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[NEPEAMOBA

HaByanbHUU NOCIOHUK HNPU3HAYEHO [/ PO3BUTKY MOBHUX
Ta MOBJIEHHEBUX HAaBUYOK Ta BMIiHb CTY[EHTIB, fIKIi BUBYAalOThb
MiXKHapoJHi BiJHOCMHM Ta NpaBO y BUIIUX 3aKJaJax OCBITH.
Oco6J1MBO KOPUCHUM OY/ie BUKOPUCTAHHS OCIOHMKA AJI51 CTY/I€HTIB,
sIKi OTPUMalOTh JI0AAaTKOBY KBasidikallito ¢axoBoro nepeksaajgada
IOpUJAUYHUX  TeKcTiB. Iloci6HUk Micmume aemeHMuUYHI
aH2/A0MOBHI mekcmu, AKi 6UKOpPUCMAHO BUK/AIOYHO 3 HA6-
yaavHOo Memow. Opgozpadhis mekcmie 36eperceHa 32i0HO 3
OpU2iHA/10M GPUMAHCLKO020 YU AMepUKAHCbK020 diicepena.

OcHoBHa MeTa IHOCIOHMKa - HaBYUTHU YHUTa4yiB aJleKBaTHO
COpUMMATU AaHIJIOMOBHMU XYJOXHIA TEKCT, pO3YMITH WKOTrO
COLLiOKYJIBTYPHUM  KOHTEKCT, MNpo6JEeMaTUKy 1  XyJ0XKHbO-
CTWJIICTUYHI  0COGJIMBOCTi, BUPOOUTH HABUYKH  BiJILHOTO
CHiJIKyBaHHSl aHIVIIHCbKOI MOBOI B 00CA3i TeMaTUKH, O3HaMo-
MUTH IX 3 OCOGJMBOCTSIMH Cy4YacHOi TJ10Ga/bHOI aHIJiMCbKOI
MOBHY, 3a/y4YUTH [0 AKTUBHOI MOBJIEHHEBOI y4yacCTi, a TaKOX
HiIBUIIUTH BJAacHY (i/0JIOTiYHY, MOBJIEHHEBY Ta HEPEKJIAAALbKY
KoMneTeHTHOCTi.  OCOGJIMBICTIO  HaBYaJbHOTO  MNOCIGHHKaA
BBAXKAEMO CKOHILIEHTPOBAHICTh HAa BUBYEHHI IOPUJANYHUX TEPMiHIB,
ixHpOMy epeKTHBHOMY 3aCBOEHHIO Ta 3aCTOCYBAaHHIO ¥ MOBJIEHH] Ta
Ha NUCbMI.

[TocioHuk «Short Stories for Home Reading (for Students
of International Relations and Law Departments)» wmicTuTb
HaBYaJIbHUM MaTepiaJ, KW BiANOBiZae BHMOTraM HaB4YaJbHOI
nporpaMy BHUBYeHHs AucCHUILIIH «[lepmia iHo3eMHa MoOBa» Ta
«lHO3eMHa MoBa chHeliaJbHOCTI» i MOXe O6yTH BUKOPUCTAaHUM
JJIsl QyAUTOPHUX 3aHATH 3 JOMAIIHbOI'O YUTAHHS, a TAKOX [AJIA
CaMOCTiHHOI pOGOTH CTYAEHTIB.

[Toci6HUK CK/IaJa€TbCS 3 6 PO3/iJiB, KOXKEH 3 SIKUX MICTHUTH
ONOBiZJaHHS Pi3HUX aBTOPiB, 6JIOK NUTaHb i TECTIB [/ MepeBipKu
pO3YyMiHHA MNPOYMUTAHOTO, JIEKCHKY, L0 PEKOMEHAYETbCA JJid
3aCBO€EHHS], KOMIJIEKC JIEKCUYHUX BIpaB, O0JIOK MNUTaHb [JJs
0OTOBOpeHHsI 3MiCTy, Npo6JieMaTHKH, MEPCOHAXKIB Ta iHIIUX
0CO6JIMBOCTEM OMOBi/laHb, 3aBJaHHS JJisl MMCbMa, @ TAKOX JOBIAKY
IIpO aBTOpPIiB TEKCTiB Ta iHIUII [A0BiAKOBI MaTepiand, 30KpeMma
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NPUMITKH 10 CKOpPO4YeHb, abpeBiaTyp, ¢paseosioriamMiB Ta iHIIMX
JIEKCUYHUX OJWHUIb ¥ TEKCTAX, AKi MOXXYTb 6YTH HE3PO3YyMIJIUMU
yhTayaM Ta NOTpebyloTh NosicHeHHs. [lociloBHICTH OMOBiaHb
3yMOBJIEHA IXHbOIO CKJIAJHICTIO: Bif npocrTimoro (piBens B1 3rigHo
CEFR) mo ckaaanimoro (piBedb C2 3rigHo CEFR).

3aBJjlaHHS Ha IepeBipKy pO3yMiHHA 3MIiCTy HpPOYHUTAHOTO
(READING COMPREHENSION SECTION) cTuMyn0I0Th CTYJL€HTIB [0
CaMOCTIMHOT0 yBaXKHOT'0 YUTAHHSA WM PLIOTO TEKCTOBOI'0 MaTepiary
i mepeBipKy HOT0 pO3yMiHHS.

3acBoeHHs1 $axoBoi JIEKCUKU BilOyBa€TbCsl B pe3yJbTaTi
BUKOHaHHA KoMIuiekcy BrnpaB (VOCABULARY SECTION). OcHos-
HUMM THUNAMU JIEKCMYHUX BIIpaB € BIOpPaBU Ha pPO3yMiHHA
CJIiB Ta CJ0BOCHOJIyYeHb, Mepedpa3yBaHHs], NepekaajJi, BHUOIp
JIEKCUYHOI OJUHMUIi, 3HaXO[KEHHdA BIANOBIJHUKIB, Yy>XHWBaHHA
NpUHAMEHHUKIB Tollo. BhnpaBu Ha mnepeksaj [onoMararTb
3aCBOEHHIO TEPMiHOJIOTIYHOI JIEKCUKH Ta COPHUSIOTh GOPMYBaHHIO
nepekaafanbKoi KOMIETEHTHOCTI CTYAEeHTIB.

Ha micnstekcroBomy ertani (POST-READING DISCUSSION
SECTION) w4yuvTaui 3acTOCOBYIOTb 3aCBOEHMH Marepian AJjs
BUpilleHH1 HOBUX MOBJIEHHEBUX 3aBJaHb. Y LIl ceknil
3aMpPONOHOBAHO BUCJOBUTHUCS 3 MPO6JEMATHKU TEKCTY, NOPiBHATHU
CBIA KUTTEBUM [JOCBiL 3 CUTyalisiMH, ONUCAHUMHU VY TEKCTI,
MPOKOMEHTYBAaTU OCOOJMBOCTI MOBEJIHKKM MepcOHaXiB. 3arajom
3aBJAHHSAM LIbOTO eTally € pPO3BUTOK MOBJIEHHEBUX YMiHb CTYA,EHTIB.

3aBJlaHHS Ha po3BUTOK HaBU4YOK nucbMa (WRITIN SECTION)
IJIAXOM BUKOHAHHA pi3HOMaHITHUX 3aBJaHb Ha MarTepiasi
aBTEHTUYHHUX TEKCTIB CNIPUSIOTb CUHTE3y MPOM/IeHOr0 MaTepiady
I BiloOpa)keHHS1 IeBHOI TeMaTHKH Yy MHCbMOBIH ¢opMi.
Ak Hac/nigoK, CTYAeHTH B4YaTbCd LIBUJLLE 3MiHIOBAaTU MOBHI
ctepeoTuny, ¢opMu W 3acO0H BHUCJIOBJIOBAHHSA CBOIX IYMOK He
Juile B ycHiW, a ¥ nucbMoBid ¢opMi, caMOCTiiiHO BHUKOHYBaTHU
NpaKTUYHi 3aBJJaHHs, B pa3i 10Tpe6by KOPHUCTYBATHUCS BiANOBiZHO0O
JOBIIKOBOIO JIiTEPATYPOIO.

Y pomaTKy [0 MOCiGHUKA MOJaHO aKTUBHUW Ta TeMaTUYHUU
JIBOCTOPOHHIH CJIOBHHUK 3 METOI0 CaMOIlepeBIpKU Ta y3arajibHeHHS].

CrogiBaeMocs, 1110 3alPONOHOBAaHUM MOCIOHUK 6y/le KOPUCHUM
Ta LiIKaBUM K JJid BUKJIaJayiB, TaK i /i CTYLEHTIB.



Unit 1

NORMAN A. RUBIN.
THE PERFECT CRIME

Norman A. Rubin is a citizen of the United States. He served in
the army during World War II. After his service he studied geology.
One of his first jobs was in Israel where he remained, married and
raised a family. He decided that after he received the golden watch?
he would find a time-filling and interesting hobby. The British
Council had correspondence courses in writing at that time. After
getting excellent tuition and positive criticism on the courses he
became a writer with articles published worldwide and on the Net.

Norman A. Rubin has been writing for about twenty years
after his retirement. He has been a free-lance writer for the past
twenty years writing on various subjects - Near East culture and
crafts, archaeology, fantasy, religious history and rites, etc.. He
writes informative articles and short stories.

THE PERFECT CRIME

The cry of the newspaper vendor was heard through the street as
he called out the headlines of the printed pages, “Parkland murderer
hanged, read all about it!” Dr. Jolyson Briggs stopped in his brisk
pace and exchanged the coin for a copy of the tabloid?. He glanced at
the printed words, which told of a gruesome murder ending in the
punishment of the perpetrator. Judge Sir Simon Hester, the presiding
judge, was alluded to as the ‘hanging judge’.

A nearby church clock told the morning hour of eleven. Dr. Briggs
heard the pealing of the bells and with a quick glance to his pocket
watch, hurried his pace, “mustn’t be late for my appointment with Sir
Hester. | wonder what is on his mind.”

Within a few minutes he reached an aged but imposing two-
storied edifice with the stones of granite constructed in a well-
proportioned architectural form. A quick pace up the few steps led
to the entrance. Within the cloakroom an attendant saw to his heavy
fur-lined overcoat.
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“Sir Simon Hester - | have an appointment with his Honour,”
instructed the astute gentleman. He placed his card on the silver
plate proffered by the hall porter of the Beacon Club, a well-known
club for gentlemen in the city of London; an establishment where the
high and mighty enjoyed its quietness and comfort.

The hall porter glanced at the card printed with the name Dr.
Jolyson G. Briggs, LL.D3, attorney-at-law. His eyes searched the tall
upright guest dressed in dark grey serge with the correct tie and well-
polished black shoes. The concierge took note of the gentleman’s
groomed greying hair set on his bespectacled florid face, which was
aged pleasantly. He blended well with the members of the exclusive
establishment. Then he replied to the request, “This way, sir!”

Dr. Jolyson G. Briggs followed the concierge through the carpeted
vestibule to the clubroom; as they stepped, the man of law took
note of the trophies in a glass case, hanging framed photos of past
members, and testimonials to the achievements of the club and its
participators.

The hall porter, with flair of pomposity, opened the portal to the
clubroom. Then he directed the attorney-at-law to a far corner of the
spacious, well furnished and properly decorated room; it was well
populated with gentlemen in the dignity of their class, albeit one
or two was asleep in the comfort of their armchairs, covered with
a crumpled newspaper. The concierge glanced at the portly elder
seated in a comfortable leather armchair. He solemnly addressed
the club member, “Ahem, ahem! Sir Hester, beg your pardon, this
gentleman has related that he has an appointment with you.”

The elder jurist turned and faced the commissionaire, “Thank
you Masters. That will be all!”

“Very good, sir”

Judge Simon Hester jumped to feet, without a bit of hesitation
and extended a pudgy hand to his guest, “Dr. Briggs, it is good of you
to come! Please make yourself comfortable.”

The magistrate proffered another comfortable leather armchair,
which the good man of law, with good graces, set himself comfortably.
Judge Hester then allowed his middling rotund body to return to the
comfort of his own armchair. Without a thought he smoothed the few
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white hairs on his balding scalp, and rubbed his creased lined flabby
features.

“What will you have to drink?”

“Scotch and water, no ice!” the solicitor gratefully replied.

A signal was given and the steward was called, “One scotch and
soda, no ice and my regular!”

“Very good, sir,” he answered with a bow. Within a moment or
so the steward returned with the refreshment, which he placed on a
small centered coffee table.

“Here’s to your health!” offered the magistrate as he lifted up his
glass; his guest returned the salutary gesture.

The two sipped their drinks quietly. Then the honourable Sir
Simon Hester blurted out, “Did you see the tabloids? That chap
really deserved the rope for his dastardly deed. I was the presiding
judge at the judicial proceedings and instead of getting praise for
my good judgment [ was called by a group of do-gooders against
capital punishment the ‘hanging judge’. Pffft, nonsense, balderdash -
‘hanging judge’ - bahhh. Damn and damnation to these undeserving
words as it comes near to the day of my retirement! That is what
was on my mind and [ needed an understanding chap to listen to my
words. That is the reason why I asked you to my club at a busy time,
to hear the true events.”

Dr. Briggs simply leaned back in his comfort and nodded to the
words.

“The perfect crime was what this chappie called his act of murder,
perfect crime until he was shown the photos. Then he changed his
plea to guilty of this despicable deed; he confessed to the truth and
detailed the crime to the police.”

The good judge hacked to clear his throat, “Let me start from the
very beginning.”

“James Hackett, the plaintiff... Yes, that was his name. A well
built rather handsome youth in his late twenties with a good future
ahead of him. Good future was the word; promoted to a top position
in a well-known brokerage firm with a further chance to be the
managerial head of the company upon the retirement of its present
chairman. Together with a promising employment his personal life
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was equally favourable; lovely and brilliant lass* from a respectable
family accepted his proposal of marriage with a fine dowry to boot.

But there was one fly in the ointment; that was a Mr. Frederick
Colson, who stood a better chance of the top appointment due
to his seniority in the firm and, above all, family connections.
Freddie, to those who knew him, was the typical personification of
obnoxiousness, which was overlooked as he was the son-in-law of
the aging chairman.”

“More or less an advantaged person that depended more on
correct connections than ability,” interjected Dr. Briggs.

“You are absolutely correct. Let me describe this Mr. Frederick
Colson. He was a character in the middle thirties of middling build
with a slight paunch to his form. His triangular features topped
with a balding patch were seen with tearful eyes, a pointed chin and
above all large buckteeth. He was always seen bent slightly, which
co-workers attributed to his kowtowing to his father-in-law.

To the ambitious James Hackett, this Freddie was more than a
hindrance; he was a gall in his throat as this spineless chap stood a
better chance in life, all because he married the spinsterish daughter
of the chairman and the founder of the brokerage firm. With a bitter
laugh he knew that somehow Freddie was the father of a bookish
and shy daughter, similar to the plain features and simple character
of his woman who directed his future. He didn’t think it was possible
for such a dolt to father any children.

To James Hackett, Freddie was a stumbling block in his ambitious
race to the top. Almost every time when James was in contact with
his adversary he fantasized that his hands were around his scrawny
throat, choking the life out of him. But, was it only fantasy?

James Hackett came from simple surroundings; his father was
an accounting clerk in a governmental office, while his mother
was a cheerful housewife tending to the needs of her husband and
two children. James, the elder of the two, was given the privilege
of attending a good university, while his sister found a good man,
married and started to raise a family.

James Hackett’s study of economics earned him a B.A. in
economics butbeing a top student earned a scholarship that enabled
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to study for his Master’s Degree. The M.A. degree, in its turn, enabled
him to find a good paying position with this brokerage firm. There
was nothing that stood in his light “towards advancement to the
higher position, except for this cursed (in his words) Freddie.”

“The youth, in plain English, was a typical Horatio Alger®
character, trying to go from the proverbial ‘rags to riches’ Pity his
ambition was overwhelming,” interjected the worthy barrister.

“I thoroughly agree with you. To continue ... James’s hate
towards his adversary grew every time he had to bear out the words
of instruction to a sale of the new stock or bonds from that horsey
mouth. And that neighing laugh that followed after a silly remark
grated him. He had to endure this misery as this Freddie transmitted
all instructions from the board to the firm'’s brokers.

Hate towards Freddie increased to the point where James
searched out his flaws and brought them to attention of the officers
of the firm. Still the hate stuck in his craw and the thought about
placing the hands around the throat increased in tempo.

The proverbial ‘straw that broke the camel’s back’ came with the
notice of the chairman and the founder of this brokerage firm that
he will be ‘stepping down’ and that within the period of three weeks
a successor will be named upon the decision of the board. James
Hackett, as well as the other employees, knew, without doubt, the
name of the lucky fellow that will be appointed as the successor -
Freddie.

The news was quite upsetting to the mind of James Hackett. As
he satin his well-appointed office his eyes did not see its comfortable
furnishing or the view it offered from a large curtained window. He
saw nothing except the sight of Freddie seated in a spacious office
of deep walnut and a touch of marble. Murder was on James’ mind
and he plotted and schemed on the proper way to rid him of his
adversary. Poison, a bullet or two or a push through a window in an
upper floor were the methods that rumbled through his mind.

Reason returned to his mind and he realized that only a perfect
crime of murder would be the answer. One that its tracks will not
lead to him and destroy his endeavours to the future. But how was
he to carry out the deed?”
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“The perfect crime, the perfect crime - how many times in the
past had [ encountered these words from the lips of persons accused
of foul murder. Sorry for interrupting,” added Dr. Briggs as he took a
sip of his scotch and soda.

“Perfectly all right, my dear fellow. Let me see where was 1?
Ahh yes! The first step was carefully thought out. James would keep
civility in relations with all and not allow the thought of murder
to interfere with his daily routine. It was quite easy to perform as
working in a brokerage house was full of tension and every nervous
remark or reaction would be excused.

James Hackett knew of the residence of his competitor. Many
times Freddie would brag of his Tudor-style home” in a residential
area of the deserving few with the imposing name of Foster Estate.
This exclusive area was astride a nature reserve with the name of
John Elliot Foster Nature Reserve or shortened by the common
folk, The Parkland. Freddie admitted that always at six in the early
evening before dinner, he would “take a walk through the path in
the meadows near the forest invigorating air in such delightful
surroundings.” He also admitted: “Pity my wife is not of the same
opinion and enjoyment.”

James Hackett remembered the boasting, which gave him an
insight to where he would carry out the so-called perfect crime.
For a few pleasant evenings weather-wise around six he had from
a discreet distance watched as Freddie, dressed in a checked jacket,
flannel trousers and comfortable walking shoes, departed from his
home and walked to the meadowlands. The chappie noted during his
watch that the treks were of a short duration of an hour or so.

