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SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

FOR THE COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

DEPARTMENT NO. 101

HON. J. STEPHEN CZULEGER, JUDGE

NO. A090435

e N e’ e e e

IN RE:
JOSEPH HUNT,
ON HABEAS CORPUS
REPORTER’S TRANSCRIPT OF PROCEEDINGS
FRIDAY, MARCH 29, 1996
APPEARANCES:

FOR THE PLAINTIFF:

FOR THE DEFENDANT:

GIL GARCETTI
DISTRICT ATTORNEY
BY: ANDREW MC MULLEN, DEPUTY
AND
IMOGENE KATAYAMA, DEPUTY
849 SOUTH BROADWAY
SUITE 1100
LLOS ANGELES, CALIFORNIA 50014

KLEIN & CRAIN, A LAW CORPORATION
ROWAN K. KLEIN

ATTORNEY AT LAW

3201 WILSHIRE BOULEVARD

SUITE 312

SANTA MONICA, CALIFORNIA 90403

M. HELEN THEISS, CSR, #2264
OFFICIAL COURT REPORTER




IN RE JOE HUNT ON HABEAS CORPUS, B059613
IN RE JOE HUNT ON HABEAS CORPUS, B059615
LASC CASE NO. A090435

1. HUNT HABLIT FILE
L. A . -\,:_:,., ,
g. TRANSCRIPTS &
Volume II
Description of Document Date Generated
Reporter’s Transcript of Proceedings, 09/08/95; 11-28-95

“Strickland Expert", Police Experts, Discovery

Reporter’s Transcript of Proceedings, 03/29/96, : Rcv’d 04-05-96
re Motion to Rule on Pleadings
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LOS ANGELES, CALIFORNIA; FRIDAY, MARCH 29, 1996
10:30 A. M.

DEPARTMENT NO. 101 HON. J. STEPHEN CZULEGER, JUDGE

APPEARANCES:
THE DEFENDANT, JOSEPH HUNT, WITH HIS COUNSEL,
ROWAN KLEIN, BAR PANEL APPOINTMENT; ANDREW
MC MULLEN, DEPUTY DISTRICT ATTORNEY OF LOS ANGELES
COUNTY; IMOGENE KATAYAMA, DEPUTY DISTRICT ATTORNEY
OF LOS ANGELES COUNTY, REPRESENTING THE PEOPLE OF

THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA.

(M. HELEN THEISS, CSR #2264, OFFICIAL REPORTER.)

THE BAILIFF: REMAIN SEATED, COME TO ORDER,
DEPARTMENT 101 IS NOW IN SESSION.

THE COURT: IN THE MATTER OF IN RE JOE HUNT ON
HABEAS CORPUS, COUNSEL, PLEASE MAKE YOUR APPEARANCES.

MR. MC MULLEN: ANDREW MC MULLEN FOR THE PEOPLE.

MS. KATAYAMA: IMOGENE KATAYAMA FOR THE PEOPLE.

MR. KLEIN: ROWAN KLEIN WITH MR. HUNT.

THE COURT: SORRY FOR KEEPING YOU WAITING. I HAD
SOMETHING THIS MORNING THAT TOOK LONGER THAN I
ANTICIPATED.

THE MATTER IS ON ON RESPONDENT’S MOTION FOR
THE COURT TO RULE ON THE PLEADINGS.
THE COURT HAS READ AND CONSIDERED THE MOTION,

THE OPPOSITION, THE REPLY, THE PETITION, THE RETURN, THE
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TRAVERSE AND APPROXIMATELY 13,000 PAGES OF THE TRIAL
TRANSCRIPT IN THE HUNT CASE.

FIRST OF ALL, MR. KLEIN, WHY WAS YOUR
RESPONSE LATE?

MR. KLEIN: THE SOONEST THAT I COULD GET IT
TOGETHER, YOUR HONOR, AFTER FINISHING THE ALEXANDER TRIAL
THAT MONDAY OF THE WEEK THAT THE COURT ORDERED IT DUE. I
JUST WAS NOT PHYSICALLY ABLE TO DO IT ANY SOONER.

THE COURT: WHAT ABOUT MR. CRAIN?

LET ME TELL YOU I JUST SANCTIONED THE
DISTRICT ATTORNEY’S OFFICE $500 THIS WEEK FOR NOT MEETING
ONE OF MY BRIEFING SCHEDULES. I DON'T CARE FOR LAWYERS
THAT JUST DECIDE TO FILE WHEN THEY WANT TO FILE.

MR. KLEIN: I UNDERSTAND THAT, YOUR HONOR. I DID
THE BEST I COULD. IF MR. CRAIN HAD UNDERTAKEN THE TASK IT
WOULD HAVE TAKEN, YOU KNOW, FIVE TIMES AS LONG TO DO IT.
I MEAN, THIS IS MY EXPERTISE, AND IT WAS THE BEST I COULD
DO.

WHEN THE COURT GRANTED THE MOTION TO EXTEND
TIME, I EXPECTED THE ALEXANDER TRIAL TO HAVE BEEN
COMPLETED A WEEK EARLIER THEN IT WAS, AND IT JUST KEPT
GOING ON AND ON AND ON.

THE COURT: I SEE THAT YOU FILED SOMETHING MORE
THIS MORNING.

MR. KLEIN: YES, YOﬁR HONOR.

THE COURT: A SUPPLEMENTAL PETITION.

MR. KLEIN: YES, YOUR HONOR.

