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SUPERIOR COURT OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMEIA

The above-entitled action came on for a hearing
before the Honorable STEPHEN MILLIKEN, Associate Judge,
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PREOCEEDIMNGS

THE COURT: Please, have a seatbt while I commence
the ready trial matters of District wversus David Meza, Scott
Wright, Arthur Lessin (phonetic), Andrew Bloch, Frances Lamb,
Linda Snale (phonetic}, Susan Crane, and Phillip Anderson.
And it may be that I could excuse folks from the jury box and
azk the defendants to use the jury box. It's important that
vou keep yvour voice up because the only record of this trial
will be that which is collected by these microphones.

They are good microphones. You don't have to get
on top of them, but in order for the record to be complete,
you do have to use a loud and clear veoice. When you are 1in
the witness stand, you don't have to because you are right
next to the microphone.

Come, fill the jury box and then I'll check yvour
name, make sure that I have the jackets in the right order as
a wvisual cue to help you keep your names straight.

Is it Mr. Anderson?

DEFENDANT ANDERSON: Yes.

THEE COURT: Ms. Crane?

DEFENDANT CRANE: (Response not heard)

THE COURT: Frances Lamb.

DEFENDANT LAME: You are very good with faces,

THE COURT: I worked at {indiscernible). The

progsecution hopes to be as well.
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Mz. Snale? I haven't put your case off into the
next century; that's right. You withdrew that motion. But I
nead the jacket to put the names and the faces together.

DEFENDART MCCARTHY: McCarthy.

THE COURT: Ms. McCarthy's file is missing.

DEFENDANT MCCARTHY: It should be there.

THE COURT: Yes., You traded. That is Mr. Lassin,
and then --

THE DEPUTY CLERK: I have it.

THE COURT: I believe Mr. Scott Allen Wright? And
Mr. Andrew Bloch?

DEFENDANT BLOCH: Yes, sSir.

THE COURT: Thank you Ms. McCarthy.

All right. The defendants who have reguested the
defense go ahead at trial are present today. 1 would like,
unless there iz objection -- and, of course, I will entertain
any objection to repeat the arraignment.

THE GOVERNMENT: HNo objection, Your Honor. In that
case, the Government --

THE COURT: I have an information, and I'm picking
from the lump file, and I suspect, sir, vou have completed it
in every trial an amended information that says that Mr.
Andrew Elliott Bloch did, on the 1%th of March 2003, cross a
police line at 1600 Pennsylvania Avenue Northwest in the

District of Columbia in violation of 24 DCME 2100.3. But for
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the name, is the charge now the same 1in every case?

THE GOVERNMENT: Yes, Your Honor. And the
Government would also request to indicate the 18600 block
rather than, as Your Honor pointed out earlier, the exact
address of 1600 Pennsylvania since it was across the street.

THE COURT: 1It's written 1600 block in Mr. Bloch's
cagse. Is it already written "block" in ewvery other
defendant's case?

THE GOVEENMEMNT: The inkention is that it be so,
Your Honor. The Government would regquest to make that
correction it if was not in there.

TEE COURT: So yvou would like me to check because
you've been busy all morning. And I will. And 1it's
important because the Government is held strictly te that
which it alleges.

Now to each defendant, which I have confirmed it is
in the 1600 block of Pennsylwvania Avenue that each of you is
now charged with crossing a police line viclation of the law,
a copy of which each of you has been afforded, you have the
right te trial, the right to remain silent, and anything you
gay can and will be used against you in a court of law.

¥You have the opportunity to have counsel at your
g2ide and the right to repregent yourself. You'd have to
convince you have the independent right to counsel in the

case have a maximum offense penalty simply a fine. So my
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gquestion to each of your jointly is does anyone not
understand what I'm saying? Is there anyone for whom I
should not enter a plea of not guilty? That's a potentially
superflucus arraignment not an amended charge. B&And is there
any matter I should address from any individual's perspective
before I hear the Government's opening astatement?

DEFENDANT LESSIN: Your Honor -

THE COURT: Yes, sir.

DEFENDANT LESSIN: Yes. Arthur Lessin.

THE COURT: Yes, sir.

DEFENDANT LESSIN: Just we want to expedite the
trial as fast as possible. And we have people --

THE COURT: I'm one of the slowest judges wou could
posgibly have drawn.

DEFENDANT LESSIN: We are mindful of the time and
energy and resources of the Court and everything and we would
like to -- we realize that we can't represent each other as
co-defendants but we would like to adopt certain statements
that are made in opening and cleosing statements as well as
perhaps in some cross examination questions. In other words,
ta join in those --

THE COURT: Why don't I make a ruling that esvery
defendant is entitled to the benefit of any defendant
objection, and is entitled to the consideration of all of the

evidence, the entirety of trial and any remarks made by any
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co-defendant, and share egually in any relief which may be
afforded to any defendant. That way any single defendant one
or more, may make opening statemsnt, any one or mores
defendant can conduct a direct or cross examination of a
witness and move evidence.

But the only limitation on that would be that --
well, there are no limitations. You have every protection,
all rights announced by any reserve or fall in any subsequent
appellate or post-conviction proceeding in the event the case
results in a conviction.

DEFENDANT LESSIN: Thank wyou, sir.

THE COURT: Thank you. Is there more?

THE GOVERMMENT : Your Honor?

THE COURT: Yes, sir.

THE GOVERNMENT: The Government would request to

consclidate all of the cases in one trial and would reguest

that --

THE COURT: They are joined for trial.

THE GOVERNMENT: They are joined.

THE COURT: They are about to be heard in unitary
trial.