The hour of the watch was long and tedious, but he held to
the position till he was assured of the timing. Still there was time
afterwards to meet his lovely fiancée at the appointed hour or to an
engagement with his friends.

The answer to the murder weapon came to him the following
week. James, on business for his firm parked his vehicle next to a bar
and grill in a small town where he planned to stop for a refreshing
glass of beer. As he alighted he had to avoid a snarling threatening
large dog of a mixed breed. He was saved from discomfort by the
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burly barkeeper that, upon hearing the commotion, rushed out with
a swinging broom. “Sorry, sir, for the trouble. That dog is such a
nuisance,” he apologized.

James Hackett learned all about the dog from the lips of the
landlord, whose craggy face scowled at the animal’s presence. James
learned that the ferocious dog, a greying German shepherd, belongs
to a hermit-type chap living in a run-down caravan on the border of
the Parkland. “Mean little chap, the owner, comes in my bar every
day before six in the evening and milks a glass of suds, and rarely
two, to about eight. Real loner, he is never mixing with the crowd!”

James was delighted with the words of the barkeeper, which
detailed the miserable life of the canine. He heard that when its owner
left on an errand or to the pub, the dog was leashed to a long rusty
chain. “It can be snapped as the broken links are held with pieces of
thin fencing wire. The dog with its ferocity is a good watchdog, but a
killer when it was given the command. The beastie is an old army dog,
which passed from owner to owner,; but the animal never forgot its
training. Fortunately, the present owner is unaware or doesn’t care
about the dog’s past, as long as it barked at approaching strangers.”

The barman showed James a trick to keep the dog quiet and
ready for the command. “Just hold out a large stick and point it
straight - it will quiet the dog. The stick pointed downwards will
settle the animal down. | was taught this trick from my brother-in-
law who had worked sometime in the police kennels. That’s all [ can
remember! But, all in all, the animal is a bloody nuisance. The police
have cited the owner, but as long as the dog is chained and hasn’t
done any physical harm, the animal stays put. But if those upper
crusts at the Foster Estate called up a complaint, the doggie would
be gone.”

The barman apologized for being so talkative. Somehow through
him James learned the whereabouts of the caravan and its distance
from the Foster Estate. A wicked smile grimaced on his face as he had
found the tool for his perfect crime.

James Hackett spent the following two evenings checking the
tale of the bartender. From the dark of the interior of his vehicle he
watched the hermit cycling to the tavern before the hour of six.
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After a few minutes he switched on the motor; the drive to the
caravan was less than five minutes. True to the words of the bartender
the barking dog was stilled with the pointed stick held straight in his
hand, and with the stick pointing downwards he turned the beast
into a docile creature. Few chunks of fresh meat and gristly bone saw
to the friendship of the canine.”

“Itis amazing how this James Hackett was able to learn so quickly
in handling this dog. It was equally amazing how this creature took
to the commands. Really amazing,” commented Dr. Briggs.

“You're correct as I couldn’t understand this relationship during
the trial. Let me continue. A week to the period when the board
would come to its decision James Hackett excused his duties on
the pretence of illness; his fiancée was told of the illness being very
contagious and that her visit was not of the best nature, which she
agreed.

The weather was promising that evening with clear skies in an
invigorating atmosphere of fresh clear air. James Hackett was not
abed but hidden near the house trailer watching the red light of the
bicycle heading down the path. Quarter to six was the time registered
on his watch. With the commanding stick in his hand and a packet of
fresh meat he approached the animal that quickly responded to his
commands.

[t did not take long for James to loosen the wire and release the
Alsatian® from his chained bond. With the sight of the commanding
stick in hand and the command ‘heel’, the dog walked side by side
with the hurrying youth. James with the Alsatian by his side, hid
behind a nearby thick bush. The command ‘down’ was called and
the dog was ready for the command to attack. Tension was in the air
during the few moments of the vigil.

True to his custom Frederick Colson was ‘tra-la-laing’ down the
path with the swing of a walking stick without a care in the world;
Mr. Hackett stated grimly that he was whistling a merry tune as he
was traipsing along.

‘Attack’ was the command and the docile dog turned into a
vicious killer as it jumped on Freddie’s body; its fangs tearing and
ripping his neck. James Hackett, in the meantime, ran quickly to
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where he parked his vehicle, never looking back or listening to the
blood-curdling screams.

Events moved quickly. The medical examiner at the tribunal ruled
that the death of Mr. Frederick Colson was caused by the ferocious
attack of an Alsatian type dog; the date and the time of death were
properly recorded. The autopsy protocol was presented, which
stated that the victim suffered severe lacerations to the throat and
the severing of the artery in the neck; death was not instantaneous.
The following witness, a park ranger, testified that he had heard the
commotion from a near distance and rushed to the scene but it was
too late; he told how he had to fight off the dog that was ravaging the
body. He continued by stating that he was unable to attend properly
to Frederick Colson’s wounds due to the severe injuries. The local
veterinarian stated to the fact that the animal was free of rabies.
A police spokesman added that the constabulary was notified and
all the required action was taken; that the animal was tracked and
put to sleep by lethal injection; its owner is now in police custody
awaiting trial.”

“God, what a terrifying story!”

“I would say more than terrifying. I would add that the act was
malicious and extremely vicious in its planning.

To continue Frederick Colson’s funeral services were held in
dignity in the graveyard of the church catering to residents of Foster
Estate. Tears were shed by the kinsfolk and the many mourners
offered their condolences to the bereaved widow and the next of kin.
James Hackett and his fiancée were among the mourners and they
offered their sympathy in a proper manner.

James Hackett didn’t enjoy his position in the board of the
brokerage firm long. His residence in the room of dark walnut
and a touch of marble was short-lived due to attention of an alert
Afro-American in the uniform of his country, serving at a nearby
American air forces base. His words were directed to his superior
officer. “Sir, take a look at these satellite photos taken in a test
shooting with the new electronic scope optics. Enlarge the photos
for a better view. Take a good look at that man and the dog. Examine
the sequence..”
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Judge Simon Hester sat back in the comfort of the soft leather
and sighed, “A perfect crime! Really! Oh, I see your glass is empty.
Another refill before we retire for lunch?”

Notes on the text:

1. retirement;

2. a newspaper having pages half the size of those of the average
broadsheet, typically popular in style and dominated by sensational stories;

3. abbr. for Doctor of Laws - [loKTOp HOpHUAUYHUX HAYK 260 AOKTOP
npaBa;

4. (Scotch) =lassie; a girl or young woman;

5. abbr. for ‘Bachelor of Arts’;

6. Horatio Alger (January 13, 1832 - July 18, 1899) was a prolific
19th-century American author, best known for his many formulaic juvenile
novels about impoverished boys and their rise from humble backgrounds
to lives of middle-class security and comfort through hard work,
determination, courage, and honesty;

7. a home built with architectural features which reference Tudor
and Medieval architecture. The Tudor style focused on simplicity and clean
lines, referencing trends which were common during the medieval period
and the Tudor era in England;

8. abreed of dogs, also called German shepherd.

READING COMPREHENSION SECTION
1. Answer the following questions.

a) Why was Simon Hester alluded to as the ‘hanging judge’?

b) What was the reason for Dr. Briggs’ coming to a well-known
club for gentlemen?

¢) What was the motive for carrying out the ‘perfect crime’?

d) Inwhatway did James Hackett decide to rid of his adversary?

e) Where was the crime carried out?

f) Whathelped James Hackett to decide on the murder weapon?

g) What is known about the dog and its owner?

h) How was the crime revealed?

1) What happened to the dog?
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2. Are the statements below true or false?

a) Solicitor Dr. Jolyson G. Briggs made an appointment with
judge Simon Hester.

b) Attending a good university and being a top student enabled
James Hackett to find a well-paid job.

c) James Hackett was the managerial head of the brokerage
firm.

d) Mr. Frederick Colson stood a better chance of the top
appointment due to his family connections.

e) There were three candidates for the key post of the brokerage
firm.

f) James made no real secret of his feelings to his adversary.

g) A week to the period when the board would come to its
decision James Hackett excused his duties on the pretence of
infectious disease.

h) James watched the dog ravaging the victim’s body.

i) The dog owner was tried as an accomplice in the crime.

j) Frederick Colson died a dreadful death.

k) James Hackett was the one to hold Frederick Colson’s funeral.

1) Mr. Hackett felt deeply the tragical loss of his adversary.

3. Test your understanding of the text.

a) James Hackett called his act of murder the
o dastardly deed.
e perfect crime.
e malicious act.
e gruesome murder.

b) Mr. Frederick Colson’s death was caused by
e apush through the window.
e aferocious attack of a docile dog.
e apowerful poison.

¢) Who showed James a trick to keep the dog quiet and ready
for command?
e Barman’s brother-in-law.
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e Bartender.

e Owner of the dog.
d) James Hackett's personal life was

e miserable.

e lonely.

e favourable.
e)  Who called the presiding judge the ‘hanging judge’?
Plaintiff.
Do-gooders.
Dr. Jolyson G. Briggs.

e Newspaper vendor.
f) Mr. Hackett changed his plea to guilty of the despicable deed
due to

e testimony given by the park ranger.

e photos of the crime committed taken with the new

electronic scope optics.

e advice of his attorney at law.
g)  Which of the following is the proper contextual synonym
to the noun in bold? Tears were shed by the kinsfolk and the many
mourners offered their condolences to the bereaved widow and
the next of kin. (p. 16)

e Sympathy.
e Regret.
e Pity.

VOCABULARY SECTION

1. Explain the following words and expressions in your own

words.

Murderer, punishment, man of law, gruesome act of murder,

to confess to the truth, to detail the crime to the police, murder
weapon, to do physical harm, vicious Kkiller, guilty, severe injuries,
instantaneous death, funeral services, to deserve the rope, to carry
out a crime, accused of foul murder, to state to the fact, your Honour,
constabulary, police spokesman, medical examiner, victim, to call up
a complaint, governmental office, adversary.
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2. Complete the following sentences using correct
grammatical forms of the words and expressions from exercise 1.
Bear in mind the contents of the story.

a) James changed his plea to of this despicable deed
and right in the courtroom.
b) The answer to the came to him the following

week when it occurred to him to use the dog to get rid of his rival.

c) ‘Attack’ was the command and the docile dog turned into a

as it jumped on Freddie’s body.

d) The park ranger was unable to attend properly to Frederick
Colson’s wounds due to the .

e) The autopsy protocol was presented, which stated that the

suffered severe lacerations to the throat and the severing of

the artery in the neck; death was not .

f) James Hackett remembered the boasting, which gave him an

insight to where he would the so-called perfect crime.

g) The police have cited the owner, but as long as the dog is
chained and hasn’t done any , the animal stays put.

h) The local veterinarian that the animal was free of rabies.

i) If the upper crusts at the Foster Estate , the
doggie would be gone.

j) Sir Simon Hester, , considered James to deserve

the rope for his

3. Match the following words and expressions with their
Ukrainian equivalents.

—_

a) presiding judge M03MBaY, I03UBAYKa; 3asBHUK

b) magistrate 2. CypAoBe pillieHHs, BUPOK
c) capital 3. aJBOKaT, AKWU [Aa€ mopaju KJIEHTY, TOTYE
punishment CIpaBH AJis 6apucTepa (cTapiioro ajaBoKara)

1 BUCTYIIA€ TIJIBKK B CyJAaX HUXKYOI IHCTaHLII;
IOPUCKOHCYJIBT; COJIICUTOP

d) plea 4. 3JI04MHellb; NOPYLWIHUK  KPUMIiHaJbHOIO
3aKOHO/JaBCTBA
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e) tribunal 5. CYAOYHMHCTBO; CYA,0BUH NpoOLEeC; NPOBaKeHHS
CIIpaBHU y CYAi

f) jurist 6. cynas-70noBijay; roJOBYIOYUN cyaas; cyaas,
SIKUH TOJIOBYE (Ha 3acidanHi cydy)

g) attorney-at-law |7. mnpuTAratd A0 CyAoBoi BigmOBiZaJbHOCTI;
BUKJIMKATH BiANIOBiZa4a [0 cyny

h) perpetrator 8. 3JIOBMHCHe JIisIHHS; AisiHHSA, 3AiHCHeHe 3i 3/IUuM
YMHUCJIOM

i) judgment 9. 10pUCT, Y4YEHUU-IOPUCT, 3aKOHO3HaBellb,
npaBO3HaBellb, INpaBHUK, daxiBenp i3
LIMBIJIBHOTO IpaBa

j)  plaintiff 10. opraH mpaBocyaas; cya (ycmawosa), cymoBa
yCTaHOBa; ap6iTpaXkHa yCTaHOBA; TPUOYHAI

k) solicitor 11. HaiBuIIa Mipa MoKapaHHS, BUPOK CMepPTHOI
KapH, CMepTHa Kapa

D) judicial 12. cyaps, sKUi 4acTO BUHOCUTb BUPOK CMEpPTHOI

proceeding(s) Kapu

m) barrister 13. TpuMaHHA NiJ BapTOIO B NOJILL]

n) to cite 14. TBeppxeHHs (y cyai), 3asiBa (CTOPOHH Y cyAi);
3asiBa, 3pob6JieHa BiAmnoBigaueMm (3axucToMm);
3asiBa 3po6JsieHa Bif iMeHi Bizgmosigaua
(3axucry)

0) police custody |15. npoTtoko.s aBTOonCii (pO3TUHY)

p) malicious act 16. afBOKaT HAaMBUILOrO paHTy, AKUA Ma€e MpaBo
BUCTYIy B CYAi; 6apuctep

q) witness 17. cynpsi; MUpOBUM cyans, cyfJis MOJiLelCcbKOro
cyay,Marictpat (mocaZoBa ocoba, sKa 3/[ilicCHIOE
NpaBOCYAAs); CYyAAsA CyLy HIKYOI iHcTaHLil
i3 cyMapHOI0 Ta 06MeXXeHOH HPUCAUKIIEID y
KpUMiHa/JbHUX ({HOOI UBIJIbHUX) ClIpaBax

r) hangingjudge |18. cBifoK; moHATUH

s) autopsy 19. azABOKaT; Jep:KaBHUH aJ|BOKAaT; MOBipeHUH y

protocol cyai
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4. Which words and expressions from exercise 3 match the
following definitions?

a) (formerly) a person who brings a civil action in a court of law.
Now replaced by: claimant

b) the answer made by an accused to the charge

¢) tosummon to appear before a court of law

d) the state of being held by the police; arrest

e) the punishment of death for a crime; death penalty

f) a lawyer who has been called to the bar and is qualified to
plead in the higher courts
g) a court of justice or any place where justice is administered

h) a lawyer who advises clients on matters of law, draws up
legal documents, prepares cases for barristers, etc.,, and who may
represent clients in certain courts

i) aperson versed in the science of law, esp. Roman or civil law;
an expert in or writer on law

j) aperson legally appointed or empowered to act for another
person

k) aperson who testifies, esp. in a court of law, to events or facts
within his own knowledge

1) the decision or verdict pronounced by a court of law

m) a person who commits a crime or does sth considered wrong

n) action taken in a court to settle a dispute

STUDY THE FOLLOWING LIST
OF USEFUL EXPRESSIONS.
RECALL THE SITUATIONS FROM
THE TEXT WHICH THEY ARE USED IN.

A fly in the ointment, a gall in one’s throat, to choke life out of sb,
to go from rags to riches, the last straw to break the camel’s back, to
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excuse from one’s duties on the pretence of, to offer condolences/
sympathy, to solemnly address sb, to beg one’s pardon, to return the
salutary gesture, to be in one’s late twenties, to be in one’s middle
thirties, to stand a good chance, to tend to the needs of sb, to rid sb
of sth/sb, to keep civility in relation to sb, to leave on an errand, the
next of kin, to step down, to stand in one’s light, upper crust, to raise
a family, to kowtow to sb, to father sb, a stumbling block.

5. Complete the following sentences using the prepositions
in the box. Mind that the prepositions may be used more than
once.

|against |at |by |during | for | from |in |0f |on |to |with|

a) Heglanced ___the printed words, which told ___a gruesome
murder ending ___ the punishment ___ the perpetrator.

b) The man___law took note ____the trophies ___a glass case,
hanging framed photos ___ past members, and testimonials ___the
achievements ____the club and its participators.

¢) I was the presiding judge ___ the judicial proceedings and
instead ___ getting praise ___ my good judgment I was called ___a
group ___do-gooders ____ capital punishment the ‘hanging judge’.

d) The hall porter glanced ____ the card printed ____ the name
Dr. Jolyson G. Briggs, LL.D, attorney ___law.

e) I would add that the crime was malicious and extremely
vicious ___its planning.

f) That chap really deserved the rope ___ his dastardly deed.

g) I couldn’t understand this relationship the trial.
h) The perfect crime, the perfect crime - how many times ___
the past had I encountered these words the lips ___ persons

accused ___ foul murder.
i) The owner ofthe dogisnow ___police custody awaiting trial.
i) A week to the period when the board would come ___its
decision James Hackett excused his duties ___the pretence ___illness.
k) The medical examiner ___ the tribunal ruled that the death
___ Mr. Frederick Colson was caused ___the ferocious attack ___an
Alsatian type dog.
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1) When its owner left ___ an errand or ___ the pub, the dog

was leashed ___along rusty chain.

m) Murder was ___ James’ mind and he plotted and schemed
___the proper way to rid him ___ his adversary.
n) James would keep civility ___ relations ___ all and not allow

the thought ___ murder to interfere ___his daily routine.

6. Form appropriate parts of speech to complete the chart.

Verb Noun Adjective Adverb
killer | | mmmeemmeeeeee-
---------------- instantaneous
punishment | = |-emmemeemeeeeee
---------------- severe
———————————————— malicious
murder
judicial
---------------- obnoxiousness
testify | || e
---------------- law
preventive
---------------- custody
examiner
hanging  |-----------------
poison |  |ememeemeeeeeeee
---------------- lethal

7. Translate the following sentences.

a) XjomeLb CHpaBAi 3acjJyroByBaB Ha INOBIIIaHHA 3a Le
3JIOBMUCHE isTHHS.
b) [JxeliMc 6yB HaWKpalUM CTYZEeHTOM Ha Kypci, OoTpUMyBaB
CTUNEHJiI0 Ta 37,00yB CTYINiHb MaricTpa, 10 3rofoM Aajo HoMy
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3MOIy 3HalTU Jo6pe omjadyyBaHy po06OTy. 3JaBajocCh, Hilllo He
CTOSJI0O Ha Moro uuisAXy y 60poTh6i 3a Baagy y o¢ipmi. Jloxkoro
JbOTTIO B 60ulli MeJy cTaB HMOro kKoJjera mno po6oTi, AKUKA Mir
OTpHUMaTH [10CaZly KepiBHMKA 3aBJASAKU CIMEHHUM 3B’I3KaM.

c) loninis HaTpanusa Ha caiff 3J04YHHIS, KOTPOro
3BUHYBAaTHUJIU y ’KaXJINBOMY BOUBCTBI.

d) BigmoBifaua fiekizibKa pa3iB BUKJIUKAJHU 10 CYAY.

e) Ilicia Toro, sk BOMBCTBO BUSIBWJIM, 3JI0YMHEIb 3i3HABCA y
CKOEHOMY Ta JOKJIaJJHO PO3MOBIB MOJIILIiI IPO 3/I04HH.

f) TosnoByrouud cyphs, L0 NOPOBaZUB INpOLEC, 3acy[uB
006BHHYBa4YeHOI'0 /10 HalBU10i MipHU NOKapaHHH.

g) BnacHuk cobaku, Hamaj KOTpPOro MNpU3BIiB [0 CMepTi
JIIOAVHY, 3apa3 3HaX0AUThCA M1, BAPTOI0 MOJIiLii B 04iKyBaHHI Cyay.

h) ¥ raseri Huiock nmpo kaxJMBe BOUBCTBO Ta NOKapaHHS
3JIOYMHIA.