I WANTED TO GET THAT IN TODAY BEFORE THE
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SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

FOR THE COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

DEPARTMENT NO. 101 HON. J. STEPHEN CZULEGER, JUDGE

IN RE:
JOSEPH HUNT, NO. A090435

ON HABEAS CORPUS

et e et et et e

STATE OF CALIFORNIA )
COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES ; 53

I, M. HELEN THEISS, CSR, #2264, OFFICIAL
REPORTER OF THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF
CALIFORNIA, FOR THE COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES, DO HEREBY
CERTIFY THAT THE FOREGOING PAGES 1 THROUGH 86,
COMPRISE A FULL, TRUE AND CORRECT TRANSCRIPT OF THE
PROCEEDINGS HELD AND TESTIMONY TAKEN IN DEPARTMENT NO. 101
IN THE MATTER OF THE ABOVE-ENTITLED CAUSE ON MARCH 29,
1996.

DATED THIS 3RD DAY OF APRIL, 1996.

. ey
jZZ( . Al”/JA,/;jSL1; . CSR #2264

“M. HELEN THEISS, OFFICIAL REPORTER
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COURT TO SET A DATE FOR THE EVIDENTIARY HEARING.

THE COURT: SO YOU DECIDED TO WORK ON THAT RATHER
THAN THE REPLY THAT I HAD ORDERED FILED.

MR. KLEIN: NO, YOUR HONOR. I DID NOT DO ANY WORK
ON THIS UNTIL AFTER I COMPLETED THE RESPONSE TO THE
DOCUMENT, UNTIL AFTER I .FILED THE‘RESPONSE TO THE DISTRICT
ATTORNEY’S MOTION. I DID NOT SPEND ANY TIME WORKING ON
THAT PLEADING UNTIL AFTER THAT WAS COMPLETED. SO I
STARTED WORKING ON THIS AFTER THE ALEXANDER VERDICT CAME
IN, WHICH WAS LATE MONDAY, AND GOT IT IN AS QUICKLY AS I
COULD.

THE COURT: ALL RIGHT.

THIS IS THE ONLY WARNING I WILL GIVE YOU. DO
NOT VIOLATE MY ORDERS FOR FILING. I GIVE A PARTICULAR
REASON.

THE RESPONSE IS NOT PARTICULARLY HELPFUL,
THAT WAS FILED. ALSO, IN YOUR BILLINGS SET OUT EXACTLY
WHAT PROJECTS YOU ARE WORKING ON AT A PARTICULAR TIME,
WHETHER IT BE A REPLY OR ANY SUPPLEMENTAL PETITION, WHICH
YOU SEEM TO HAVE FILED THIS MORNING.

MR. KLEIN: I AM SORRY. CAN YOU JUST ---

THE COURT: ANY HOURS THAT YOU WORKED ON THE
SUPPLEMENTAL TO PETITION FOR WRIT OF HABEAS CORPUS, WHICH
YOU FILED THIS MORNING, SET OUT SPECIFICALLY WHAT HOURS.

I HAVE A QUESTION ABOUT WHETHER YOU ARE GOING TO BE PAID
ON THOSE. THERE IS A NEW PETITION FOR HABEAS CORPUS. YOU
ARE NOT APPOINTED TO FILE A NEW PETITION FOR HABEAS

CORPUS.
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MR. KLEIN: I CAN PROVIDE THE COURT WITH AUTHORITY
WHICH SAYS THAT AS PART OF AN ATTORNEY’S OBLIGATION IT IS
HIS OBLIGATION TO FILE ANY WRITS THAT HE DEEMS APPROPRIATE
ON BEHALF OF THE CLIENT. FOR EXAMPLE, WE HAVE FILED
NUMEROUS WRITS TO THE COURT OF APPEAL AND TO THE SUPREME
COURT, AND I THINK WE ARE ALSO GOING TO FILE A WRIT IN
FEDERAL COURT RELEVANT TO RULINGS THAT YOUR HONOR HAS
MADE.

THE COURT: I AM NOT GOING TO PAY YOU FOR ANY
FEDERAL LITIGATION.

MR. KLEIN: AND I THINK THE COURT WILL SEE THAT
WHEN IT READS THE PLEADING THAT SOME OF IT IS DIRECTLY
RELATED TO ISSUES THAT THE APPELLATE COURT HAS ORDERED
YOUR HONOR TO HEAR, AND SOME OF IT IS SIMPLY TOTALLY NEW
INFORMATION THAT WE HAVE UNCOVERED DURING THE COURSE OF
PREPARING FOR THE HEARING IN THIS CASE.

THE COURT: YOU SHOULD HAVE SPENT YOUR TIME WORKING
ON THE HEARING IN THIS CASE.

MR. KLEIN: I AM. AND THE FILING OF THIS DOCUMENT
DID NOT DETRACT FROM OUR PREPARING FOR THE HEARING AND IS
NOT A REASON THAT -- IT WILL EVER BE STATED BY US AS NOT
BEING READY TO GO FORWARD ON ANYTHING THAT YOUR HONOR
DIRECTS US TO GO FORWARD ON.

THE COURT: LET’S DEAL WITH THE PEOPLE’S MOTION.
IN THE FUTURE DON’T FILE THINGS BOUND LIKE THIS. IT IS
VERY DIFFICULT TO DO. FILE IT AS A PLEADING. AND I AM
NOT FILING ANYTHING UNDER SEAL. I KNOW YOU KEEP FILING

THINGS DEALING WITH THE HOLLYWOOD HOMICIDE. IT IS NOT


























































































































































































































































