned with a verdict

of guilty in the case of State of ¥orth Carolina ver-

,,sué ﬁenjamin Franklin Chavis in the bill of indictment

- . number 1655 in which he is charged with burning Mike's

7lfGrocery Store building and contents thereof with in-

Yes.

Pearcie Ann Colvin, your Foreman has returned with a

'yerdict of guilty in the case of the State of North

Carolina versus Benjamin Franklin Chavis in bill of
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Carolina versus Benjamin Franklin Chavis in bil
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- conspiracy to assault emergency personnel with dan=

gerous weapéns. Is this your verdict?

Yes.
Do you still assent thereto?

Yes;

Pearcy Ann Colvin, your Foreman has returned with a

-
0
H‘

indictment-number 1655 in which he is charged with

“burning Mike's Grocery Store building and contents there-

of with incendiary device. Is this your verdict?

Yes.
Do you still assent thereto

Yes.

¥

John W. Menth, your Foreman nas returned with a ver-

v dict“of guilty in the case of State of North Carolina

versus Benjamin Franklin Chavis in bill of indictment
number 1653 in which he is charged with conspiracy

to assault emexgency re ersonnel with dangerous weapons.

John W. Menth, your Foreman has returned with a ver-

-~ dict of guilty in the case of the State of lorth
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Carolina versus Benjamin Franklin Chavis in bill of

indictment ﬁgmber 1655 in which he is charged with burn-

ing Mike's Gfocery Store building and contents there=
g ) R _

of with incendiary device. Is this your verdict?

Yes.

Do you stlll assent thereto?

o A

Yes.

: Jullan Wooten, as Foreman of this jury has returned

A the verdlct of guilty in the case of State of North

T4

_Carollna versus %arv11 Patrlck in the blll of indict-

ment number 1656 in which he is charged with ConSpLLa—
cy to assault emergency personnel with dangerous waap~
ens. Is this your verdict?

Yes. | |

Do you still assent thereto?

Yes. R | |

Julian, Wooten as Foreman ef_the jury has returned with
a verdict of gquilty in the case of State of North

CArolina versus Marvin Patrick in bill of indictment

number 1658 in which he 1s charged with burning Mike's

puilding and contents thereof with in-

cendiary device. Is this your verdict?
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Do you still assent thereto?

a verdlct of guilty in case or State of North

L -176=

Jemes Leland Jones, youf Foreman has returned with

a verdict of guilty in the case of State of North CAro-

1ina versus Marvin Patrick in bill of indictment number

1656 in which he is charged with consplracy to assault

emergency personnel with dangerous weapons. Is this

your verdict?

'~ Yes.

-_Yes.

1ina versus Marvin Patrick in bill of 1nd1ctment num-

Yes.
Do you still assent thereto?
Yes.

Josephine Williamson, your Foreman has returned with a

“verdict of guilty in the case of State of Worth CAro-

1ina versus Marvin Patrick in bill of indictment num-
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verdict of guilty in the case of State of
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De fou still assent there to?

Yes. | | ' o

JOSEPHINE Williaﬁson, your Foreman has refurned with
a verdict of guilty in the case of the State‘of Ndrtﬁ_”
CArolina versus 1arv1n Patrick in the bill of indict-

ment number 1658 in whlch he is charged w1th burning

' Mike's Grocery Store building and contents thereof

with incendiary device. Is that your verdict? ‘
Yes. '

bo,you still assent thereto?

"Yes.

o

James Bradley Sutton, your Foreman has returned with
versus Marvin Patrick in bill of indictment number

1€56 in which he is charged with conspiracy to assault

emergency personnel with dangerous weapons. Is this

——————

"a verdict of guilty in the case of the State of North
" Carolina versus Marvin Patrick in bill of Indictment
‘number 1658 in which he is charged whth burning Mike's

. .Grocery Store building and contents thereof with in-
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. ean@iary device. Is this your verdict?

Yes.