1) «BubauTe, Baiia yecTs, - 0QilliiiHO 3BepHYBCSA KOHChEPK A0
CYAAl, - LieH TaH CTBep/KYE, 110 Y HbOTO JOMOBJIEHICTDb IIPO 3yCTPiy
3 Bamu».

j) s decrono6Horo [xxelMca HOro cyniepHUK OYB He TPOCTO
Mepeniko/iol0 — BiH 6yB KiCTKOIO B ropJi, OCKiIbKM MaB bGiJjblie
IIaHCiB OTPUMATH KJIIOUOBY nocazy y ¢pipmi.

k) Ilig yac npoBa>keHHSs CIpaBU Yy CyAi CBi/IOK /]aB CBiAYEeHHS],
10 KOJIM BiH MOYYB METYIIHIO, BiH KUHYBCS A0 Miclis NOJAiH, ajne
6yJ10 BXKe 3aHa/ATO Ii3HO.

1) V¥ nmpoTokoJsi po3THHY BKas3aHO, L10 epTBa NoMepJia Bif
Ba)XKKUX PBAHUX PaH, aJle CMePThb He 6yJla MUTTEBOIO.

m) /keiMc Ta HoOro HapeyeHa BUCJIOBUJM CBOI CHiBUYTTS
BJIOBi Ta HAMOJIMXKYUM pOJIMYaM 3aru6J0To.

n) «lle 6ysio He MpocTo oruHe BOUBCTBO, a [lisIHHA, 3/iiCHEHe
31 3JIUM YMHUCJIOM», — 3ayBa>KUB IIPaBHUK.

o) HenaBucts /Ixxkeiimca g0 @penji 3pocTaja 3 KOXKHUM JJHEM;
OCTaHHBOIO KpallJelo, 1[0 NTlepeN0BHUJIA Yallly HOro TepIiHHS, CTal0
Te, o Ppenai, KoTpuit 6yB 35TeM BAacHUKA GipMu, 6€3CYMHIBHO,
MOBUHEH OYB CTAaTU MOr'0 HACTYITHUKOM.
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POST-READING DISCUSSION SECTION

1) Do you consider ambitions to be a strong reason for
committing a crime? Why?/Why not?

2) Do you think criminals are born or made?

3) Is, in your opinion, the dog’s owner guiltless of Freddie
Colson’s death or is he an accomplice in crime?

4) Is Frederick Colson rather a positive character than a
negative one? Give your reasons.

5) Would James Hackett feel comfortable in his position of the
chairman of the brokerage firm if the crime hadn’t been solved?
Why?/Why not?

6) Was the sentence passed upon James Hackett just?

7) Is there any room for capital punishment in a civilized
society? Does it solve or create problems?

8) Do you find it easy to be a judge by profession?

9) Do you really think that Judge Simon Hester relieved his
feelings when he told his colleague the whole story? Did he get it off
his chest?

10)Why do you think the author entitled the story ‘The perfect
crime’?

WRITING SECTION

1) Provide a written description of the crime on the basis of the
Criminal Code of Ukraine.

2) Modify the story: imagine that in the process of investigation
it turned out that at the final stage of the crime James changed his
intention to murder Freddie and attempted to stop the dog, which
was recorded. Does the definition of the crime change and how?
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Unit 2
SIDNEY SHELDON.
MEMORIES OF MIDNIGHT (ABSTRACT)

Sidney Sheldon as one of the world’s most prolific writers
garnered international praise and recognition. Sheldon’s books
became bestsellers and have been distributed in more than 180
countries in 51 languages. He was one of the few major authors
to have most of his novels filmed as major motion pictures or
blockbuster miniseries for television.

Sheldon’s talent was first recognized when he worked in the
cloakroom at the Bismarck Hotel. He wrote a song which he would
hear being played while he checked hats and coats.

Deciding he wanted to be a screenwriter, Sheldon left for Los
Angeles at age seventeen. Working for Universal Studios as a script
reader, he worked on his own original stories in his spare time.

At the age of 25 Sidney Sheldon began writing musicals for
Broadway while continuing to write screen scripts for both Metro-
Goldwin-Mayer Studios and Paramount Pictures. His success
on Broadway brought him back to Hollywood. Returning to
Hollywood, Sheldon established a tremendous track record over
the next 12 years as a successful screenwriter.

In 1969, making a switch from screenwriter to author, Sidney
Sheldon wrote his first novel, The Naked Face, which earned him a
nomination for the Edgar Allan Poe Award for the Mystery Writers
of America in the category of Best First Novel. His second novel, The
Other Side of Midnight, was a huge hit and firmly established him
as a best-selling author. A number of his novels were made into
motion pictures. Books were Sheldon’s favourite medium. He was
a major contributor to and an active participant in charities related
to literacy and helping the homeless.

Sidney Sheldon passed away on January 30, 2007 from
complications arising from pneumonia.
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MEMORIES OF MIDNIGHT
(ABSTRACT)

The Arsakion Courthouse in downtown Athens is a large, grey
stone building that takes up the entire square block at University
Street and Strada. Of the thirty courtrooms in the building, only three
rooms are reserved for criminal trials: rooms 21, 30 and 33.

Because of the enormous interest generated by the murder trial
of Anastasia Savalas, it was being held in the room 33. The courtroom
was forty feet wide and three hundred feet long, and the seats were
divided into three blocks, six feet apart, with nine wooden benches
to each row. At the front of the courtroom was a raised dais behind
a six-foot mahogany partition, with high-backed chairs for the three
presiding judges.

In front of the dais was a witness stand, a small raised platform
on which was fixed a reading lectern, and against the far wall was a
jury box, filled now with its ten jurors. In front of the defendant’s box
was the lawyer’s table.

The murder trial was spectacular enough in itself, but the piece
de résistance® was the fact that the defense was being conducted
by Napoleon Chotas, one of the preeminent criminal lawyers in the
world. Chotas tried only murder cases, and he had a remarkable
record of success. His fees were rumored to be in the millions of
dollars. Napoleon Chotas was a thin, emaciated-looking man with
the large sad eyes of a bloodhound in a corrugated face. He dressed
badly, and his physical appearance did nothing to inspire confidence.
But behind his vaguely baffled manner was hidden a brilliant,
trenchant mind.

The press had speculated furiously about why Napoleon Chotas
had agreed to defend the woman on trial. There was no way he could
possibly win the case. Wagers were being made that it would be
Chotas’ first defeat.

Peter Demonides, the Prosecuting Attorney, had come up
against Chotas before, and - though he would never admit it, even
to himself - he was in awe of Chotas’ skill. This time, however,
Demonides felt that he had little to worry about. If ever there was a
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classic open-and-shut murder case, the Anastasia Savalas trial was it.

The facts were simple: Anastasia Savalas was a beautiful young
woman married to a wealthy man named George Savalas, who was
thirty years her senior. Anastasia had been having an affair with
their young chauffeur, Josef Pappas, and, according to witnesses, her
husband had threatened to divorce Anastasia and write her out of
his will. On the night of the murder, she had dismissed the servants
and prepared dinner for her husband. George Savalas had had a cold.
During dinner, he had suffered a coughing spell. His wife had brought
him his bottle of cough medicine. Savalas had taken one swallow and
dropped dead.

An open-and-shut case.

Room 33 was crowded with spectators on this early morning.
Anastasia Savalas was seated at the defendant’s table dressed in a
simple black skirt and a blouse, with no jewelry and very little make-
up. She was stunningly beautiful.

The prosecutor, Peter Demonides, was addressing the jury.

“Ladies and gentlemen! Sometimes, in a murder case, a trial
takes up to three or four months. But I don’t think any of you are
going to have to worry about being here for that length of time.
When you hear the facts in this case, I'm sure you will agree without
question that there is only one possible verdict - murder in the first
degree. The State will prove that the defendant willfully murdered
her husband because he threatened to divorce her when he found
out she was having an affair with the family chauffeur. We will prove
that the defendant had the motive, the opportunity, and the means
to carry out her cold-blooded scheme. Thank you.” He returned to
his seat.

The Chief Justice turned towards Chotas: “Is the counsel for the
defense prepared to make his opening statement?”

Napoleon Chotas rose slowly to his feet. “Yes, Your Honour” He
moved toward the jury box in an uncertain, shuffling gait. He stood
there blinking at them, and when he spoke it was almost as though
he were speaking to himself. “I've lived a long time, and I've learnt
that no man or woman can hide an evil nature. It always shows. A
poet once said that the eyes are the windows of the soul. [ believe
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that’s true. I want you ladies and gentlemen to look in the eyes of the
defendant. There is no way she could have found it in her heart to
murder anyone.” Napoleon Chotas stood there a moment as though
trying to think of something else to say, then shuffled back to his seat.

Peter Demonides was filled with a sudden sense of triumph.
Jesus Christ. That’s the weakest opening I have ever heard in my life!
The old man’s lost it.

“Is the Prosecuting Attorney prepared to call his first witness?”

“Yes, Your Honour. [ would like to call Rosa Lykourgos.”

A middle-aged, heavy-set woman rose from the spectotors’
bench and sailed determinedly toward the front of the courtroom.
She was sworn in.

“Mrs. Lykourgos, what is your occupation?”

“I am the housekeeper..” Her voice choked up, “l was the
housekeeper to Mr. Savalas.”

“Mr. George Savalas?”

“Yes, sir”

“And would you tell us how long you were employed by Mr.
Savalas?”

“Twenty-five years.”

“My?, that's a long time.Were you fond of your employer?”

“He was a saint.”

“Were you employed by Mr. Savalas during his first marriage?”

“Yes, sir. | was at graveside with him when his wife was buried.”

“Would it be fair to say that they had a good relationship?”

“They were madly in love with each other”

Peter Demonides looked over at Napoleon Chotas, waiting for
his objection on the line of questioning. But Chotas remained in his
seat, apparently lost in thought.

Peter Demonides went on. “And were you in Mr. Savalas’ employ
during his second marriage, to Anastasia Savalas?”

“Oh, yes, sir. I certainly was.” She spat the words out.

“Would you say that it was a happy marriage?” Again he glanced
at Napoleon Chotas, but there was no reaction.

“Happy? No, sir. They fought like cats and dogs.”

“Did you witness any of these fights?”
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“A person couldn’t help it. You could hear them all over the house
- and it’s a big house.”

“I take it these fights were verbal, rather than physical? That is,
Mr. Savalas never struck his wife?”

“Oh, it was physically all right. But it was the other way around; it
was the madam who struck him. Mr. Savalas was getting on in years,
and the poor man had become frail.”

“You actually saw Mrs. Savalas strike her husband?”

“More than once.” The witness looked over at Anastasia Savalas,
and there was grim satisfaction in her voice.

“Mrs. Lykourgos, on the night Mr. Savalas died, which members
of the staff were working in the house?”

“None of us.”

Peter Demonides let his voice register surprise. “You mean
in a house that you say was so large, not one member of the
staff was there? Didn’t Mr. Savalas employ a cook, or a maid ... a
butler...?”

“Oh, yes, sir. We had all of those. But the madam told everyone
to take that night off. She said she wanted to cook dinner for her
husband herself. It was going to be a second honeymoon.” The last
remark was said with a snort.

“So Mrs. Savalas got rid of everybody?”

This time it was the Chief Justice who looked over at Napoleon
Chotas, waiting for him to object. But the attorney sat there,
preoccupied.

The Chief Justice turned to Demonides. “The Prosecutor will
stop leading the witness.”

“I apologize, Your Honour. I'll rephrase the question.”

Demonides moved closer to Mrs. Lykourgos. “What you are
saying is that on the night when members of the staff ordinarily
would be in the house, Mrs. Savalas ordered everyone to leave so
that she could be alone with her husband?”

“Yes, sir. And the poor man was suffering from a terrible cold.”

“Did Mrs. Savalas often cook dinner for her husband?”

Mrs. Lykourgos sniffed. “Her? No, sir. Not her. She never lifted a
finger around the house.”
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And Napoleon Chotas sat there, listening as though he were
merely a spectator.

“Thank you, Mrs. Lykourgos. You've been very helpful.”

Peter Demonides turned to Chotas, trying to conceal his
satisfaction. Mrs. Lykourgos’ testimony had had a perceptible effect
on the jury. They were casting disapproving glances at the defendant.
Let’s see the old man get around that. “Your witness.”

Napoleon Chotas looked up. “What? Oh, no questions.”

The Chief Justice looked at him in surprise. “Mr. Chotas ... you
don’t wish to cross-examine this witness?”

Napoleon Chotas rose to his feet. “No, Your Honour. She seems
like a perfectly honest woman.” He sat down again.

Peter Demonides could not believe his good fortune. My God,
he thought, he’s not even putting up a fight. The old man3 is finished.
Demonides was already savoring his victory.

The Chief Justice turned to the Prosecuting Attorney. “You may
call your next witness.”

“The State would like to call Josef Pappas.”

A tall, good-looking, dark-haired young man rose from the
spectators’ bench and walked toward the witness box. He was sworn
in.

Peter Demonides began. “Mr. Pappas, would you please tell the
court your occupation?”

“I am a chauffeur”

“Are you employed at the moment?”

“No.”

“But you were employed until recently. That is, you were
employed until the death of George Savalas.”

“That’s right.”

“How long were you employed by the Savalas family?”

“A little over a year”

“Was it a pleasant job?”

Josef Pappas had one eye on Chotas, waiting for him to come to
his rescue. There was only silence.

“Was it a pleasant job, Mr. Pappas?”

“It was okay, I guess.”
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“Did you get a good salary?”

“Yes.”

“Then wouldn’t you say the job was more than okay? I mean,
weren’t there some extras that went along with it? Weren't you going
to bed regularly with Mrs. Savalas?”

Josef Pappas looked toward Napoleon Chotas for help. But there
was none.

“I ... Yes, sir. I guess [ was.”

Peter Demonides was withering in his scorn. “You guess you
were? You are under oath. You either had an affair with her or you
didn’t. Which is it?”

Pappas was squirming in his seat. “We had an affair”

“Even though you were working for her husband - being paid
generously by him, and living under his roof?”

“Yes, sir”

“It didn’t bother you to take Mr. Savalas’ money week after week
while you were having an affair with his wife?”

“It wasn'’t just an affair”

Peter Demonides baited the trap carefully. “It wasn’t just an
affair? What do you mean by that? I'm afraid I don’t understand.”

“I mean - me and Anastasia were going to get married.”

There was a surprised murmur from the courtroom. The jurors
were staring at the defendant.

“Was the marriage your idea or Mrs. Savalas’?”

“Well, we both wanted to.”

“Who suggested it?”

“I guess she did.” He looked over to where Anastasia Savalas was
seated. She returned his look without flinching.

“Frankly, Mr. Pappas, I'm puzzled. How did you expect to get
married? Mrs. Savalas already had a husband, hadn’t she? Did you
plan to wait for him to die of old age? Or have a fatal accident of some
kind? What exactly did you have in mind?”

The questions were so inflammatory that the Prosecutor and the
three judges looked toward Napoleon Chotas, waiting for him to thunder
an objection. But the defense lawyer was busily doodling, paying no
attention. Anastasia Savalas, too, was beginning to look concerned.

33



Peter Demonides pressed his advantage. “You haven’t answered
my question, Mr. Pappas.”

Josef Pappas shifted uncomfortably in his chair. “I don’t know,
exactly.”

Peter Demonides’ voice was a whiplash. “Then let me tell you,
exactly. Mrs. Savalas planned to murder her husband to get him out
of the way. She knew that her husband was going to divorce her and
cut her out of his will, and that she would be left with nothing. She ...”

“Objection!” It came not from Napoleon Chotas, but from the
Chief Justice. “You are asking the witness to speculate.” He looked
over at Napoleon Chotas, surprised at the silence of the lawyer. The
old man was sitting back on the bench, his eyes half-closed.

“Sorry, Your Honour” But he knew he has made his point. Peter
Demonides turned to Chotas. “Your witness.”

Napoleon Chotas rose. “Thank you, Mr. Demonides.
No questions.”

The three judges turned to look at one another, puzzled. One of
them spoke up: “Mr. Chotas, you are aware that this will be your only
opportunity to cross-examine this witness?”

Napoleon Chotas blinked. “Yes, Your Honour.”

“In view of this testimony, you don't wish to ask him any
questions?”

Napoleon Chotas waved a hand in the air and said vaguely, “No,
Your Honour”

There followed a steady flow of witnesses: a maid who testified
that she had seen Mrs. Savalas going into the chauffeur’s quarters
on several occasions ... a doctor who gave a hearsay testimony that
Mr. Savalas really suffered physical attacks from his wife ... a butler
who testified that he had heard George Savalas threaten to divorce
his wife and change his will ... neighbours who had heard the noisy
arguments between the Savalases...

And still Napoleon Chotas had no questions for any of the
witnesses.

The judge sighed, “Very well. The Prosecutor may call his next
witness.”

“I would like to call Mr. Niko Mentakis to the stand.”
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Mentakis was a thin, earnest young man, with a slow and careful
manner of speech.

“Mr. Mentakis, would you tell the court your occupation, please?”

“Yes, sir. | work at a nursery.”

“You take care of children?”

“Oh, no, sir. It's not that kind of nursery. We have trees and
flowers, and all kinds of plants.”

“Oh, [ see. So you are an expert on growing things.”

“I should be. I've been at it for a long time.”

“And I presume that a part of your job is to make sure that the
plants you have for sale stay healthy?”

“Oh, yes, sir. We take very good care of them. We wouldn’t sell
any ailing plants to our customers. Most of them are regulars.”

“But than, you mean that the same customers keep coming back
to you?”

“Yes, sir” His voice was proud. “We give good service.”

