StChronicle apr 95 1974

How Jury
Reached ;
Its Decisiofn

New York

A majority of jurorsinthe
Mitchell-Stans trial at first
favored conviction of the
two former Nixon cabinet of-
ficers on some charges but
finally agreed the evidence
failed to prove the govern-
ment’s case, the forewoman
said. yesterday after the ver-
dict-acquitting the two men.

Sybil A. Kucharski,:21, of
suburban Port Chester
N.Y., the jury forewoman,
said that after the: jury
started deliberations Thurs-
day evening the first vote on
three charges — conspiracy
and obstruction of justice —
was seven for guilty, four
for acquittal and one unde-
cided.

By yesterday mormng,
though, they had all agreed
to find John Mitchell, for-
mer attorney general, and
Maurice Stans, former Com-
merce secretary, not guilty.

Miss Kucharski said that
the credibility of key gov-
ernment witnesses Harry L.
Sears, a New Jersey Repub-
lican fund raiser; John W.
Dean III, former White
House counsel, and G. Brad-
ford Cook, former general
counsel to the Securities and
Exchange Commission,
weighed heavﬂy mtmthe ju-
rors.

4We started talking aboui
the credibility .of the wit-
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nesses and why theyywere
talking now,” she said.

“We had a reasonable

doubt  because of these wit- .

nesses and because we '

didn’t feel the evidence was
substantiated.”

Asked about Dean’s* testi-

mony which he gave after
- he was granted immunity
from prosecution, she re-
plied: ‘“Not only Mr. Dean
but Mr. Cook and Mr. Sears
admitted perjury. We: took
all of this into gons1defﬁt10n

“As for Dean, he admitted
guilt, possibly looking for
tavor.”

Miss Kucharski, who was

t

| decided “fo take up th
perjury ‘counts against ?ﬁch :

for¢ed to¥detay her Mﬁ"ia‘

marriage because of the

ten-week trial during- which
time ' the panehsts “were
sequestered in a mid-
Manhattan hotel, saldf’;he
jury debated the charges
til early, Saturday after:

Still ‘deadlocked, they

“When we started, in the
back of - our minds we all
had personal opinions,.but
arguing it out we realized
this is not what we were
here to do,” the bank teller
said. . -

“It was because we looked
at the evidence — there
were doubts in our minds:
We cannot convict them on
our feehngs but on thecase
before us. This is the case,
this is the fact, not substan-
tiated by the evidence.”

She said that a total of
nine perjury counts were de-
cided upon by Saturday eve-
ning. On Sunday morning,
the remaining three perjury
counts were decided upon in
the defendants favor.

“We decided that ]ust ‘be-
cause they were innocent on
one (perjury count) they
were not necessarily inno-
cent on the others ... We
weighed each count sepa-
rately, one at a time, and we
didn’t rush,” she said.

Only after all the perjury

counts were formally vglied '
on, one by one, did the jury .

take up the therny ques on
of the conspiracy and: ob-
struction of justice charges

“Once we got set in our
minds ‘what the law was,
what the evidence was, and
what the charge was, we
were able to make head—
way,’” she said.

Asked why they dldn’thmd
either guilty on the conspira-
¢y count, she replied: ‘We
figured there couldn’t. be
any conspn'acy if there was
no perjury.’

Juror Clarence Brown, 50,
a fpostal worker from Ossm-
ing, N.Y., described hlmsdf
as a “laW and order man”
and said: -

“They (the Vesco people)
wanted to g@ something
going, but I doni’t think that

Stans or Mitchell ever fell -
for it. Vesco was trying to
get to any top figure to em- -

barrass the President.””

- Juror .Andrew “Choa, 49,
who migrated to the U.S.
from Hong Kong after bank-

-sr-il
o

six -
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'We didn't feel the ﬁ\udence was subsfanhal'ed

ing experience in China

fore the Commiunist take- !
‘over and is now a vice pres-’
* ident of First National City

Bank, said: ,

“We all reached these con-
clusions 'in discussions one
by one. If we were not com-
fortabl - with the facts in
each  count, we left. it and

came: back to it later. It was &
- rational decision; it was not

an emotional decision.” ..
Questioned about the cred-

ibility of Dean as a witness,

Choa replied:

“I don’t think

x

'anybody arrived at;ta deci-

sion on the basis of ‘this guy
is a liar’ or ‘this guy told the
truth.” ”

On that same question,
Miss Kucharsk1 said the
eel Dean’s testi-
s in’conflict with
7 - else’s.” But she
said wshe wouldn’t use as
“harsh a term” as calling
him a liar.
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