Do you still assent thereto?

>

James Meredith, your Foreman has retunrned wi

‘dict of guilty in the case of the State of North Caro-

"1ina versus Marvin Patrick in bill of indictment nunm

ber 1656 in which he is charged with conspiracy to
assault emergency personnel with dangerous W
Is this your verdict?

Yes.

Do you still'assent thereto?

pgames Meredith, your Foreman has returned with a ver-

RS L il Lad e

t+he case of State of MNMorth Carolina

 yersus Marvin Patrick in bill of indictment number 1658

ed with burning Mike's Grocery
Store building and contents thereof with incendiary

device. Is this your verdict?

ou still assent thereto?

v
o]
S

Yes. - : . : f

Agnes Day, your Poreman has returned with a verdict

of guilty in the case of State of MNorth Carolina ver-

sus Marvin Patrick in bill of indictment number 1656



oo

?I

° PP P

I N

-179-

in which he is charged with conspiracy to assault
emergency personnel with dangerous weapons. Is this
your verdict?

Yesg.

Do vou still assent thereto?

Yes.

Agnes Day, your Forem&n has returned with a verdict
of guilty in the éase of State of North Carolina ver-
Sus Marvih Patrick in bill of indictment number 16

in which he is charged wiﬁh burning Mike's Gfocery
Store building and contents thereo
device. Is this your verdict?
Yes.

Do you still assent thereto?

¥ P
LT e

'Sue Murphy, your Foreman has returned whth a verdict

of guilty in the case of State of North Carolina ver-

sus Marvin Patrick in bill of indictment number 1656
in which he is charged with conspiracy to assault
emergency personnel with dangerous weapons. Is this
your verdict? | |
Yes, A

Do you still assent thereto?

Yes,

Sue urphy, your Foreman has returned with a verdict
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- Paul Ward, your Foreman has returned with a verdic

‘sus Marvin Patrick in bill of indict
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of guilty in the case of State of ﬂorth Caroliqa versus
Marvin Patrick in bill of indictment number 1658 in
which he is charged with burning Mike's Grocery store
building and contents thereof with incendiary device.

;sbthis your verdict?

‘Yes.
Do you atlll assent\thernto?

" Yes. R

of quilty in the case of State oerorth Carolina ver-

"~ in which he is charged with conspiracy to assault emer-

gency personnel with aang 0O1S Weapons. Is this your
verdict?
Yes.

Do you still assent thereto?

(es.
Paul War, your Foreman has returned with a verdict of
uilty ind the case of State of North Carolina versus

Marvin Patrick in bill of indictment nuhber 1658 in

[~

which he is charged with burning Mike's Grocery Store
building and contents thereof with incendiary device.
Is that your verdict?

Yes.

Do you still assent thereto?

Yes.
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Gretchen Simmons, yoﬁr Fomeman has‘:eturned with a
verdict of gui;ty in the case of State of North
Cnro;1na versus Marvin Patrick in bill of indict-

ment number '1655 in . which he is charged with conspiré-
cy to assa"lt emergency Pp personnel with dangerous weap—

ons. 1Is this your verdict?

%Y

Gretchet Slmméns, your Foreman nhas returned with a
'_rdicf f aulltv in the case of the State of North
Carolina VGrsus Marvin PatrlcP in bill of indict-

'ml nt number 1658 in which he is charged with burning
Mike's Grocery Store building and contents thereof
with incendiary device. 1Is this your verdict?

Yes.

Do you stili assent thereto?

Yes. -

Betty Cox, your Foreman has returned with a verdict of
guilty in the case of the state of North Carolina ver=
sus Marvin Patriék in bill of indictment number 1656
in whlch he is charged with conspiracy to assault
emergency personnel with dangerous weapons. Is this
your verdict?

Yes.
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Do you still assent thereto?
Yes.