“Tell me, Mr. Mentakis, was Mrs. Savalas one of your regular
customers?”

“Oh, yes, sir. Mrs. Savalas loves plants and flowers.”

The Chief Justice said impatiently, “Mr. Demonides, the court
does not feel that this line of questioning is pertinent. Would you
move on to something else, or...”

“If the court will let me finish, Your Honour, this witness has a
very important bearing on the case.”

The Chief Justice looked toward Napoleon Chotas. “Mr. Chotas,
do you have any objections to this line of questioning?”

Napoleon Chotas looked up and blinked. “What? No, Your
Honour”

The ChiefJustice stared at him in frustration, and turned to Peter
Demonides. “Very well, you may proceed.”

“Mr. Mentakis, did Mrs. Savalas come to you one day in
December and tell you that there was an infestation of insects that
was destroying her plants? Didn’t she ask you for something to get
rid of them?”

“Yes, sir”

“Would you tell the court what it was?”
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“I sold her some antimony. It’s a poison, like arsenic.”

There was an uproar from the courtroom.

The Chief Justice slammed down his gavel. “If there is another
outburst I am going to order the bailiff to clear this court.” He turned
to Peter Demonides. “You may continue the questioning.”

“So you sold her a quantity of antimony. And would you say it’s a
deadly poison? You compared it to arsenic.”

“Oh, yes, sir. It's deadly, all right.”

“And you entered the sale in your record book, as you are
required to do by law when you sell any poison?”

“Yes, sir. And I brought those records with me.” He handed
Demonides a ledger.

The Prosecuting Attorney walked over to the judges. “Your
Honour, I would like this to be labelled Exhibit A.” He turned to the
witness. “I have no more questions.” He looked over at Napoleon
Chotas.

Napoleon Chotas looked up and shook his head. “No questions.”

Peter Demonides took a deep breath. It was time for his
bombshell. “I would like to introduce Exibit B.” He turned toward the
back of the room, and said to a bailiff standing near the door, “Would
you bring it now, please?”

The bailiff hurried out and a few moments later he returned
carrying a bottle of cough syrup on a tray. There was a noticeable
amount missing. The bailiff put it in front of the jurors.

“Ladies and gentlemen, you are looking at the murder weapon.
This is the weapon that killed George Savalas. This is the cough syrup
that Mrs. Savalas administered to her husband the night he died. It is
loaded with antimony. As you can see, the victim swallowed some -
and twenty minutes later he was dead.”

Napoleon Chotas rose to his feet, and said mildly, “Objection.
There is no way the Prosecuting Attorney has of knowing that it was
from that particular bottle that the deceased was medicated.”

And Peter Demonides slammed the trap shut. “With all due
respect to my learned colleague, Mrs. Savalas has admitted that she
gave her husband this syrup during a coughing spell on the night he
died. It has been kept under lock and key by the police until it was
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brought into this court a few minutes ago. The coroner has testified
that George Savalas died of antimony poisoning. The cough syrup is
loaded with antimony.”

Napoleon Chotas shook his head in defeat. “Then, I guess there
is no doubt”

Peter Demonides said triumphantly, “None at all. Thank you, Mr.
Chotas. The prosecution rests its case.”

The Chief Justice turned to Napoleon Chotas. “Is the defense
ready for its summation?”

Napoleon Chotas rose. “Yes, Your Honour”

He stood in front of the jury box, scratching his head as though
trying to figure out what he was going to say. When he finally began,
he spoke slowly, searching for words.

“I suppose some of you must be wondering why [ haven’t cross-
examined any of the witnesses. Well, to tell you the truth, I thought
Mr. Demonides did such a fine job that it wasn’t necessary for me to
ask them any questions.”

The fool is pleading my case for me, Peter Demonides thought
gleefully.

Napoleon Chotas turned to look at the bottle of cough syrup for
a moment, then turned back to the jurors. “All the witnesses seemed
very honest. But they didn’t really prove anything, did they? What
[ mean is ... when you add everything up that those witnesses said,
it comes down to just one thing: a pretty girl is married to an old
man whom she does not consider an interesting man.” He nodded
toward Josef Pappas. “So she met a young man who she took to.
But we all knew that much from the newspapers, didn’t we? There
is nothing secret about their affair. It’s been written up in every
trashy magazine in the world. Now, you and I may not approve of
their behaviour, ladies and gentleman, but Anastasia Savalas is not
here on trial for adultery. No, she is being tried in this court for
murder.”

He turned to look at the bottle again, as though fascinated by it.

Let the old man rave on, Peter Demonides thought. He glanced
up at the clock on the courtroom wall. It was five minutes to twelve.
The judges always called a recess at noon.
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Napoleon Chotas was rambling on. “Let’s examine the evidence
together, shall we? Some plants of Mrs. Savalas were ailing and
she cared enough about them to want to save them. She went to
Mr. Mentakis, a plant expert, who advised her to use antimony. So
she followed his advice. Do you call that murder? I certainly don’t.
And then there is the testimony of the housekeeper, who said that
Mrs. Savalas sent all the servants away so she could have a
honeymoon dinner with her husband that she was going to prepare
for him. Well, I think the truth is that the housekeeper was probably
half in love with Mr. Savalas herself. You don’t work for a man for
twenty-five years unless you have pretty deep feelings for him. She
resented Anastasia Savalas. Couldn’t you tell that from her tone?”
Chotas coughed slightly and cleared his throat. “So, let us assume
that the defendant, deep in her heart, really loved her husband, and
she was trying desperately to make their marriage work.”

The clock on the wall showed a minute to twelve.

“Ladies and gentlemen, I told you when this trial began to look
into the face of this woman. That’s not the face of a murderess. Those
aren’t the eyes of a killer”

Peter Demonides watched the jurors as they stared at the
defendant. He had never seen such open hostility. He had the jury in
his pocket.

“The law is very clear, ladies and gentleman. As you will be
informed by our honorable judges, in order to return a verdict of
guilty, you must have no doubt at all about the guilt of the defendant.
None.”

As Napoleon Chotas talked, he coughed again, drawing a
handkerchief from his pocket to cover his mouth. He walked over to
the bottle of syrup on the table in front of the jury.

“When you come right down to it, the Prosecutor hasn’t proved
anything, really, has he? Except that this is the bottle Mrs. Savalas
handed to her husband. The truth is, the State has no case at all.” As
he finished the sentence, he had a coughing spell. Unconsciously, he
reached for the bottle of cough medicine, unscrewed the cap, raised
the bottle to his lips and took a large swallow. Everyone in the room
stared, mesmerized, and there was a gasp of horror.
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The Chief Justice said in alarm, “Mr. Chotas ...

Napoleon Chotas took another swallow. “Your Honour, the
Prosecutor’s case is a mockery of justice. George Savalas did not die
at the hands of this woman. The defense rests its case.”

The clock struck twelve. A bailiff hurried up to the Chief Justice
and whispered.

The Chief Justice pounded his gavel. “Order! Order! We are going
to recess. The jury will retire and try to reach a verdict. Court will
reconvene at two o’clock.”

Peter Demonides was standing there, transfixed. Someone had
switched bottles! But no, that was impossible. The evidence had
been guarded every moment. Could the pathologist be that wrong?
Demonides turned to speak to his assistant, and when he looked
around for Napoleon Chotas, he had disappeared.

At two o’clock, when the court reconvened, the jury slowly
filed into the courtroom and took their seats. Napoleon Chotas was
missing.

The old man is dead, Peter Demonides thought.

And even as he was thinking this, Napoleon Chotas walked
through the door, looking perfectly healthy. Everyone in the
courtroom turned around to stare at him as he walked to his seat.

The Chief Justice said, “Ladies and gentlemen of the jury, have
you reached a verdict?”

The foreman of the jury stood up. “We have, Your Honour. We
find the defendant not guilty.”

There was a spontaneous burst of applause from the spectators.

Peter Demonides felt the blood drain from his face. The bastard
has done it to me again, he thought. He glanced up and Napoleon
Chotas was watching him grinning.

Notes on the text:

1. aFrench term, translated into English literally as “piece of (or for)
resistance”, referring to the best part or feature of something, a showpiece,
or highlight;

2. oue Tak! (used in various expressions of surprise);

3. an affectionate form of address between men or boys.
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READING COMPREHENSION SECTION
1. Answer the following questions.

a) What crime was Anastasia Savalas charged with? What was
believed to be her motive?

b) Why did the trial generate much public interest?

¢) Who represented the State? What was his opinion about the
outcome of the trial?

d) How can you describe the behaviour of the defense lawyer?
Why, do you think, he behaved like that?

¢) What did Josef Pappas say in court?

f) What kind of nursery did Niko Mentakis work at? What did
Mrs. Savalas buy there and what was claimed to be the reason for
such a purchase?

g) What was believed to be the murder weapon?

h) What arguments did Napoleon Chotas provide in his
summation? Do you consider such arguments convincing?

i) What was the verdict of the jury?

j) What was the reaction of the spectators when Napoleon
Chotas entered the courtroom after the recess? Why?

2. Are the statements below true or false?

a) From the very beginning of the murder trial the jury believed
in Anastasia’s innocence.

b) It was obvious at first glance that Napoleon Chotas was a
very successful lawyer.

¢) Josef Pappas was so much in love with Anastasia Savalas that
he was prepared to do anything for her.

d) Anastasia was a very good wife who often used to cook for
her husband and took great care of him.

e) Niko Mentakis was a friend of the Savalas family.

f) Mrs. Lykourgos was madly in love with Mr. Chotas.

g) The Prosecuting Attorney underestimated Napoleon Chotas’
approach to the case in view.
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h) It was antimony that caused Mr. Savalas’ death.

i) Napoleon Chotas died at the end of the murder trial.

j) The jury found Mrs. Savalas guilty of the murder of her
husband.

3. Test your understanding of the text.

a) The author writes that behind Chotas’ vaguely baffled manner
was hidden a trenchant mind. (p. 28) What is meant by it?
e His appearance inspired confidence.
e There was a discrepancy between his behaviour and
intellectual potential.
¢ He had neither good style, nor intelligence.
b) Anastasia Savalas’ trial was considered to be a classic open-
and-shut murder case. (p. 28-29) What does this statement imply?
o Itimplies that many people were under the impression that
the verdict was easy to predict.
o It implies that murder cases are traditionally easy to open
and shut.
o It implies that Anastasia Savalas was considered to be the
one to shut and open the case.
c) Whatdoes the Prosecutor mean by “the cold-blooded scheme™?
(p- 29)
e Sophisticated system.
o Faithless adultery.
e Cruel murder.
d) Mrs. Lykourgos claimed that Anastasia never lifted a finger
around the house. (p. 31) She means that
e Anastasia had difficulty lifting fingers due to health
problems.
e she never did any domestic chores.
e Anastasia never gave anyone a chance to help her about the
house.
e) The author writes that the Prosecutor and the three judges
looked towards Napoleon Chotas, waiting for him to thunder an
objection. (p. 33) It means that
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e they expected precipitation and thunderstorms.
e they expected that the counsel for the defence would get
wet in the rainy weather.
o they expected the defense lawyer to object categorically.
f) Mr. Mentakis, who testified in court, worked at a nursery.
Where exactly did he work?
e Inabotanic garden.
e Ata plant care company.
e Ata preschool institution.
g) The author uses the word “bombshell” (p. 36) to refer to
e shocking or unwelcome surprise.
e bomb or artillery shell.
e attractive girl or woman.
h) “The prosecution rests its case” (p. 37) implies that
e the Prosecuting Attorney has no more witnesses and is
ready for the summation.
e the Prosecuting Attorney is too tired to continue the trial
and would like to have some rest.
e the prosecution refuses to proceed with the hearing.

VOCABULARY SECTION

1. Explain the following words and expressions in your own
words.

Courtroom, juror, jury box, murder trial, criminal lawyer, to
win the case, to divorce, spectators’ bench, objection, to have a fatal
accident, to testify, to change one’s will, poison, motive, opportunity,
court, antimony, arsenic, murderess, Kkiller, guilt, learned colleague,
to admit, defeat, open-and-shut case, by law, to come up against
someone in court, to address the jury, verdict, to murder, to kill
willfully, means (n), deceased (n), adultery, to assume, to die at
someone’s hands, to die of old age, pathologist, regular (n), to have
an important bearing on the case.
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2. Complete the following sentences using correct
grammatical forms of the words and expressions from exercise 1.
Bear in mind the contents of the story.

a) The of Anastasia Savalas generated
enormous interest as she was accused of murdering her husband
who was thirty years her senior.

b) Napoleon Chotas was one of the preeminent
in the world.

¢) As soon as her husband found out that she was having an
affair with the family chauffeur, he threatened her.

d) The onlookers who were sitting on the
gave a gasp of surprise.

e) The Prosecutor was determined to prove that Anastasia had
the and the to murder her husband.

f) Itwasthe who that Mr. Savalas’ death
was caused by considerable amount of named antimony.

g) There was a surprised murmur from the . The

were staring at the defendant, astonished.

h) “Frankly, Mr. Pappas, I'm puzzled. How did you expect to get
married? Mrs. Savalas already had a husband, didn’t she? Did you
plan to wait for him ? Or of some
kind? What exactly did you have in mind?”

i) Napoleon Chotas didn’t intend to suffer a and was
prepared to go out of his way to prove that George Savalas did not

of his wife.

j) “Soletus that the defendant, deep in her heart,
really loved her husband, and she was trying desperately to make
their marriage work.”

k) Peter Demonides, the Prosecuting Attorney, had

Chotas in court before.

1) Mrs. Savalas was one of the atthe nursery where
Niko was working.
m) “With all due respect to my , Mrs. Savalas had

that she gave her husband this syrup during a coughing
spell on the night he died.”
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3. Match the following words and expressions with their

Ukrainian equivalents.

a) courthouse

FOPUCT

b) criminal trial 2. CcTapmnHa Xypi IPUCSHKHIX

c¢) to defend sb on trial 3. wicue cBijaka, micue (TpuOyHa) 11st
HaJaHHS CBiTYCHb

d) to conduct the defense 4. TPUBOIWTH CBiJKA JO MPUCSITH

e) lawyer 5. BHUCTYIUTH 3i BCTYITHOIO
IPOMOBOIO

f) bailiff 6. JiHISA TOMHUTY

g) to write/cut sb out of one’s will | 7. BOuBcTBO ©0e3 00CTaBUH, IO
[OM’SIKIIYIOTh  [IPOBHHY, TSDKKE
BOMBCTBO MEPIIOTO CTYIMEHS

h) defendant 8. craButH HaBIIHI 3alUTaHHsI
CBIJIKOBI1

i) presiding judges 9. BeCTH MEpPEeXpPEeCHUil JOIHT CBiKa

j) murder in the first degree 10. xpuMiHANBHUH TPOIIEC

k) foreman of the jury 11. OyTH mijJ MPUCSTOI0

1) Chief Justice 12. 3axuIiaTv KOrochb y cyai

m) counsel for the defense, defense| 13. 3axucHuk (amBokar) BiAmoBimaua

lawyer (0OBHMHYBaYEHOTO); aJBOKaT
3aXHCTY

n) to make an opening statement 14. cyn, mpuMilIeHHS cyny

0) coroner 15. pobutu MIPUITYIICHHSA,
BHUCIIOBJIIOBATH JIOMHUCIIH

p) Prosecuting Attorney 16. mig3axvcHUM

q) to swear in a witness 17. CBiTYEHHS 3 UY)KUX CIiB

1) line of questioning 18. cymui, 110 BeAyTh 3aciJaHHs

s) to lead the witness 19. mponoBXkWUTH CyHOBE 3acimaHHA
TiCTIs TIEPEePBU

t) to return a verdict of guilty 20. 3paiiicHIoBaTH 3axucT (y cIIpasi)

u) to cross-examine the witness 21. cmiguuii, IKUA IPOBOTUTH Ti3HAHHS
Yy BHUIagKaxX HACHIBHHIBKOI (abo
panToBoi) cMepTi; KOpOHEP

v) to be under oath 22. BHHECTH BEPJMKT PO BUHHICTh
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W) to speculate 23. OroJIOCHTH NEpPEpBY Y CIyXaHHI

x) hearsay testimony 24. TonoBHUI (TOJOBYIOUYHI) CyAas

y) to call a recess 25. (mepxaBHUI) 00BHMHYBaY,
IPOKYpPOp

z) to plead a case 26. pedoBUH TOKa3

aa) to reconvene 27. BUKPECIUTH KOIOCb 31 CBOIO
3amoBITY

bb) exhibit 28. BECTH CIIpaBy, 3aXHIIATH CIpPaBy (y
cyai)

cc) witness stand = witness box 29. cynosuii mpucras, Geiinid

4. Which words and expressions from exercise 3 match the
following definitions?

a) a public official responsible for the investigation of violent,
sudden or suspicious deaths
b) a sheriff’s officer who serves writs and summonses, makes
arrests, and ensures that the sentences of the court are carried out

¢) an officer in a judicial district appointed to conduct criminal
prosecutions on behalf of the state and people
d) testimony based on what has been reported to a witness by
others rather than what he has himself observed or experienced

e) to examine a witness for the opposing side attempting to
discredit his/her testimony
f) a public building in which courts of law are held

g) a member of the legal profession, esp. a solicitor

h) the presiding judge of a court composed of a number of
members
i) the principal juror, who presides at the deliberations of a

jury
j) a person against whom an action or claim is brought in a
court of law
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k) tobe sworn in court to tell the truth, usually with one’s hand
on the Bible

1) to gather or summon again, esp. for a formal meeting or in
court

m) to conjecture without knowing the complete facts

STUDY THE FOLLOWING LIST
OF USEFUL EXPRESSIONS.
RECALL THE SITUATIONS FROM
THE TEXT WHICH THEY ARE USED IN.

To have a remarkable record of success, corrugated face, to
inspire confidence, trenchant mind, to be in awe of sb, to have an
affair with sb, to drop dead, to spit the words out, to get rid of sb,
preoccupied, notto lifta finger around the house, to cast disapproving
glances at sb, to put up a fight, to savour one’s victory, to come to sb’s
rescue, to bait a trap, an inflammatory question, to get sb out of the
way, to carry out one’s cold-blooded scheme, to enter the sale in the
record book, ledger, to take a deep breath, bombshell, to administer
some medicine to sb, with all due respect to sb, to keep sth under
lock and key, to search for words, to rave on, to follow sb’s advice,
to try desperately to make one’s marriage work, open hostility, to
medicate sb, to have sb/sth in one’s pocket, a mockery of justice, a
spontaneous burst of applause.