THE GOVERMMEMNT: Okay. Eeqguest that the Government
be permitted to make a case as to the first defendant and
then to indicate that the evidence would be essentially the

game -- would be the same for the addictional defendants
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rather than --

THE COURT: That vou can't do.

THE GOVEENMENT: Can't do. Very well, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Thank you. The Government's opening
statement.

THE GOVEENMENT: Thank you, Your Heonor. The
Government has charged the defendants who are present here
with crossing a police line in wviolation of the District of
Columbia Code of Municipal Regulations, Title 24, Section
2100.3, which prohibits a person from crossing a police line
unlegss they are representative of the press or they have some
other specific authorization to cross the police line.

THE COURT: And then only by pass through -- in
accord with the law.

THE GOVERMMEMNT: Thabt's correct, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Got it.

THE GOVERNMENT: The Government's evidence will
show that on the 19th of March 2003, approximately ten after
1:00 in the afterncon, officers of the United States Park
Police were monitcring a pelice line on the north side of
Penneyvlvania Avenue in the 1600 block across from the White
House. This was the day that Saddam Hussein's ultimatum was
to be decided, whether he would agree to the President of the
United States' ultimatum to leave Irag or not to leave Iraq.

And there was a heightened security interest in the area
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around the White House and there were a number of
demonetrators in Lafayette Park, north of the White House.

The barrier that is in question in teday's case
congisted of interlocked bicyecle fences, bicycle barriers,
that ran the entire length of the north curb of the 1800
block of Pennsylvania and were monitored by a number of
United States Park Police Cfficers with scout cars along thati
north shore,

The Government's evidence will prove that around
about ten after 1:00 in the afterncon, a group of pecple who
had been in Lafayette Park climbed over the barrier into the
roadway and were told to stop by the police cfficer who was
monitoring the barrier at that time. Prior to this group of
people crossing the barrier, there were no non-peolice
personnel within the area that was protected by the police
line.

After the people climbed over the fence, the
officers who were present secured that area including all the
pecple who had climbed over the fence and arrested them all.
S that the Government's evidence will demonstrate that every
person who was arrested at that time by the officer who was
nearest to them climbed over the barrier and, in other words,
crossed the police line.

None of the people who climbed over the police line

showed the officer any lawful authority under the Code of
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Municipal Regulations to -- or a pass which would have
allowed them to do so. And they were all charged with a
violation, ultimately charged with a viclation of the
Municipal Regulations.

THE COURT: Thank you. Will there be defense

opening statement, one or more? And if -- yes? LetC me

proceed. Mr. Bloch, will you be giving an opening statement?

ME. BELOZCH: Mo, I will nob.

TH

e

COURT: Mr. Wright?
MRE. WRIGHT: No, sir.

THE COURT: Mr. Lessgin?

£

ME. LESSIN: HNo.
UNENOWH MALE: Mr. -- will.

UNENOWN FEMALE: He will giwve testimony.

THE COURT: And I hope that he will come, perhaps?

Mz, Lamb?
MZ. LAMB: MNo.
THE COURT: Ma. Crane?
DEFENDANT CRAMNE: Yes. Thank you.

THE COURT: Okay.

DEFENDANT CRANE: Well, Judge Milliken, I wanted to

quickly introduce ourselves. We are ministers both lay and
ordained. We are Catholic workers, which is to say, people

who work with the poor, giving hospitality food. We live

simply and have no income. We are conscientious citizens and
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human rights activiats.

And on March 1%, which turned out to be the day
that the war started, the war in Iraq, we went to Lafayette
Park for a prayer service. We went there are noon. There
were about -- I'm not too good ab crowds., 1 would say about
150 people were gathered there in a circle.

And we read from scripture, we said prayers for
peace, we held pictures of Iragi children, and we held signs.
I, for example, had a sign that said Iragi children need food
not bombe. And we read letters from cur friends who were in
Iraqg.

And towards the end of the service we wanted to
walk over to the White House to register our copposition about
the impending war. The White House is a traditional place of
protest. Everyone knows that.

S0 as we were walking to the White House, the
police stopped us. We knelt in prayver and were arrested, and
we had committed no crime. But we went to the White House
because we knew that the impending war was going to be a
crime, that that war would be illegal. &nd the evidence will
show that we'll talk about this illegality.

We will talk about the U.S. Constitubtion, Article &
that talks about how treaties ratified by Congress become the
highest law of the land and are to be upheld in every court

by every judge. And we'll talk about the U.N. charter and
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how attacking Irag, which is a sovereign nation which had not
threatened the United States, would be a war of aggression
and would be against the U.N. charter. And we will talk
about killing of civilians and destroying the infrastructure
of Irag as a war crime against the Geneva Convention.

and I hope we are able to talk about the depleted
uranium which ig a chemical and radicactive point that is a
chemical and radicactive poison that had been used in the
Gulf War and we were afraid with good reason that it would be
used again against the Iragi pecple. It causes birth defects
and cancer.

So we felt it was our duty and cur obligation to
speak up and to go to the White House. Foremost in our minds
were facts, for example, like that the United States is
spending 511,000 a second on war-making, and we are living in
communities, myself in Baltimore, most folks in Washington
where the schools are falling apart and where there's no
money for programs. There's no money for medical care and
job programa and things that help people.

We feel that war is a defeat for humanity. And our
faith teaches us to love our enemies, =o we went to the White
House to speak for the children of Irag and the children of
SUr own country.

THE COURT: Thank you, ma'am. Is there an cpening

atatement that you would give, Mr. Anderson?
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