Betty Cox; your Foreman has returned with a verdict

- of guilty in the case of State of North Carolina

ve£Sus Marvin Patrick in bill of indictment num-

ber 1658 in which he is charged with burning Mike's

-Gfocery Store building and contents thereof with

incendiary device. 1Is this your verdict?
Yes., -

Do you still assent thereto?

 Yes.

Pearcie Ann Colvin, your ?orenan has retufnéd”with a
verdict of quilty in the case of State of Nortﬁ Caro-
lina versus Marvin Patrick in bill of indictment num-
ber 1656 in which he is charged with conspiracy to
assault emergency personnel with dangerous weapons.
Is this your verdict?

Yes.

Do you still assent thereto?

Yes.

Pearcie Ann Colvin, your Foreman has returned with'a

Store building and contents thercof with incendiary
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device. 1Is this your verdict?
Yes.
Do you still assent thereto?

Yes.

your Foreman has returned with a ver-

dict of guilty in the case of State of !lorth Carolina
versus Marvin Patrick in bill of indictment number
1658 in which he is charged with burning Mike's Gro-
cery_Store building and contents therzof with in-
caadiary device. Is this your verdict?

Yes.

Do you still assent thereto?

Yes.

Julian Wooten, as Foreman this jury has returned with

a verdict of guilty in the case of the State of North

Carolina versus Connie Tyndall in bill of indictment

number 1659 he is charged with conspiracy to assault
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eﬁergency personnel with dangerous weapons. 7Is this
your Verdiﬁt? ; |

Yes. '

Do you stillAéséent thereto?

Yes.w‘ '

Julian ﬁéoieh; this jury has returned with a verdict
of guilty'in:the cask of the State of North Carolina
Versas Connie Tyndall in the bill of indictment number
1661 in whicﬁTHe is chafged with burning Mike's Groc-
eryvsfofe builéinq and Edntents thereof with incendi-
aryAééviéé; LIs“this your verdict?

Yes.

" Do you still assent thereto?

Yes.
James Leland Jones, your Foreman has returned with a

verdict of guilty in the case of State of NOrth Caro-

 lina versus Connie Tyndall in the bill of indictment

number 1659 in which he is charged with conspiracy

to assault emergency personnel with dangerous weapons.

. Is this your verdict?

Yes.

Do you still assent thereto?

James Leland Jones, your Foreman has returned with a

he case of State of North Carolina
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versus Connie Tyndall in biil of indictment number

1661 in which he is chafged with burning Mike's Grocery
Store building and contents thereof with incendiary
device. Is this your verdict?

Yes. _

Do yoﬁ‘still aséentrthereto?

Yos,. |

vJosephine.Williamson, your Foreman haslreturned with
'a verdict of guilty in the case ©

Carolina versus Connie Tyndall in bill of indictment

Lo B R0 T et

Josephine Williamson, your Foreman has returned with a
verdict of guilty in the case of State of North CAro-
- lina versus Conﬁie Tyndall in bill of indictment num-
ber 1661 in which he is charged with burning Mike'g |
Grocery Store building and contents thereof with in-
cendiary device. Is this your verdict?

Yes.

Do you still assent thercto?

Yes.

James Bradley Sutton, your Foreman has returned with
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a-verdict.of guilty.in the case of State of North
Carolina versus Connie Tyndall in bill of indictment
number 1659 in which he is charged with conspiracy to
assault emergency perSonnel with dangerous weapons.
Is this Your verdict?

Yes.

Dd»you still assent thereto?

Yes.

James Bradle Suiton our Foreman has returnad with
Y r Y .

) .

Grocery Stoze D
cendiary device. Is this your verdict?
Yes. |

Do you still assent thereto?

Yes.

James Mereditﬁ, yoﬁr Foreman has returned with a ver-
dict fo guilty in the case of State of NOrth Carolina

versus Connie Tyndall in bill of indictment number

1659 in which he is charged with coﬁspiracy to assault

emergency personnel with dangerous weapons. Is this

yoﬁr verdict?