5. Complete the following sentences using the prepositions
in the box. Mind that the prepositions may be used more than
once.

against| about at by for in of
on out of to with up under

a) The press speculated furiously why Napoleon Chotas had
agreed to defend the woman ____ trial.

b) “Ladies and gentlemen __ the jury, have you reached the
verdict?”
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c) Peter Demonides looked Napoleon Chotas waiting

his objection ____theline ____ questioning.

d) There is nothing secret ____ their affair. It's been written
_____in every trashy magazine ___the world.

e) He spoke slowly, searching __ words.

f) Peter Demonides had come ____ __ Chotas before, and -
though he would never admit it, even to himself - he was ____ awe

__ Chotas’ skill.

g) Assoon as the Prosecuting Attorney saw such open hostility
____thejurors’ eyes, he knew that he had them ____ his pocket.

h) This is the cough syrup that Mrs. Savalas administered ____
her husband the night he died. Itisloaded ____ antimony.

i) The shop assistant entered the purchase ____ the record
book as he was required todo ____law.

j) We may notapprove ____her behaviour, but Anastasia is not
here ____ trial ____ adultery.

k) Though the witness had a very important bearing ____ the
case, the Chief Justice did not feel that the line ____ questioning was
pertinent.

1) She planned to murder her husband and get him ____
the way so as to prevent his cuttingher _____ his will.

m) In order ___ return the verdict ___ guilty, you must have no
doubt ____all about the guilt ____ the defendant.

n) __ view ___ the testimony, the Prosecuting Attorney
decided to cross-examine the witness.

o) He was looking __ Napoleon attentively waiting ____ him to
come ____hisrescue.

p) Anastasia Savalas was a beautiful young woman married ____
a wealthy man, who was thirty years her senior.

q) As]Josefwas____ oath, he couldn’t deny the fact that he had
an affair ____ Mrs. Savalas.
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6. Form appropriate parts of speech to complete the chart.

Verb Noun Adjective Adverb
to testify
law
to speculate
desperately
presiding  |-------------o-o-
------------------- crime
to defend
murder
towitness | | |
disapproving
------------------ fatal
to presume
------------------- regular
summation | 000000 |smeeemeeeeeeeeee-
defeat

7. Translate the following sentences.

a) Y npuminieHHi cyay 3i6paBcs BeJIMYe3HWU HATOBN OXOYHX
MOC/IyXaTH HemnepeBepluieHOro ¢axiBlLs 3 KPUMiHAJbHOTO MPOLECY,
SIKMUM 3[1iICHIOBAB 3aXUCT Y Lill cpaBi.

b) IIpokypop 6yB ylneBHEHHH, [0 HOMY BIACThCS IEPEKOHATH
NPUCKHUX BUHECTH BEPAUKT PO BUHHICTD NMiACYAHOI Y TSXKKOMY
BOUBCTBI NEPIIOTO CTYIEHSI.

¢) lonoByrounii cyaas 3a60pOHUB NPUCTKHUM OPATH [0 yBaru
CJI0Ba CBiJiKa, OCKIJIbKA KWOro 3agBa MaJja XapaKTep CBiYeHHS 3
YYKUX CJIiB.

d) AnBokat BiAmoBijaya 6yYB rOTOBUM BUCTYIIHUTH 3i BCTYITHOMO
IPOMOBOIO.

e) Iliz yac mepexpecHOro JAONMTY CBiiKa BHABHWJACA HOBA
iHdopMaliis, sika J03BOJIMJIA BOKATOBI 3aXMCTY MOJAaTH 3yCTPIUHY
BUMOTY.
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f) OroJiocuBLIM TiepepBy Y CJAyXaHHi, TOJOBYIOYUH CyAAas
MMOKUHYB 3aJl 3aCiJaHHA.

g) 3rilHO 3 3aKOHOM, fIK TiJIbKM 0cob6a 3aiiMae Micle A
HaJlaHHSA CBijueHb, BOHA CTA€ CBiKOM y CIIpaBi i ii IpUuBOAATH A0
MPUCATH.

h) 3axucHUK BiANOBiJj@aya BHUCIOBUB MPOTECT CTOCOBHO JIiHil
JIONUTY CBifKa, OCKIIbKM OOBHMHYBau CTaBUB CBiZIKOBi HaBiAHi
3alyTaHHS.

i) B kiHUi KpuMiHa/JbHOrO Mpollecy cTapliMHA XKypi mpu-
CS>KHUX OT0JIOCUB BEPAUKT.

j) CymoBuil BUKOHaBellb IMOBHHEH O0yB 3a6e3meyuTH
MOJIMBICTb BUKOHAHHS BUPOKY CyAY.

k) CBimok mijg mpucsAror 3po6UB NPUIYIIEHHS, 110 3arUOIUN
MaB HaMip BUKPECJUTHU CBOKO APYKUHY i3 3alIOBITY.

1) /Jyxe AUBHO, IK TakKUM A0CBiflUEHUN aJIBOKAT MOTOJUBCS
3axMLIaTH il B CyAi.

m) Bci, xTo cuinu Ha J1aBi NPUCSKHUX, TOTOUINCS 3 BUPOKOM
cyny.

POST-READING DISCUSSION SECTION

1) Describe the relationship of Anastasia Savalas and Josef
Pappas. Do you consider them to have been truly in love with each
other? What were their plans for the future?

2) What was the official version of the reason for Anastasia’s
purchase of poison? Do you believe it?

3) What, in your opinion, caused Mr. Savalas’ death? Can you
conclude that Anastasia had nothing to do with his death?

4) What were Anastasia’s real intentions? Can you justify her
motives?

5) Describe Napoleon Chotas’ behaviour during the hearing.
Why, to your mind, did he behave like that?

6) Was it obvious for you that Peter Demonides was convinced
in his winning the case? Why? What kind of person/professional do
you expect him to be?
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7) How did Mr. Chotas manage to prove his client’s innocence?
Do you believe that the cough syrup was safe to drink? (See appendix
1 for the account of real events.)

8) Why was Napoleon Chotas considered to be a successful
defense attorney? What is your opinion about his methods?

9) Do you suppose the verdict of the jury to be fair? Why?/Why
not?

10) Are innocent people sometimes found guilty of crimes that
they didn’t commit? What should be done to avoid unjust verdicts?

11) What are the essential characteristics of a good attorney?

WRITING SECTION

1) Write an opinion essay: was the behavior of Mr. Chotas
a violation of Attorney ethics and rules of lawyers’ professional
conduct?

2) Modify the story: imagine that Mrs. Savalas found out that
her husband had hired a killer to murder her, which was the true
motive for her to kill her husband. Would the definition of the crime
change?
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Unit 3
CHRIS LYNCH. ONE-EYED JOHN

Chris Lynch was born in Boston in 1962. He is the author of over
a dozen novels and numerous short stories. He creates tough and
edgy streetwise fiction. Episodic and fast-pace, his fiction questions
the male stereotypes of macho identity and inarticulate violence. His
works include Inexcusable, a finalist for the National Book Award
and the recipient of six starred reviews (2005). He is also the author
of Icemen, Shadow Boxer, Gold Dust, and Slot Machine. Freewill by
Chris Lynch was a Michael L. Printz Honour Book (2002).

ONE-EYED JOHN

[ make my living by keeping secrets. Actually, | make it by letting
others keep theirs.

That's right, I'm that guy: the extortionist, the blackmailer, the
shakedown artist - call me whatever you want. And if some pious elder of
a church doesn’'t want the congregation to know that he frequents adult
bookstores in his spare time - they won't...as long as he keeps paying.
Or if someone wants to make sure that they collect their settlement
from that bogus personal injury lawsuit their shady attorney is pushing
through the courts - they will...as long as I get my cut. An extramarital
affair with your secretary? You guessed it: pay the piper?.

And allin all it’s a decent living. Note here, of course, dear reader,
that I'm using the adjective as it applies to monetary as opposed to
moral terms. But it’s not an easy trade and it’s not without its risks.
I've had my nose broken twice, my ribs fractured, and I've had plenty
of close encounters with automobiles that came speeding out of
nowhere. More times than not though, I could figure out who did it.
And then, of course, all of the dirty little secrets would come out -
and in living color. I'm sure I've been the cause of numerous divorces
over the years, as well as terminations of employment and plenty of
fraud convictions. But that’s how you keep people honest. Again, the
lesson: pay up.
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And if you think I'm a slime? at least I'm a slime with good
manners. Allow me to introduce myself. My name is John Sharp and
I'm thirty-seven years old, twice divorced and have been at this game
now for about ten years or so. It all had begun quite innocently - and
you might admit — quite honestly as well. I had started a small soda
distributing business and was struggling. But like all chasers of the
American dream?, I was hopeful as well. But it seemed that one of
the people I had partnered with decided to stiff me, figuring that I
had neither the time nor the money to fight him in court. He was
correct about that, but had not counted on the fact that [ happened
to know about a questionable personal injury lawsuit he was trying
to collect on. Let me tell you; those cases of soda are heavy - twenty-
two pounds apiece - and you don’t move them around so easily if
your knee is damaged beyond repair as he was claiming.

[ brought this same bit of information up to Mr. Edwin Goldberg,
my associate’s ambulance-chasing attorney. Old Edwin knew right
away that I had his client - and more importantly, Edwin’s thirty-
three percent - and we quickly cut a deal*. He would pay me all of the
money his client owed me - plus interest - if | sign a lien agreement
against the settlement of the case. Smart guys those attorneys; by
signing this agreement, I now had a vested interest in seeing the case
settled successfully. In other words, I had to keep my mouth shut if |
ever wanted to see any of my money.

And so [ stayed mum and dumb, the case was settled and I got my
money. | realized right then and there how easy it was to profit from
all the bad people in this world. A month later, I was out of the soda
business for good and, as they say, on to bigger and better things.

It was a beautiful March day in Los Angeles, the kind of day
that made people up and move here. And I started out my day as
I always did by visiting my local post office and checking my POS
box to see who was current with their tithing and who I had to lean
on. I used a re-mailing service in Texas to forward my mail to this
address, thus insuring that none of my marks knew my address,
phone number, e-mail address ... or even my first name. Lesson
number one in the business of keeping secrets: keep them better
than the other guy.
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There were three envelopes in the box when I opened it. Each
had been addressed to the re-mailing address along with my account
number on the bottom. I made a quick mental note of the three
return addresses and knew whom they were from. One was my cut
of another settlement lean for a scammer who had claimed his back
was injured lifting a crate of eggs in a supermarket. Another lesson,
dear reader: don’t go out line dancing when you’re trying to claim a
damaged lumbar.

The second was from a garment factory in downtown LA that
keptin servitude a number of illegal immigrants toiling away to make
the designer labels that you might be wearing at this very moment.
They were on the hook for five bills a month if they wanted to keep
their sweatshop humming along. It wasn’t a lot of money considering
the amount of business that they did, but I suspected that I wasn’t
the only one putting the pinch on® them and didn’t want to break
them by getting too greedy.

The third was just a classic extra-marital affair between two
co-workers. Both had marriages and good jobs to lose in the local
aerospace industry and their twice weekly lunch time trysts” were
setting them back a couple hundred apiece to keep the compromising
pictures of them from becoming public domain.

I closed and locked the PO box door and stuffed the envelopes
into my coat pocket. I never opened the envelopes or counted
the money while I was here, but [ could tell by the thickness that
everyone was behaving.

[ gotinto my car and began heading up to Beverly Hills and to the
offices of Dr. Walter Karch, a plastic surgeon of legendary repute. It
was said of the talented Doctor that ninety percent of the beauty on
the silver screen® belonged to him. He had a fabulous home in Belair?,
a condo in Hawaii, a membership in the Riviera country club® and a
trophy wife! that was always one step away from cleaning him out.
In other words, he was my kind of man - a man with a lot to lose.

My appointment was for nine thirty and I arrived - as I always
did - a little early just to check things out. The good Doctor’s office
was a gorgeous setup on the eleventh floor of a fancy address on
Wilshire Blvd. The reception area was spacious and replete with
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plush carpeting, framed artwork and a leather sofa the size of a small
battleship.

The only person present when I strode in was a receptionist
seated behind a large desk that appeared to be coca-bola wood.
She was a brunette in her late twenties or early thirties, comely and
green-eyed.

“Good morning,” she chirped pleasantly as [ approached.
“Nate Howard to see Doctor Karch.” She consulted a leather bound
appointment ledger for a brief moment and then nodded. “You've
never been here before,” she stated as much as inquired.

“No, [ haven’t”. She handed me a clipboard with a form attached
to it. “You'll need to fill this out.”

[ smiled and nodded, moving away and towards the leather sofa.
I sat down and let its plushness envelop me, feeling as one might
in quick sand as I slowly sunk in. I started filling out the form as I
always would in this situation: bogus name, bogus address and
phone number, bogus stated intention of my visit, etc..

[ was about three-quarters of the way down the form when the
door to the hallway clicked open and two more patrons stepped in.
Both were men in their thirties, tall, thick and dressed in suit coats.
One man was wearing dark sunglasses and didn’t remove them
when he walked in. They both eyed me nervously for a moment or
two and then the one with the sunglasses made his way over to the
receptionist. He leaned over her desk and they had a muted exchange
of which I couldn’t pick up a single word. All this time, the other one
stood where he was, alternately glancing around and then looking
at me warily. If [ didn’t know better, they acted like two guys ready
to rob the place. But the receptionist didn’t seem alarmed and acted
as if it were no big thing. She smiled to the one in the sunglasses and
nodded. He moved away and the two of them took seats opposite me
and continued to act cagey'?. I went back to my magazine and played
nonchalant.

In a minute or so I heard the ring of a telephone at the
receptionist’s desk and she picked up a sleek handset. She said a
couple of words, hung up and then looked over to me.

“Mr. Howard. The Doctor will see you now.”
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[ tossed down the magazine, stood up and left the two characters
behind me. As I was passing by the receptionist desk she instructed
me to make a right turn as soon as I entered. The examining room
was the first door on the left, she said. I nodded and pushed through
the heavy door. It was showtime!

The interior of the doctor’s examining room was similar to many
others [ had been in. The only difference was it was very bright and
had several mirrors mounted here and there. While I waited for the
Doctor, I pulled the manila envelope from inside my coat pocket,
removed the contents and refamiliarized myself with the particulars
of the situation. It was always good to be as prepared as possible
with times, dates, etc.. without having to consult anything. It kept the
cards in your hand.

[ reinserted them into the envelope and a few minutes later Dr.
Walter Karch, MD®?® stepped into the room. He was shorter than I
remembered him but it was him all right; the same dark hair going
grey, the same slight moustache, the extra pounds around his
midsection.

“Good morning,” he said brightly before picking up the clipboard
and consulting it.

“Good morning, Doctor” He skimmed my bogus form quickly
and then set it down, his eyes moving up to my face, studying it.
“So you’d like to get some facial reconstruction, Mister Howard? Your
nose, in particular?”

“No,” I said flatly. “And that’s not my real name.” Instantly there
was a change of focus in his eyes... terror, panic.

“I...I keep no drugs in this office,” he stumbled. “And no money
either!” “I don’t want drugs, Doctor” I removed the envelope from
my coat and handed it to him. “I just want your help in keeping these
out of the public eye.”

He accepted them shakily and took a deep breath before opening
the envelope and pulling the pictures out. He barely looked at them
and then shoved them back in. He looked like a balloon whose air
had been let out. [ had seen the look many times before. People
almost expect their dirty little secrets to be discovered sooner or
later.
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Inside the envelope were several pictures, stills [ had printed off
from a videotape [ had taken about a week ago. It was shot on a small
side street that abutted Hollywood Boulevard. Young prostitutes
cruised this street. | spied Doctor Karch as he rolled to a stop in his
nice shiny Lexus. | zoomed in on the plate to capture the numbers,
and then taped the whole episode from start to finish. [ have a person
that works in the Department of Motor Vehicles who’s running a scam
issuing ownership documents for stolen vehicles. Besides leaning on
him for a couple of notes a month, I also expect perks from him every
now and then - like traces on vehicle plates. By the next day I knew
where the doctor lived, worked and played. After that it was simply
a matter of printing the pictures, deciding on the price and making
my appointment.

“How much?” he said finally.

“One thousand,” I said, and noticed his face brighten ever so
slightly. Then I hit him with, “.. a month.” He sank again. “That’s
twelve thousand dollars a year;,” he protested. [ smirked.

“That’s right, doc. Less than you pay for your Riviera country
club membership. Maybe even less than Tiffany pays to get her nails
done.”

That last part stung him. By letting him know I had tabs on* his
club affiliation and on his wife, he knew the cards were all mine. He
sighed in defeat.

“Starting when?”

“Today,” I said and then handed him a card with the name, address
and account number of my remailing service. “Then, starting on the
first of each month, mail the check to this address and this account
number.”

He took the card and studied it gravely for a long moment.
Finally, he sighed and nodded.

“Let me get you a check,” he said gruffly and left the room, closing
the door behind him.

[ smiled at the ease of this one and popped up onto the examining
table as I awaited his return, noticing for the first time that there
was music playing in the speakers overhead. The volume was very
low and I had to strain to make out the tune. I heard something

56



else though; muffled voices in the hall, then, footsteps in the hall -
multiple sets. Something didn’t feel right and [ began to get worried.

The door opened just then and the doctor stepped back in.
Following close behind him though were the two characters from
the waiting room. Their expressions were grim and [ jumped off the
table.

My feet had just hit the floor when the one with the sunglasses
shoved me back into the table. The other one shut the door quickly.
Then they both reached into their coats and the hardware came out:
Glocks, each equipped with silencers and each capable of pumping
massive amounts of lead into me faster than you could count.
Sunglasses put the tip of the silencer right against my nose.

“We understand you are giving the doctor troubles.” His accent
was thick and either eastern European or Russian, pronouncing the
“we” as “ve”.Isaid nothing. These guysknewthescore -they were mob!
“The doctor is doing important work for us and cannot be distracted
by such things,” he said.

The one with a goatee slid over and reached into my coat. He
pulled out not only the envelope with the pictures but my wallet as
well. Great! Now they knew my name and address. If they didn’t kill
me today, this squeeze and maybe many others would have to go
bye-bye.

“Where are the other pictures?” goatee demanded to know.
“At...at my apartment,” [ stuttered.

“Where else?” sunglasses said. “We know how these things
work. You have more sets and another location.” I nodded slowly,
the tip of the silencer against my nose, moving with me. “Storage
container,” I admitted. “In Westchester” The two looked at each
other and nodded. The guns were slowly withdrawn and reinserted
into their coats - though sunglasses kept his hand in his breast
pocket.

“We go now to your apartment,” he said. “Okay,” I said and we
left, goatee in front of me and sunglasses in the rear. As we walked
past the doctor he gave me a little knowing smirk. It stung me
because I recognized that look - I had given it to him just a few
minutes before.
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The ride over to my place was quiet and uneventful. [ rode in
the back of the big black Mercedes with sunglasses as goatee drove.
At the apartment the two men were all efficiency and thoroughness.
After giving them another set of photos they weren’t about to trust
my word and quickly tossed my apartment, easily finding every
hiding place I had and with it every bit of dirt I had on my squeezes.
They also took all of my cameras, notebooks and every CD-R and
DVD-R I had. Goatee even disassembled my computer and removed
the hard drive. It was a business in the process of liquidation. If I
lived to see another day, [ would have to start all over.