Yes.
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Do you still assent thereto?
Yes,
James HMeredith, your Foreman has returned wihh a

verdict of guilty in the case of State of North Caro-

l1ina versus Connie Tyndall in bill of indictment num-~

ber 1661 in which he is charged with burning Mike's
Grocety Store building and contents thereof with in-
cendiary device. Is this your verdict?

RS

- Do you_stili assent thereto?

Yes.
Agnes Day, your Foreman has returned with a verdict of

PR TN

guilty in the case of State of North Carolina versus

Connie Tyndall in bill of indictment number 1658 in

which he is charged with conspiracy to assault emer-

gency personnel with dangerous weapons. Is this your

wverdict?

y, your Foreman has returned with a verdict of
guilty in the case of State of North Carolina versus
Connie Tyndall in bill of indictment number 1661 in

which he is charged with burning Mike's Grocery Store

Building and contents thereof with incendiary device.
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"Sue Murphy, your Foreman has returned with a_ver
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. Is this yoﬁr verdict?

Yes.

" Do you still assent thereto?

, Yes.

- v .2t

| of gulltj in the case of State of North rollna versus

R

?l

R

o

‘Connie Tyndall in bill of inuiecmeut wumber

which he is charge w1th consp;racy to assault emer-

_ gency personeil with aaﬁgereus weapona. Is this your
”verdict? -

YES- '_.‘ oo ) ) ] - e
'Do you st111 assent thereto’\ AT

" Sue Murphy, your Foreman has returned with a verdict

¢
ke
’.-‘-
H

-

1
|rr

ery Store bulldlng and contents thereof w1th lncendlary

device, Is thls your verdlct?

Yes.

Dovyou'Still assent thereto?

“Yes.,. -

Paul Ward, your Foreman has returned with a verdict

"of qguilty in the case of State of North Carolina versus

Connie Tyndall in the bill of indictment number 1659

T Yy

a of North Carolina ver- .
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in which he is charged with Eonspiracy torasséult
eﬁefgency personnei wiih dangerous weapohs. Is this
you:bverdict? C

Yes. |

Do you still assent thereto?

Yes. |

Paul Ward, your Foreman hasbiétufned w
:‘Connié Tyndali,in bill of indictmeﬁt number 1661 in

' which'he 15 §hargea with burning Mike;s Grocery Store
building and contents thereof ¥
ié Fhis'your veidict?. v
Yes. o '

Do vou still aésént thereto?:
Yes. | |

Gretcher Simmons, yéur'Foremah has returned with a
rerdi guilty in the‘casé of State of MNorth Caro-
iina Qersus Connie Tyndall in bill of indictment number

1659 in which he iz charged with conspiracy to assault

Yes.

Do you still assent thereto?
Yes.

Gretchen Simmons, yonr Foreman has returned with a
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- verdict of guilty in the case of State of .

_Yes.

‘Betty Cox, yomr,
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- lina versus Coﬁhie Tyndall'in.bill.of indictment num-

ber 1661 in which he is charged W

* Grocery Store building and contents thereof with in-

Lo you still é;séuu thereto?
Yes.r' ;p

0%, ¥ Foreman has returned with-a verdict
of gﬁiity'in theﬁcase of State of North Carollna ver-
sus Cdﬁuié’éyﬁéall in bill of indictment number 1659

in which he is charged with conspiracy to assault

emergency personnel with dangerous weapons. Is this

Betty Cox, youf Foreman has returned with a verdict

of guilty in the case of State of North Carolina

_versus Connie Tyndall in bill of indictment number

_1661 in which he is charged with burning Mike's

Grocery Store building and contents thereof with in-

cendiary device. Is this.your verdict?

Yes.
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Foreman has returned with a

~ verdict of gquilty in the case of the'State of North
c

nnie Tyndall in bill of indictment
number 1659 in which he is éharged withlconspiracy to
asséult emergency pe:sénnel with dangerous weapons.
Isrthis yoﬁr verdict?r |

Yes.

Do YOu still agsent thereto?

. Yes.
' Pearcie Ann Colvin, your Foreman has returned?wiht a

verdict of guilty in the case of State of NOrth Carolina

versus'Connié Tyndall in bill of indictment number 1651
inrwhich he is charged with burning Mike's Grocery
Store building'and contents thereof with inéehdiary
device. Is this your verdict? ‘

Yes. .

Do you still assent thereto?

. Yes.
John W, Menth,'YOﬁr Foreman has returned with a verdict

. of guilty in the case of State of North Carolina versus

Connie Tyndall in bill of indictment number 1659 in

which he is charged with conspiracy to assault emer-

gency personnel with dangerous weapons. Is this your
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verdict?
Yes.
Do you still assent thereto?

Yes.

John ¥W. Menth, your Foreman has returned with a verdict

' of guiity in the case of State of North Carolina ver-

U T

sus Connie Lyndall in the bill of indictment numder
1661 in which he is charqed with burnlng Mike's Grocery
Store building and contents thereof with incendiary
dev1ce. Is this your verdict?

Yes. | . . |

Do you still assenﬁ thereto?

Yes.

Julian Wooten, the jury has returned with a verdict

- of guilty in the case of the State of North Carolina

“versus Jerry Jacobs in the bill of indictment number

h consviracy to assault

emergency personnel with dangerous weapons., 1S this

Do you still assent thereto?

Yes.

of guilty in the case of atate of North Carolina

versus Jerry Jacobs in bill of indictment number 1664
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~in which he is charged with burning Mike's @rocery

Store building éﬁd contents thereof with incendiary

device. Is this your verdict?

Yes.

‘Do yod étillvaégéﬁt thereﬁo?

vYés."l o v

. James ielandIJoﬁes, your Foreman hés returned with a
verdlct of gullty in the case of State of North Carolina
'fversus Jerry Jacobs, bill of indictment number 1662

in whlsh he is charged w1th c0nsp1ravy to assault em-

ergency Dersonnel with dangerous weapons. Is this

your verdlct?

Yes.,

Do'you still assent thereto?

Yes.

James Leland Jones, your Foreman has returned with a
verdict of guilty in the case of State of North Caro-

lina versus Jerry Jacobs, bill of indictment number

cery Store building and contents thereof with incendi-

a7 2 T = o s 3
ary device. Is this your verd

Josephine Williamson, your Foreman has returned with
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' Carolina versus Jerry Jacobs in the bill of indict-

he is charged with conspiracy to

assault emergency personnel with dangerous weapons.

_Ig this your verdict?

Do you still assent thereto?
.1 .

Yes.

Josephine Williamson, your Foreman has returned with

L4 .

a verdict of guilty in the case of State of North Caro-

lina versus Jerry Jacobs in bill of indictment number B

1664 in which he is charged with burning Mike's Grocery

‘Store building and contents thereof with incéndiary

device. Is this your verdict? ~

Yes.

Do you still assent thereto?

Yes.,'

James Bradley Sutton, your Foreman has returned with

a verdict of guilty in case of State of North Carolina
versus Jerry JaCobs in bill of indictment number 1662
in whiéh he is charged with conspiracy to assault
emergency personnel with dangerous weapons. Is this
your verdict?

Yes.
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Do you still assent thereto?

Yes. V

James Bradley Sutton, your Foreman has returned with a
verdict of guilty in case of State of North Carolina
versus Jerfy Jacobs in bill of indictment number 1664
in which he is charged with hurning Mike's Grocery

Store building and contents thereof with incendiary

_device. Is this your verdict?

. Yes.

Do you still assent thereto? _ .

Yes.

of guilty in the case of State of 1
Jerry Jacobs in bill of indi.ctment number 16€2 in which

he is charged with conspiracy to assault emexgency
personell with dangerous weapons. Is this your verdict?
Yes.

Do you still assent thereto?