Satisfied with their cache, sunglasses turned to me. “We go
now to your storage container” I nodded and we left my apartment
the same way we entered: one in front of me, and one behind me.
On the drive over to Westchester goatee got on his cell phone as he
drove. The only Russian words [ know are vodka and babushka so it
didn’t make much sense trying to understand what was said. It did
seem, however, that he was taking instructions from someone and
that those two guys were merely the underlings for someone much
bigger. The thought did not give me much comfort.

The combing through the storage container went as efficiently
and quickly as through my apartment. Those guys were pros*® and we
were in and out with everything of importance in under ten minutes.
With the door slid down and locked, sunglasses turned to me.

“We have one more stop,” he said. He nodded to goatee who
went around to the Mercedes and popped open the trunk. “In trunk,”
sunglasses commanded. “What?!” I said incredulously. He reached
into his coat and pulled the Glock!® out just enough for me to see
the butt end. “Dead or alive,” he said flatly. “You get in trunk.” I stood
there for a moment looking at the two of them. There was no way out
and [ knew it. Resigned, I climbed into the trunk. It closed with a loud
thump that hurt my ears.

[ guessed that we drove for about forty-five minutes. It felt
and sounded like freeway at first, followed by surface streets and
then finally some winding roads. [ had the sensation that we were
climbing and I guessed that we were somewhere in Malibu or Pacific
Palisades.
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When we finally stopped and the ignition was switched off, the
trunk lid was opened and I was helped out by my two new pals'’. We
were inside a large residential garage with the roll-up door already
closed. A Cadillac Escalade was parked next to our Mercedes and
beyond that a Porsche. I was led by goatee through a door and into
the main house.

Without even seeing the whole thing I got the impression
that it was massive. The ceilings were at least fifteen feet high and
everything about it - doors, windows, mouldings - were large and
oversized. The style was a garish baroque with lots of glitz and
gild. Antique furniture and fancy artwork graced the living spaces.
The place was more museum than home. Goatees led us across the
parquet floor of a huge den and then through a side door that opened
into another room.

[ stepped through the doorway and the transformation was
shocking. While the rest of the house screamed of luxury and
conspicuous consumption, this chamber was Spartan!® and all
business. White walls so pure and bright they hurt your eyes. A tile
floor polished to lapidary smoothness. Overhead lights you could
land a plane with.

But there was a diabolical reason for all of this sterility [ was
soon to discover, dear friend. For what was in the room told more of
its truth than [ wanted to know: stainless steel counter tops, cylinders
of compressed gas, medical monitors, and smack dab in the middle
of it all - an elevated flat bed covered in a drab green sheet. This was
a damn operating room!

Before I could even begin to fathom it all, another door opened
and in stepped my old buddy*® Dr. Karch. He was gloved up, masked,
and dressed in pale grey surgical scrubs. I couldn’t see his mouth
but his eyes were scrunched up in the corners and [ knew he was
smirking at me again.

In the meantime sunglasses pulled out his cell phone and
punched in a couple of numbers. | heard a phone somewhere
else in the house ring a couple of times before stopping. When
it did, sunglasses said a few words into his cell then handed it
to me.
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“Hello,” 1 said warily. “Mister Sharp,” the voice on the other
end said to me. “So glad you could join us.” The voice had the same
Russian or east European accent, but it was an old voice, thick and
raspy, a voice made harsh from a lifetime of smoking.

“Yeah, sure,” I said. “You see lots of things in your profession,
mister Sharp - lots of things you should not see. And this is a problem
for me, mister Sharp - big problem.”

“Look,” I said, trying to state my case. “l was just trying to squeeze
this guy a little bit. I don’t know you, I don’t know what you do, nor
do I care to know you or what you do. You have all my stuff now. Just
have your two goons?° let me go and [ swear I'll go away and cause no
more problems for you...or for the doctor”

“This, unfortunately, is something I cannot do, mister Sharp.
Doctor’s doing important work for me - very important work. I am
afraid, I cannot take chances”.

Important work, a plastic surgeon; I could guess what this was all
about. This guy probably had the FBI, the CIA, Interpol and everyone
else looking for him. The good doc was going to use his talents to give
him a new identity. How did I step into this!

“You have my word,” [ said, wondering as I said it how good my
word would be to anyone - especially this character. “You'll never see
me again. I'll even leave town if you want!”

[ could hear my own voice start to crack, tension, fear in it.
This guy could probably sense it as well. He was probably used to
terrifying people.

“In due time, mister Sharp. First, we have little business to take
care of”. I swallowed hard, fearing what this “little business” was.
A few seconds later, the connection was lost and the phone went dead
in my hand. I pulled it away from my ear and stood there just looking
at it. I could hear my own rapid breathing and saw my reflection in
the display screen. I was pale and ghostly looking.

Just then, goatee pulled up behind me and grabbed me roughly
around the midsection, pinning my arms to my sides. I lost the
strength in my arms and the cell phone fell out of my hands and
dropped to the floor. Sunglasses kicked it out of the way and grabbed
my shirtsleeve, roughly ripping it open and exposing my bicep.
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I began to struggle, trying unsuccessfully to squirm out of
goatee’s Herculean grasp as | saw the doctor stepping slowly
towards me. In his hand was a syringe filled with some kind of fluid.
He removed the safety cap and depressed the plunger slowly. A small
amount of liquid squirted from the needle. [ began to scream just as
[ felt the sharp pain of its penetration into my arm. My body began to
feel warm. Things began to spin. As bright as the room was, it began
to grow dim. My peripheral vision closed in like a tunnel, shrinking
down from all sides. Then...then...

* * *

It's been almost two years since that fateful day, a day that
changed my life for the worse..but also for the better. I've gone
straight now - legit. [ work as an investigator for a big insurance
company. And I'm doing quite well, thank you. After all, who would
know better than yours truly how to spot a scam or a fraud or a lie?

I never met the malefactor of my current disposition - that day
or ever since. [ never knew his name, or what he did, or whatever
became of him. All I knew was that I came round in a field in the
hills above LA several hours later, my head throbbing and my shirt
spattered with blood. Only calling cards left for me, a small make-
up mirror and a note. The note read quite simply: “Mr. John Sharp,
now you will see less.” The reflection of my face in the little mirror
confirmed this: | was seeing less from that point on in my life - fifty
per cent less if you'd like to know the math.

And so, if you ever give cause to warrant the attention of an
insurance investigator in the course of your life, an investigator with
the odd habit of never removing his sunglasses whether he is indoors
or not, you just might know my name. I'm John Sharp: street smart
insurance investigator and former blackmail artist. AKA?!: One-eyed
John.

Notes on the text:

1. bear the consequences of an action or activity that one has enjoyed;

2. arepulsive or despicable person - HerijHUK;

3. the traditional social ideals of the U.S., such as equality, democracy,
and material prosperity;
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4. (informal) come to an arrangement, especially in business; make a
deal - yksiacTu yrozay, JOMOBUTHCH;

5. abbr. for post office;

6. obtain (something) by force, threats, or other unfair means, extort
money;

7. (poetic, literary) a private, romantic rendezvous between lovers -
no6avyeHHs

8. people sometimes refer to the films that are shown in cinemas as
the silver screen; the movie industry;

9. an affluent residential section of Los Angeles, California;

10. a country club with a championship golf course. It is located in
Pacific Palisades, California, a community within the city limits of los
Angeles;

11. an expression used to describe a wife, usually young and attractive,
who is regarded as a status symbol for the husband, who is often older and
affluent

12. (AmE) to act in a wary or crafty way;

13. abbr. for Doctor of Medicine;

14. (figurative) cTexxuTH 3a;

15. (informal) professionals;

16. a series of semi-automatic pistols designed and produced by
Glock Ges.m.b.H. (trademarked as Glock);

17. (informal) a friend; used as a form of address, especially to indicate
anger or aggression;

18. showing or characterized by austerity or a lack of comfort or
luxury;

19. (informal) a friend; used to talk to a man or boy, especially one you
don’t know;

20. aviolent criminal who is paid to frighten or attack people - 6angurT,
IPOMMUIIA;

21. abbr. for also known as.

READING COMPREHENSION SECTION
1. Answer the following questions.

a) How did John Sharp earn his living? What was the lesson that
he attempted to teach his marks?
b) What was his first business? Why did it end?
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¢) Describe John’s marks. What kind of information about them
was John supposed to keep secret?

d) What was John’s impression of Dr. Karch'’s office? Why did
he enter bogus name and address when filling out the form at the
doctor’s reception room?

e) What compromising information against Dr. Karch did John
Sharp possess? How did he manage to get hold of it?

f) Who accompanied John on his way home after visiting the
doctor? Why?

g) What were the two guys looking for in John’s apartment and
in his storage container?

h) Whatwas the final destination of their travel? What happened there?

2. Are the statements below true or false?

a) John Sharp was a law-abiding citizen who owned a small
soda-distributing business.

b) John had a number of marks who he leaned on.

¢) Dr. Karch didn’t have a family.

d) The patrons who came to the doctor’s office when John was
there were very friendly.

e) John Sharp intended to get some facial reconstruction.

f) Dr. Karch stole a vehicle and didn’t want this fact to become
public domain.

g) When his apartment was searched and all compromising
information found, John realized that his business was in the process
of liquidation.

h) John underwent a long-desired surgery.

i) John's previous experience of a shakedown artist helped him
alot in his new career.

j) John became a policeman after his business was liquidated.

3. Test your understanding of the text.

a) John Sharp cut a deal with Mr. Goldberg, an ambulance-
chasing attorney. (p. 52) It implies that Mr. Goldberg was an attorney
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e with a hobby of chasing ambulances.
e whose speciality was protecting doctors in court.
e who specialized in personal injury lawsuits.
b) The phrase “I stayed mum and dumb” (p. 52) is equivalent to
e [ was hard of hearing.
¢ [ was so shocked that I couldn’t say a word.
e [ was keeping the secret.
c) The author refers to a garment factory in downtown LA as a
sweatshop (p. 53) because
e employees used to work long hours there under bad
conditions for low wages.
e they had an illegal shop on the premises of the factory.
e employees used to do hard manual work there, so they were
sweaty.

d) Dr. Walter Karch had a trophy wife. (p. 53) It means that his
wife

e was given to him as a gift.

e symbolized a highly desirable prize which he had won in a
competition.

e was a gorgeous young woman regarded as a symbol of
wealth or success.

e) When filling out the form at the Doctor’s reception, John
entered bogus personal information because

e he didn’'t have any documents.

e he intended to blackmail the doctor.

e due to being a celebrity, he wanted to visit the doctor
incognito.

f) The acquaintance of John who works in the Department of
Motor Vehicles is running a scam issuing ownership documents for
stolen vehicles. (p. 56) It implies that

e itis hisjob to issue such documents;

e he is committing a criminal offence;

e he is running around the Department in order to issue
ownership documents.

g) John claimed that he had tabs on Dr. Karch’s club affiliation
and on his wife (p. 56), which means that
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e he used to pay their bills for them;

o he was keeping a watchful eye on the couple;

e he was providing them with drugs, like LSD or ecstasy.

h) Those guys were pros and we were in and out with everything
of importance in under ten minutes. (p. 58) Which of the following is
the above-specified sentence equivalent to?

e The gentlemen were real professionals who managed to do
their job in no time.

e The men supported John a lot and went inside and out of his
house in ten minutes.

e Those guys were prosecutors whom it took just 10 minutes
to do their job.

1) While the rest of the house screamed of luxury and conspicuous
consumption, this chamber was Spartan and all business. (p. 59)
Which of the following is the above-specified sentence equivalent to?

e Everyone in the house was from Sparta and they were
screaming.

e The house was very luxurious and wealthy, but that
particular room was devoid of excessive or lavish elements
of interior.

e While having rest in the house, they were screaming, and
only in one room it was possible to concentrate and discuss
business.

j) John admits that he has gone straight now - legit, (p. 61)
which presupposes that

e he is sexually attracted to the opposite sex;

e he has chosen the way which is not curved or crooked;

e he has become an honest citizen acting in accordance with
the law.
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VOCABULARY SECTION

1. Explain the following words and expressions in your own
words.

Extramarital affair with sb, mugger, to push a lawsuit through
courts, to start a small soda distributing business, to partner with
someone, illegal immigrants, clipboard with a form attached to it, to
fill out a form, drugs, to tape the whole episode from start to finish,
stolen vehicles, to mail the check to a certain address and account
number, to withdraw the gun, business in the process of liquidation,
the FBI (Federal Bureau of Investigation), the CIA (Central Intelligence
Agency), Interpol.

2. Complete the following sentences using correct
grammatical forms of the words and expressions from exercise 1.
Bear in mind the contents of the story.

a) John's wife divorced him because he had
which she couldn’t excuse.
b) There are numerous who arrive in the
USA every day with a burning ambition to chase the American dream.
¢) Therewas no other way outfor himbut
as he badly needed help and finance to keep his business afloat.
d) When John Sharp came to visit Dr. Karch, the secretary

handed him a which he had to fill
out.

e) John was suspected of being a big fish in an illegal business;
and all government agencies: , and

were looking for him.
f) John's brother supported him financially when he was
attempting to get on his own feet and .
g) He was undoubtedly involved in dealing .In order
to prove it, it was decided
h) As soon as the mugger noticed a passerby, he quickly
which he was pointing at me.
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1) When I met Sam, he was a ruined man and his business was

j) The nurse handed him a note and kindly asked him

3. Match the following words and expressions with their

Ukrainian equivalents.

a) extortionist; blackmailer | 1. peecTpauiiinuil )xypHan

b) personalinjury lawsuit | 2. 3ankyBaTuM Ta/4d LAHTaXyBaTU
(korocsb)

¢) termination of 3. OTpUMYyBaTHU KOMIIeHcalilo B

employment pe3ysnbTaTi BUrpaHoi y CcyAi cupaBu

(3rigHo 3 pimieHHsAM cyny)

d) fraud conviction 4. BUMararTeJb, LIAHTAXUCT

e) to collecton alawsuit 5. BHUpilleHHA crpaBy HIJISIXOM
YKJIaJIeHHs yTOAU

f) ambulance-chasing 6. 3aKOHHUM, IpaBOMipHUH

attorney

g) settlementofthecase= | 7. KoHAOMiHiyM, CHiBBJIACHICTB,

case settlement >KUT/IOBE TOBAPUCTBO

h) lien 8. BU3HAHHS BUHHUM Y LIAaXpalcTBi 4u
nipo6ii

i) toleanonsb 9. mnpokpydyBaTu adepu, 3ailiMaTHCH
1axXpaiCcCTBOM

j) tokeep sbin servitude 10. dikTuBHe iM's Ta afjpeca

k) tobecomepublicdomain| 11. cymoBa cmnpaBa 4Yd TM030B MpoO
3aB/IaHHS TiJIECHUX YIIKOJXKEeHb

1) condo = condominium 12. py4aTucs, rapaHTyBaTH

m) appointment ledger 13. posipBaHHS TPyA0OBOI0 JJOrOBOPY

n) bogus name and address | 14. 4iaeHCTBO y Kay6i

0) scammer 15. apgBoKaT, fAKUH HaB'A3ye  CBOI
MOCJIYyTH MOCTpaXAaJIUuM Bif,
HeLlJaCHUX BUNAJKiB

p) particulars of the case 16. crati HajAbGaHHAM TPOMAJCHKOCTI;
NeperuTH y BJACHICTb JepKaBH;
CTaTH Ny6JiYHUM, BiJOMUM
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q) torunscams 17. waxpai
r) to issue ownership| 18. mpaBomoOpyIIHUK, 3JI0YHHEIb
documents (for)
s) club affiliation 19. 3actaBHe mpaBoO, IMpPaBO apeITy
MaifHa 3a 6Opry; NpaBoO YTPUMaHHSA
BJIACHOCTI /10 CIJIaTH 60pry
t) to state the case 20. Bigain peectpanii TpaHCIOPTHUX
3aco6iB
u) legit (inform.) = 21. cniBpoGITHUK CTpaxoBoi KOMIIaHii,
legitimate AKMW  po3caigye cOopaBd  Ipo
BUILJIATY CTPAXOBKH
v) malefactor [ ‘meelifeekta] | 22. Tpumatu (korock) y pabcTBi/Ha
KaTOPXKHUX poboTax
w) to warrant 23. cyAUTUCA 3 KUMOCh
x) insurance investigator 24. BUJABATH JOKyMEHTH IIPO BJIACHICTb
Ha (1mocn)
y) to fight sb in court 25. p0moBiJaTH PO CIpaBy
z) Department of Motor| 26. nmofgpo6uLi cnpaBu
Vehicles
aa) number plate 27. peecTpaliliHUI HOMep aBTOMO06i/1s

following definitions?

4. Which words and expressions from exercise 3 match the

a) a person who uses threats or manipulates other people’s
feelings to force them to do something
b) to officially affirm or guarantee
c) to try to influence someone, esp. by threatening them
[INFORMAL]
d) membership in an organization
e) an apartment building in which each apartment is owned by
the person who lives there

f) conforming to the law or to rules
a person who attempts to defraud another person or group by

gaining their confidence (the victim is known as the mark, and any

accomplices are known as shills)
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a formal arrangement made between the parties to a lawsuit in
order to resolve it, esp. out of court

a formal declaration made by the verdict of a jury or the
decision of a judge in a court of law that someone is guilty of a
criminal offense of gaining money or financial benefits by a trick or
by lying

a lawyer who specializes in bringing cases seeking damages for
personal injury

the state of belonging or being available to the public as a
whole, esp. through not being subject to copyright or other legal
restrictions

a book in which a company or organization writes down
appointments or the amounts of money it spends and receives, etc.

a sign affixed to the front and rear of a vehicle displaying its
registration number
to devise dishonest schemes or carry out frauds

STUDY THE FOLLOWING LIST
OF USEFUL EXPRESSIONS.
RECALL THE SITUATIONS FROM
THE TEXT WHICH THEY ARE USED IN.

Shakedown artist, to get one’s cut, vested interest, to stay mum
and dumb, to toil away, plastic surgeon of legendary repute, to have
a muted exchange, to act cagey, to get some facial reconstruction,
to keep something out of public eye, to smirk, to disassemble the
computer, cache, to take instructions from someone, to be the
underling for someone, to comb through sth, to be in and out, to
switch off the ignition, conspicuous consumption, to step into sth,
in due time, peripheral vision, fateful day, to go straight, current
disposition.

5. Complete the following sentences using the prepositions
in the box. Mind that the prepositions may be used more than
once.

69



|from |for|in |of|off |on |out of |through |to |with |up |

a) Keeping someone _____ servitude is a crime.

b) I have had plenty ____ close encounters with automobiles
that came speeding______ nowhere.

¢) Regular breaking oflabour discipline may lead to termination
____employment.

d) Ann had a vested interest ____ keeping the compromising
pictures ____ becoming public domain.

e) He correctly decided that I had neither time, nor money to
fighthim _____ court.

f) The reception area was spacious and replete ____ plush
carpeting and framed artwork.

g) They had a muted exchange of which I couldn’t pick ____a
single word.

h) When John taped the whole episode ____start_____finish, he
decided it was enough to lean ____ the doctor.

i) When he realized that I had tabs ____ his club affiliation, he
sighed ____ defeat.

j) Itseemed that he was getting instructions ____someone and
that they were merely the underlings someone much bigger.

k) The combing ____ the storage container went quickly, and
they were ____and ____ with everything _  importance in ten
minutes.

1) The driver stopped the car and switched ____the ignition.

6. Form appropriate parts of speech to complete the chart.

Verb Noun Adjective Adverb
fateful
to investigate
public
squeeze
ownership | | smeeeemeeeeees

to scam
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peripheral
""""""""""" incredulously
liquidation | | seeemeeeeeeeee-
examining
toissue | | | e
-------------- slowly
affiliation | 000 | s
----------------- conspicuous
consumption
-------------- surgical
------------------- bogus
termination
(iDlegal
nervously
reconstruction
tosettle | | | s
servitude | | emmemmeeeee-
agreement

6. Translate the following sentences.

a) Kousu I>koH oTpHMaB A0Ka3U TOro, 1110 Ha LIBeHHiN ¢pabpui
BUKOPHUCTOBYBaJlaci TNPUMYyCcOBa MNpaud KiJIbKOX HeJeraJbHUX
iMMirpaHTiB, BiH BUpIlIMB 3a/ifiKaTH KepiBHULTBO PabpUKU Ta
NPUTPO3UTH, 10 Li [O0KAa3W y NeBHUW MOMEHT MOXYTb CTaTH
BiJOMHUMH LIMPOKI¥ rPOMaJCbKOCTI.

b) ¥ Toll pmosieHOCHUN [JeHb WOMYy 3pO6GUIM IJIACTUYHY
omepauir Ha 06JMY4i, 1110 i cTa/I0 NPUYUHOI MOro TenepiliHbOTro
CTaHOBHILA.

¢) AzBoKaTy, Ki cleniani3yloTbCcq Ha 3aXUCTi NOTePHiJINX Bij
HeLJACHUX BUIIa/IKiB, MOXXYTb 3a/1aTOJAUTH HaBiTh CYMHIBHI ClIpaBHy.

d) A ob6iugw, mwo MoBYAaTHMYy Hpo TBOI adepH, K TiJbKU
OTPHUMaAI0 CBOIO YaCTKY.

e) 5 6yB Ayxe 3aLikaB/JeHUN Yy TOMY, 11106 CpaBy BUPILIUIU
MUPHUM IIJIIXOM YKJIaJA€HHA YTOIH.
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f) llaHTakMcTU PpaHO YW TMi3HO 3aKiHUYyOTb TUM, LIO
OTPUMYIOTh 06BUHYBaueHHS y axpanlcTBi YK niipo6iii.

g) fK TibKU cTaHe BiJOMO, [0 TH MpaIo€ell il GiKTUBHUM
iMeHeM, Tebe yeKae po3ipBaHHA TPYLOBOrO JOOBODY.

h) Borocsa, mo Bauie cygoBe MNPOTUCTOSAHHSA 3aKiHUUTLCA
TBOEIO NIOPA3KOI0, i TU He 3MOXKeLll OTPUMATH KOMIIeHCallilo, Ha AKY
pO3paxoBYEILL

i) AnBokaT 6yB cripaBkHiM npodi, IKUi rapaHTyBaB, 1110 HOTo
Jii 6yAyTh BUKJIIOYHO NPAaBOMipHUMHU.

j) Owiiimarouu mocany y Biggini peectpanii TpaHcmopTHUX
3aco6iB, BiH mpokpyudye adepu i3 BUAAHHAM JOKYMEHTIB Mpo
BJIACHICTh Ha BUKPaJieHi aBTOMOGIII.

k) 3anam’sTaBimiM HOMepHUH 3HAaK aBTOMOOiJA, LIaxpaeBi
BJAJIoCsl Ai3HATUCA iM'sl 40JI0BiKa, HOro ajJipecy i, HaBiTh, YJeHOM
SIKOTO KJIyOY BiH €.

1) IlpaBONOpYyIIHUKK YacTO HAMArawTbhCsl BUIPABUTHUCh, X044,
iHO/li HaBiTb HEe PO3YyMIiIOTh SIK “BAMIIN” B adepy.

m) [lopo3MoB/IABIIM 3 UM CHpaBJi JlereJapHUM IJIaCTUYHUM
xipyprom, cniBpo6iTHHUK CTpaxoBoi KOMNaHil o/[pa3y 3p03yMiB, 110
[JbOMY 4OJIOBIKOBI € 1110 IPUXOBYBaTH.

n) BuBuMBIIM moApoO6HIi cHpaBH, afABOKAT BHUPIMIUB AiITH
06epexxHo y GopMyJII0BaHHI ClIipHUX MUTaHb y CIPaBi.

0) /bxoH 6yB 3aJl0BOJIEHMH, 1[0 3’ICYyBaB, A€ 3HAXOJUThCS
KOMIIPOMETYIOUUN peecTpalinHuM )KypHaJl.

POST-READING DISCUSSION SECTION

1) Describe the way John Sharp used to earn his living. Do you
consider it decent?

2) What skills and traits of character is it necessary for one to
have to be able to make your living by blackmailing other people?

3) What was the speciality of Dr. Walter Karch? What other
kinds of services, do you think, Dr. Karch provided? Do you expect
him to have been involved in anything illegal?

4) Do you think Mr. Sharp was prepared that one day his
business could be liquidated that way?
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5) Did you feel pity for John when you read that he was
mutilated?

6) Do you think that the outcome of the story was a happy end
for John or not?

7) Will John, in your opinion, make a successful career in his
new post?

8) Have you ever been blackmailed? What did you do to get rid
of the extortionist?

9) What are the best ways to get rid of a blackmailer?

10) What feelings and emotions do you expect one to have when
being blackmailed?

11) People are usually blackmailed because they have done
something wrong. Do you believe that everyone should pay (either
financially or morally) for a wrongdoing?

12) Do you think that blackmailing is a serious criminal offence?

13) What kind of penalty, in your opinion, should there be for
extortionists according to the law?

WRITING SECTION

1) Provide a written description of the crime basing on the
Criminal Code of Ukraine.

2) Modify the story: imagine that Dr. Karch had complained
to the police a number of times that he had been blackmailed by
John, but the police hadn’t taken any action. As a result, his family
collapsed and he was at a dead end. Would the classification of the
crime change?
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Unit 4
THE BACKYARD PRISONER:
THE STORY OF JAYCEE DUGARD

THE BACKYARD PRISONER: THE STORY
OF JAYCEE DUGARD
BRAIN INJURY, DRUGS, OR JUST A BAD SEED?

The son of a forklift operator and a real estate agent in Antioch?,
Calif., Phillip Garrido, now 58, was a quiet kid, but, by the time he
graduated from Brentwood’s Liberty High School in 1969, he had
come to stand out as a little weird. He had grown his hair out,
experimented with drugs and played in a psychedelic rock band. To
most of his classmates, the moccasins, the fringed leather jacket, and
the black light in his bedroom marked him as an outsider.

Maybe he was just more in tune with nearby San Francisco’s
youth culture than were his peers in the remote east end of the
Bay AreaZ?. But his father would later point back to this period as
a significant turning point, saying that the head injury Garrido
sustained in a motorcycle accident changed him.

His high school sweetheart seemed like an unlikely match.
Christine Perreira was the daughter of alocally prominent family. She
had been popularin school, racking up along roster of extracurricular
activities. She would later report, though, that he beat her and that
he’d raped a girl in school.

Garrido was charged with the rape of another girl in Antioch in
1972. But she refused to testify, and the charges were dropped. She
would come forward in 2009 to make sure officials were aware of
the incident, even though the statute of limitations on her case had
long since passed.

Despite these incidents, Perreira and Garrido got married and
moved to South Lake Tahoe in 1973. He'd allegedly been dealing
drugs, and may have been pushed out of Antioch by other drug
dealers. In Tahoe, she dealt blackjack at the Harrah’s Casino while he
played the bass guitar.
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She stuck by him through that first allegation and as he struggled
to make it as a musician, but she would divorce him after the second
set of criminal charges.

THE FIRST TRIAL

Garrido confessed later that he spent much of the fall of 1976
planning a crime. He stalked a woman, and rented a small Reno
warehouse to serve as his stage. He covered the walls with thick
rugs to keep things quiet, and hung plastic sheets throughout the
building to obscure the view in case someone wandered in. He
gathered all the accoutrements of a 70s bachelor pad3?: a mattress,
satin sheets, a fur blanket, colored lights, a projector, wine and
hashish.

On November 26, he ingested four tabs of acid, and attacked the
woman he’d been watching. She fought him off and got away. So he
dropped by the Harrah’s Casino where his wife worked and asked
another card dealer for a ride. Katie Callaway Hall remembered
him from the casino and agreed to give him a lift; she soon found
herself tied up and on her way to Reno as Garrido preached about
Jesus Christ. At the warehouse, he raped her. A cop noticed the car
outside and that the warehouse’s door was ajar. The officer knocked
and naked, beaten Hall managed to run out.

During his trial, Garrido blamed marijuana, cocaine and daily
LSD use for his behavior.

He was convicted of kidnap and rape and was sentenced to 50
years in prison.

He was sent to a federal prison in Leavenworth, Kan*. His wife
divorced him, but he struck up a relationship with a fellow inmate’s
Texan niece, Nancy Bocanegra, now 54. The prison chaplain officiated
at their wedding ceremony in 1981. Garrido used his time to study
psychology and theology. He was offered a transfer to a mental health
facility, but stayed in Leavenworth to complete his religious training.
Prison psychologist ]. B. Kielbauch saw in Garrido’s zeal as a new
Jehovah’s Witness an indication that he would be unlikely to commit
further crimes.
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He served only 10 years before being paroled in 1988. If he
hadn’t been set loose, things would have been different.

THE ABDUCTION OF JAYCEE DUGARD

South Lake Tahoe seemed like a great place to raise a family.
Jaycee Dugard’s mother and stepfather, Terry and Carl Probyn,
moved to the Californian resort in late 1990 to escape the crime
and stress of Orange County®. It was a quiet, wooded, child-friendly
neighborhood. Neighbors kept chickens under their porch.

Next spring, for the first time, Terry and Carl let their 11-year-old
daughter walk alone to meet her friend and nearest neighbor halfway
between their two houses on bucolic, wooded Washoan Boulevard.
They watched the shy, pink-loving girl from afar the whole time.

And Carl was watching a few weeks later on June 10, 1991, when
Jaycee walked to her school bus stop. He saw a couple in a grey sedan
pass by the girl, then turn around. When the car reached Jaycee
again, the driver pulled Jaycee inside and sped off. Probyn jumped
on his bike and pedaled after them, but lost the car before getting its
license plate number. He called the police, but he wouldn’t see Jaycee
again for 18 years.

Probyn would later conclude that the couple in the grey car
was Phillip and Nancy Garrido, who matched his 1991 descriptions.
Authorities would suggest that the Garridos drove through the same
neighborhoods where he’d abducted Hall. Nancy later would tell
investigators that when Phillip spotted Jaycee, he announced that
she was the one he wanted, and that they came back the next day
with a stun gun to subdue her.

A few of Jaycee’s classmates saw the incident too. Their
statements eventually helped the investigators confirm that Carl
Probyn was not a suspect in the case. But the ordeal shattered the
Probyn’s marriage nonetheless.

Nancy Garrido, on the other hand, stayed with her apparently
monstrous husband and seems even to have participated in his
criminal acts.
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NANCY GARRIDO: ANOTHER VICTIM
OR ANOTHER MONSTER?

The Garridos settled in the house just outside Antioch belonging
to Phillip’s mother, who suffered from dementia which ultimately
led to her hospitalization. A former nursing assistant, Nancy Garrido
spent years taking care of her elderly, ailing mother-in-law, while the
abducted Jaycee and, eventually, Jaycee and Phillip’s daughters lived
among the motley collection of tents and sheds in the overgrown
backyard. When a drugs-related parole violation sent Phillip back to
jail for 6 weeks, Nancy was the one in charge.

Colleagues at the nonprofit Contra Costa ARC®, where Nancy
helped adults with developmental disabilities, called her a competent
coworker. Neighbors and customers at Phillip’s printing business
thought she was an unusually quiet, deferential wife, maybe even a
hermit. She never had children of her own.

Was she under her erratic husband’s control, or was she as
rotten as he was? Nancy cried when she was arraigned - were those
tears for the girl, or for herself? Prosecutors alleged that she, not just
Phillip, had participated in the sexual abuse of Jaycee.

In addition to his wife’s consent, tacit or explicit, to his actions,
Phillip Garrido also turned his checkered past into an opportunity
to cloud the true, horrible situation from his community. When
concerned neighbors realized that there was a registered sex
offender in their midst, Garrido convinced them that he was only on
the sex offender list because his vengeful ex-wife had falsely accused
him of raping her.

So the secret endured though authorities had repeated
opportunities to uncover it.

MISTAKES OR MISUNDERSTANDINGS

In 2006, a neighbor reported that a woman and children were
living in tents in the Garridos’ backyard. A Contra Costa deputy
dispatched to the scene, checked out the call, and interviewed Garrido
on the porch. He didn’t run a backround check, so he didn't realize
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that Garrido was a paroled sex offender. And he failed to investigate
the one place the caller had explicitly mentioned: the backyard.

A 2008 fire in the backyard summoned firefighters and the
police, but somehow didn’t reveal the habitation of the backyard
compound.

Paramedics visited the house on emergency calls (presumably
involving Garrido’s ailing mother) a number of times over the years,
without noting anything suspicious.

Neither Garrido’s regular interviews with his parole agent nor
mandated visits, either scheduled or surprise, by the California
Department of Corrections and Rehabilitation revealed the crime.
The GPS device that tracked Phillip’s movement certainly didn’t note
that he’d imprisoned the missing girl in his own residence.

A neighbor whose property has also been searched in the case
insists that the whole story is an error. She says Jaycee and the
children were living in the house, and that they seemed happy and
healthy. According to this account, Jaycee wasn’t hidden away, locked
in a dungeon like Josef Fritzl’s” daughter. Instead, Jaycee worked
at Garrido’s print shop, handling design duties. She saw customers
regularly; she had access to a telephone and an email account, and
could have drawn attention to her situation if she’d been abused.
Angel, 11, and Starlit, 15, didn’t attend school and had never seen
a doctor, but Jaycee and Garrido taught them to read and write, and
his wife used her basic healthcare training to help keep them well. By
this account, all might seem fairly normal.

Other neighbors and customers disagree, and paint a disturbing
portrait of Garrido.

THE NEIGHBOURHOOD CRANK, A FAMILY ECCENTRIC

To most of the residents of that humble area of Antioch, Garrido
was the mysterious guy that people whispered about, and his house
was a spot the more sensitive among them avoided. They thought he
was ‘creepy. Parents warned their children to stay away.

Several neighbors complained that Garrido proselytized
excessively about his one-man church, God’s Desire. He showed them
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a machine - apparently just a mixing board and amplifier through
which, he said, God spoke to him.

On his blog® Voices Revealed, Phillip Garrido, aka ‘The Man
Who Spoke with His Mind, recorded his spiritual investigations and
his efforts to convince others that he had some special insight into
God and the human mind. His pseudo-legalistic and quasi-scientific
rambling was hard to follow, but he seemed to be convinced that he
could hear God. He believed that he’d liberated his mind and God had
revealed to him humanity’s real purpose.

For all his evangelical efforts, he got angry when strangers and
neighbors got too close to his property; in 2007, he seems to have
followed the Google Search View camera car down the street as it
filmed his neighborhood.

One print shop customer recounted that Garrido shared some of
his home recordings, songs about his struggles with his attraction to
young girls.

His own brother called him a fruitcake and said he wasn’t
surprised to hear of the alleged crime. It seemed in fact to have
surprised only the authorities, despite the GPS device he wore as
part of his parole, and the court-mandated supervision by the agent
assigned to his case.

FINDING JAYCEE DUGARD ACCIDENTALLY

A few days before his backyard reign of terror came to an end,
Garrido hand-delivered two manuscripts to the FBI's San Francisco
office: ‘The Origin of Schizophrenia Revealed’ and ‘Stepping into the
Light! In the latter, he discussed his struggle with his own violent
sexual impulses, admitting that they were hurting his loved ones. He
claimed he’d overcome them. Following his arrest, he insisted that
he’d turned his life around and that his alleged victim would have a
heartwarming story to tell; he told reporters the FBI papers would
explain everything.

Garrido wanted to share his discovery that those who heard
voices could learn to think and control themselves. He wanted to
hand out literature and speak on the grounds of the University of
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California, Berkeley. When he met with university officials to get the
necessary permit, he brought two young girls with him, saying they
were his daughters.

Special events manager Lisa Campbell thought something
seemed wrong. She called in UCB? police officer Allison Jacobs, who
agreed. The girls were stilted and remote and didn’t look healthy.
Garrido noted he’d been convicted of sex crimes and claimed that
he was now doing God’s work. Jacobs ran a background check and
discovered the 1977 conviction. She called Garrido’s parole agent,
mentioning in passing her concerns about the children’s well-being.
The agent didn’t believe Garrido had any children, but he promised
to follow up.

But the girls called him ‘Dad’ and spoke of both their mother and
an older sister. That ‘sister’ was Jaycee.

On August 26, 2009, the parole officer arranged a meeting
with Garrido, who was accompanied by his wife and ‘Allison’,
whom the parole officer had never met before and who turned out
to be Jaycee. ‘Allison’ was also the name she went by at Garrido’s
shop.

The California Department of Corrections and Rehabilitation
reported that Garrido, when confronted, had admitted kidnapping
her, and said the children were his. The police arrested Nancy and
Phillip Garrido and interviewed Jaycee. She confirmed her identity,
and was able to answer the questions to which, the police say, only
the child or her abductors would know the answers.

REUNION AND RECRIMINATIONS

After 18 years, Terry Probyn was reunited with her daughter
Jaycee and met her grandchildren. As the case proceeded, Jaycee
and the children took refuge from the media in a Bay Area hotel, and
tried to get used to their new freedom.