Yes.

James Meredith, your Foreman has returned with a ver-

\ the case of State of MNorth Carolina
versus Jerry Jacobs in bill of indictment number 1664

in which he is chérged with burning Mike's Grocery

Store building and contents thereof with incendiary

device. Is this your verdict?
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Do you's;iil assent thereto? o
Yes;
Agnes Day, your forenan has returned with a verdict
of guilty in the case of State of‘Nbrth Carolina
ﬁersus Jerry Jacobs in bill of indictmént nﬁmher
1662 in which he is charged with conspiracy to assault
ewergency personnel with dangerous weagona. Is this
yoﬁr verdict? | B
Yeé.

. F.. " -
Do you still assent thereto? .-

“Yes.

Agnes Day, your Foreman has returned with a verdict
of quilty in case of qtate of Morth Carnlina versus
Jerry Jacobs in bill of indictment number 1664 in which

» -
&l

he is charged with burning *ike's Grocery Store building

and contents thereof with incendiary device. Is this

your verdict?

Yes.
Do you still assent thercto?

Yes. L v _ .

Jerry Jacobs i

o
bo'xd
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he is charged with conspiracy to assault emerqency
personnel with dangerous weapons. Is this your verdict?

Yes.
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'Yes!’

- Paul Ward, your Foreman has returned with a verdict

P P oo

Do you still assent thereto?
YeS - o

[ D Bl essnloce oom-a an PV an —mame o | T, — P - IR 1 —= - s _ 4
suc AUl pily , YOUUL roLcllan 1as returned wltir a veraicct

f guiity in the case of State of North Carolina

o

Do you still assent thereto?

sus Jerry Jacobs in bill of indictment number 1662
in which he is charged with'cohspiracy to assault
erergency personnel with dangerous weapons. Is this
your verdict? | |

Yes,

Do you still assent thereto?

Yes.

Paul Ward, ydur FPoreman has returned with a verdict

of guilty in the case of State of NOrth Carolina

versus Jerry Jacobs in bill of indictment number
1664 in which he is charged with burning Mike's

Groccry-Storn Building and contents thereof with in-

N
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cendiary device.r Is this your verdict?

Yes.r | |

Do you still assent thereto?

Yes. | g '
Gretchen Simmons, yeur‘réreman has returned with a

Gretchén Simmons, your Foreman has returned with a

'verdlct of qullty in the case of State of North Caro-

 11na versus Jerry Jacobs in b111 of indiccment number

1664 in which he 13 charged with burnlng Mike's Grocery

Store building and contents thereof with 1ncend1ary

device. vIs}this your verdict? | ' : ) 5
tes. - . . .. | i
Do you sﬁiil'aséent.théréﬁo?' R ' ‘7 f.f
Yes. ' 'i SR N - S o : j

Betty Cox, your Foreman has returned a verdict of guilty

-in the case of State of North Carolina versus Jerry

Jacobs in bill of indictment number 1662 in which he




~199-

is charged with conspiracy to assault emergency per-

' sonnel with dangerous weapons. Is this your verdict?

' A- ."YeS,
Q0 ; :Betty Cox, your Foreman has returned with a verdict : -

of guilty in the case of State of North Carolina versus . - .

e g
B

j;;perry Jacobs in bill of indictment number 1664 in which

-

... he is charged with burning Mike's Grocery Store bueilding

. and contents thereof with incendiary device. Is this

»
4

A- - YeS.
-t~ '
: ~ esmmua - 2 T e e _
Q Do you still assent thereto?
A ., Yes,
. Ly -
Pearcie Ann Colvin, your Foreman has returned with a

o

Yes.

.
Q Do you still assent thereto?
A Yés. AR ' o

Q- Pearcie Ann Colvin, your Foreman has returned with a
| verdict of guilty in the case of State of North Caro-
lina versus Jerry Jacobs in bill of indictment number

1664 in which he is charged Qith burning Mike's