Jaycee’s stepfather reported that she had expressed guilt about
not being able to escape. He noted that Jaycee had been with the
Garridos longer than she had lived with her own mother and that
she’d developed a strong bond with the Garridos.
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An El Dorado County judge set a $30 million bail for Phillip
Garrido. As of September 16, 2009, no bail had been set for his wife.
Their attorneys arranged psychiatric examination of both. They
pleaded not guilty to 29 felony charges overall.

Contra Costa County Sheriff Warren E. Rupf publicly apologized
for his department’s failure to recognize the situation when they
visited the Garridos in 2006 and 2008. Now people are wondering
what other crimes authorities may have missed.

Phillip and Nancy Garrido faced a court hearing October 29,
20009.

Notes on the text:

1. acity in north central California;

2. theregion around San Francisco Bay, in north central California;

3. abachelor pad is a slang term for a house (pad) in which a bachelor
lives;

4. acityinnortheastern Kansas, on the Missouri River, home to several
prisons and also military facilities. Kan. is an abbreviation for Kansas;

5. acounty in southwestern California, between Los Angeles and San
Diego;

6. abbr. for American Red Cross;

7. Josef Fritzl, the Austrian electrical engineer who incarcerated his
daughter in an underground prison for 24 years and physically assaulted
her during her imprisonment;

8. awebsite containing a diary or journal on a particular subject;

9. abbr. for University of California at Berkeley.

READING COMPREHENSION SECTION
1. Answer the following questions.

a) Why was Phillip Garrido considered to be a dangerous creep?

b) What crime was Garrido charged with first? Why were the
charges dropped?

¢) What crimes was he convicted of for the second time?

d) Did Phillip Garrido serve the whole term of imprisonment?

e) Who was Phillip’s accomplice in committing crimes?
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f) Why wasn’'t Carl Probyn a suspect in the case of Jaycee
Dugard’s kidnapping?

g) How did the police manage to find Jaycee Dugard?

h) Why did the police fail to recognize the situation when they
visited the Garridos?

i) Was Phillip Garrido responsible for other unsolved crimes?

2. Are the statements below true or false?

a) Garrido’s first wife divorced him after the second set of
criminal charges.

b) Phillip was transferred to a mental health facility after
serving 10 years in jail.

c) Phillip’s criminal acts shattered his second marriage and his
wife Nancy left him.

d) Nancy and Phillip had two children.

e) Nancy Garrido used her basic healthcare training to keep
Angel and Starlit well.

f) The abducted Jaycee and the children lived in the house and
they seemed happy and healthy.

g) Phillip Garrido was convinced that he had some special
insight into God and the human mind.

h) Garrido’s regular interviews with his parole agent didn’t
reveal the crime.

i) Nancy Garrido was refused bail.

3. Test your understanding of the text.

a) Why had Phillip Garrido come to stand out as a little weird by
the time he graduated from Brentwood'’s Liberty High School?
e He experimented with drugs and played in a psychedelic
rock band.
e He sustained the head injury in a motorcycle accident.
e He used marijuana, cocaine and LSD.
b) The prison psychologist saw in Garrido’s zeal as a new
Jehovah’s Witness an indication that he would be unlikely to
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e hurt his loved ones;
e make inappropriate comments to the girls;
e commit further crimes.
c) Garrido wanted to share his discovery that those who heard
voices could
e control sound with their mind;
e speak to God;
e learn to think and control themselves.
d) Garrido’s parole agent didn’'t believe he had any children
because
e he had never heard of them before;
o they didn’t attend school or see a doctor;
o they didn’t develop a strong bond with the Garridos.
e) The Contra Costa deputy didn’t run a background check, so
he didn’t realise that Garrido was a(n)
e drug dealer;
e outsider;
e paroled sex offender.
f) Jaycee’s stepfather reported that she had expressed guilt
about
¢ not being able to escape;
¢ living among the motley collection of tents and sheds in the
backyard;
e working at Garrido’s print shop, handling design duties.

VOCABULARY SECTION

1. Explain the following words and expressions in your own
words.

To experiment with drugs, psychedelic, charged with, to deal
drugs, to plan a crime, to stalk sb, hashish, to fight sb off, marihuana/
marijuana [meeri'wa:na], cocaine [kauv’kein], LSD (lysergic acid
diethylamide), to send sb (back) to a federal prison/jail, prison
chaplain, prison psychologist, cop/police officer, to commit further
crimes, to escape the crime, to match a description/to resemble a
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sketch, investigator, stun gun, statement, to confirm one’s identity,
suspect in the case, vengeful, to falsely accuse sb of, to dispatch to the
scene, to check out a call, to search the house, GPS (Global Positioning
System) device, to run a background check, to note sth suspicious, to
reveal a crime, court mandated supervision, to imprison the missing
girl, DNA (deoxyribonucleic acid) test, license plate number, to
face a court hearing, under the watch of, investigation goes cold, to
participate in a crime, to post bail.

2. Complete the following sentences using correct
grammatical forms of the words and expressions from exercise 1.
Bear in mind the contents of the story.

a) Phillip Garrido grew his hair out, and played
ina rock band.

b) Garrido confessed later that he had spent much of the fall

c) Jaycee Dugard’s mother and stepfather moved to the

Californian resort to and stress of Orange County.

d) The of Jaycee’s classmates eventually helped the

to confirm that Carl Probyn was not a

e) The that tracked Phillip’s movement certalnly
didn’t note that he’d imprisoned the in his own
residence.

f) Garrido was the rape of another girl in Antioch.

g) During his trial, Garrido blamed , , and
daily use for his behaviour.

h) Garrido convinced his neighbours that he was only on the
sex offender list because his ex-wife had
him of raping her.

i) The officiated at Phillip and Nancy’s wedding
ceremony.

j) The saw in Garrido’s zeal as a new Jehovah’s

Witness an indication that he would be unlikely to
k) Paramedics visited the house on emergency calls a number
of times over the years, without
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1) Police officer Allison Jacobs and discovered
the 1977 conviction.

m) The police interviewed Jaycee. She , and was
able to answer questions to which police say only the child or her
abductors would know the answers.

n) Phillip and Nancy Garrido

October 29, 2009.

3. Match the following words and expressions with their

Ukrainian equivalents.

a) allegation

1.06BUHYBayeHHs] Yy KpHUMiHaJb-
HOMY 3JIOYUHI

b) to serve a term

2.3acy/PKeHUH 33  BHUKpaJeHHS
(n1t00uHu) 3 MeETOW OTpPHUMAaHHA
BUKYINy

c) torape

3.3JI04HH, 110
rafjaHuy 3J109UH

IHKpUMIHYETbCH;

d) justice system

4.BUKpaseHHa (ocoba. dumuHu abo
JMCIHKU), abAYKLis

e) to drop charges

5.9YMHOBHUK  CJIYX6H
32 YMOBHO-Z0CTPOKOBO
HEHUMHU

HarIsaAy
3BiJIb-

f) statute of limitations

6.3JI04MH, 3JIOYMHHA Aisl/AigHHS

g) criminal charge

7.BCTAHOBJIIOBAaTH CyMy 3acTaBU
(0ns  38inbHeHHA do noyamky
cydo8020 3acidaHHs1)

h) to transfer sb to a mental health
facility

8. cekcyasibHa
CTaTeBe HACHUJLIS

eKCIIyaTalid;

i) to sentence to imprisonment

9.3asBJIAATH NP0 CBOX HEBUHHICTb
(Ha cydi), He BH3HaBaTu cebGe
BUHHUM

j) convicted of kidnap

10. moTepmnisiui 3a 3aBOIO

k) abduction

11. mcuxiaTpuyHa eKcllepTHh3a

1) parole officer

12. Hepo3KpHUTe BOUBCTBO

m)criminal act

13. cucrema npaBocyans
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n) parole violation 14. Ha pexumi YMOBHO-
JIOCTPOKOBOTO 3BiJIbHEeHHS1/
3BIJIbHEHHH MiJ] YECHE CJI0BO

0) sexual abuse 15. BYMHATHU 3rBaJITyBaHHSA

p) sex offender 16. 3acymKkyBaTH [0 TIOPEMHOTO
yB'SI3HEeHHs

q) to set a bail 17. cTpOK MO30BHOI JABHOCTI

r) psychiatric examination 18. ynpaBiiHHA BUIIPaBHUX
yCTaHOB

s) to plead not guilty 19. 3HiMaTH 06BUHYBaYy€HHS

t) unsolved murder 20. roJsiocjiBHa 3asBa 4u

TBepJ)KeHHsI; O0OBHHYBaueHHs
B Cy/li y clIpaBax HENOBHOJIITHIX

u) alleged crime 21. npen’siBUTU 06GBUHYBaueHHS

v) to arraign 22. BiAOyBaTU TepMiH NOKapaHH:A
w)alleged victim 23. ocoba, sika BYMHUJIA CTAaTeBUU

3JIOYMH
X) on parole 24. nepeBOAUTH A0 NCUXIaTPUYHOIL
JIiKapHi
y) Department of corrections and | 25. mopyuieHHsI peXUMy YMOBHO-
rehabilitation JIOCTPOKOBOTI'0 3BiJIbHEHHS

4. Which words and expressions from exercise 3 match the
following definitions?

a) the action or an instance of forcibly taking a person or
persons away against their will

b) alaw enacted by a legislature that restricts the period of time
in which proceedings may be brought to enforce a right or punish an
offence

c) illegal sexual activities

d) a claim or assertion that someone has done sth illegal or
wrong, typically one made without proof

e) tostate thatone is notresponsible for one’s actions as a basis
on which the trial proceeds

f) the system of law enforcement that is directly involved in
apprehending, prosecuting, defending, sentencing and incarcerating
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those who are suspected of or have been charged with criminal
offence

g) a person who has been found guilty of illegal sexual
acts

h) to spend a period of time in prison

i) (of a prisoner) released before the end of a sentence if he or
she promises to behave well, or temporarily for a special purpose

j) a formal claim that one is guilty of a serious crime, e.g.
murder, rape or arson

k) an officer of a court who supervises offenders placed on
probation and assists and befriends them

1) to call or bring someone before a court to answer a criminal
charge

STUDY THE FOLLOWING LIST
OF USEFUL EXPRESSIONS.
RECALL THE SITUATIONS FROM
THE TEXT WHICH THEY ARE USED IN.

A feature marking sb as an outsider, peer, a significant turning
point, to publicly apologize for sth, to take refuge, real estate agent, to
rack up a long roster of extracurricular activities, an unlikely match,
to sustain an injury, a person of interest, to officiate, a fruitcake
(idiom), to summon firefighters and police, to chase sb away, to set sb
loose, to give sb a lift, to be in tune with sth, to develop a strong bond
with sb, to strike up a relationship, to go by some name, to cloud sth
from sb, to speak on the grounds of sb, to be accompanied by sb.

5. Complete the following sentences using the prepositions
in the box. Mind that the prepositions may be used more than
once.

away |back from for in of off
on out to under |up with
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a) It's the story of Phillip Garrido, a registered sex offender still
___parole.

b) He was ___ the watch __ the California justice system the
whole time.

c) Ifinvestigators are correct ___ their allegations, he was able
not only to abduct a young girl but to hide her ___plain sight without
coming to the attention of authorities.

d) Garrido’s neighbours thought he was a dangerous creep;
parents warned their children to stay ____.

e) As the case proceeded, Jaycee and the children took refuge
____ themedia___a Bay Area hotel.

f) He attacked the woman he’d been watching. She fought him
___andgot___.

g) A Contra Costa Deputy dispatched __ the scene of crime,
checked ___the call and interviewed Garrido ____ the porch.

h) El Dorado County judge set a $30 million bail ___ Phillip
Garrido.

i) He was convicted ___ kidnap and was sentenced ___ 50
years ___ prison.

i) A neighbour whose property has also been searched ___ the
case insists that the whole story is an error.

k) A drugs-related parole violation sent Phillip ___ prison__ 6
weeks.

1) The parole officer arranged a meeting ___ Garrido, who was
accompanied ___ his wife and ‘Allison” who turned ___ to be the
abducted girl.

6. Form appropriate parts of speech to complete the chart.

Verb Noun Adjective Adverb
supervision
allegedly
commit | | | e
accuse
infjury | |
suspect
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""""""""""""" guilty
violation | |
plead
missing =~ |------m-m-m-e-ee-
abuse | |
"""""""""" vengeful
offend | | |
reveal
prison | | emeememeeeeeeees
prosecute | | |

7. Translate the following sentences.

a) Skwo nig 4ac po3miay cipaBU BUHUMKAIOTh CYMHIBU 1110/10
MICUXIYHOI'0 CTaHy CTOPOHU y CIpaBi, CyJ Ma€e NpaBO BUMaraTu
NpOBeJleHHA [ICUXIaTPUYHOI eKCIIePTU3H.

b) IMm npexsBuaM 06GBHMHyBayeHHs y BMKpaJeHHi Ta
3rBa/ITYBaHHI, NPOTe, HAa Cy/i MiJicy/Hi He BU3Ha/JU cebe BUHHUMU
Yy CKOEHHI IJUX 3JIOYMHIB.

¢) Ockinbkd [JliBYMHA BiAMOBUJIACH CBiAUMTH, TO BCi
06BHHYBayeHHA 6y/0 3HATO. 3rol0M BOHA 3HOBY 3BepHYyJach [0
MPaBOOXOPOHHUX OpPraHiB, He3BaXKal4M Ha Te, 1110 CTPOK MMO30BHOI
JaBHOCTI y 1i cripaBi JaBHO MUHYB.

d) HeBizoMouu miicyAHUN NPUYETHUHN [0 IHIINX HEPO3KPUTUX
BOUBCTB Ta BUKPa/eHb.

e) Horo aBiui 3acymxyBany 3a BUKpaJeHHS HEIOBHOJITHIX.

f) IBaiTiBHMKA 3acyAWjd /[0 TIOPEMHOTO YB'SI3HEHHs
TepMiHOM 10 pokKiB.

g) BigcuapiBmin 10 pokiB y B’A3HUI, yB’sI3HeHOro OYyJ/0
3BIJIbHEHO YMOBHO.

h) BiH, Ak TBepAATb, TOPryBaB HAPKOTHKAMH.

1) Cynanas BiAMOBUB y NpU3HA4YeHHi 3aCTaBU AJ1s MiACYAHOI.

j) Toniuis 3aapemTyBasa mNifj03pHOBaHOr0 Iicjasi TOro, K
ob1yKasia oro 6yMHOK Ta 3HaMILJIA J0Ka3u CKOEHHS 3JI0YHHY.

k) Motepmini, ixHi cycigy, i HaBiTH 6paT MifAO3pIOBAHOTrO, HE
6y/iu 3MBOBaHI, KOJIU NOYY/IM PO IHKPUMiIHOBaHUH HOMY 3JI0UMH.
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1) CniBpo6iTHUK moJiinil, BUBYUBIIK MUHYJIE MiZ03PIOBAHOTO,
BUSBUB CYyUMICTb.

m) [lo3uBau cTBep/xkye, o ApyxuHa Pinina lappigo 6yna
CHiBY4YaCHULEIO 3JI0YUHY.

n) OnepaTUBHUHM MpaliBHUK BiJOBiJalbHUN 3a YMOBHO-
JIOCTPOKOBe 3BiJIbHEHHS, KOTPUN MPOBOAUB peryJsipHi 3ycTpiui 3i
3BIJIbHEHUM, He IOMITUB HI40I'0 Nif03pisoro.

POST-READING DISCUSSION SECTION

1) Share your initial reaction to the story.

2) Compare the first marriage of Phillip Garrido with the second
one. Examine similarities and differences.

3) What might the relationship between Jaycee and her mother
be after their reunion?

4) What might Jaycee Dugard’s life have been, if her alleged
abductor hadn’t been paroled in 19887

5) Do you believe the Garridos were filled with remorse and
shame for the committed crimes?

6) What kind of person do you think Phillip Garrido is? Who, in
your opinion, is to blame for finding the missing girl only 18 years
after her abduction?

7) See Appendix 2 for the account of the criminals’ sentencing.
Do you believe the verdict is fair?

8) Should the victims have a say in the punishment of the criminal?

9) What, in your opinion, is the best way to deter criminals from re-
offending?

WRITING SECTION

1) Provide a written description of the crime on the basis of the
Criminal Code of Ukraine. Consider if it is possible to qualify that the
crime had mitigating circumstances if the victim (Jannie) believes
that the offender is her family and is very attached to him.

2) Modify the story: imagine thatit was not the police but Jannie’s
father who found her and when trying to rescue her accidentally killed
Phillip Garrido. How would you define such a crime?
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Unit 5
CHRISTOPHER DARDEN.
IN CONTEMPT (ABSTRACT)

Christopher Allen Darden (April 7, 1956) is an American
lawyer, writer, lecturer and practicing attorney. Darden has a B.S.1
in Criminal Justice Administration and a law degree.

During his tenure as a prosecutor, he was the Assistant Head
Deputy Attorney of the Special Investigation Division investigating
election law violations and police officer shootings and allegations
of excessive use of force by police.

In 1995, Darden joined the faculty at California State University,
Los Angeles, where he taught criminal law and specialized in criminal
procedure and trial advocacy. In 1999 he started his own firm Darden
and Associates, Inc,, specializing in criminal defense and civil litigation.
Darden continues to be an advocate against domestic violence.

Darden has lectured at various colleges and universities. He is
a former legal commentator for CNN (Cable News Network), Court
TV, NBC (National Broadcasting Company) and CNBC (Customer
News and Business Channel). He has appeared on every major
television news and talk show.

Darden is also a writer. He is the co-author of the former number
one New York Times best seller, In Contempt (1996), The Trials of
Nikki Hill (1999), and LA Justice (2000). In September 2002, he
published The Last Defence, a crime thriller written with Dick Lochte.

IN CONTEMPT (ABSTRACT)

The neighbors hated the two duplexes at the corner of Thirty-
ninth and Dalton in Southwest L.A. The gang members stood there all
day and night, selling drugs openly in front of the porches. There was
so much traffic — people on foot, on bikes, in cars — you might think
there was a McDonald’s behind the two-story block apartments.

The duplexes were just a few blocks from the police precinct on
King Boulevard? — the Southwest Division — which some officers
called the “Wild, Wild West,” after a song by the rapper Kool Moe
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Dee3. One of the worst corners in the Wild Wild West was Thirty-
ninth and Dalton. The openness with which drugs were dealt so
close to the station and the frequency of drive-by shootings was an
embarrassment to the precinct’s new captain, Thomas Elfmont.

A Hispanic* family living between the two duplexes installed
exterior lighting on their garage to discourage drug dealing, but the
local gang, the Rollin’ 30s Crips®, immediately shot out the lights.
The family replaced the bulbs and the gang members threatened to
firebomb their house. One of the cops at Southwest Division dated a
womaninthehousebetween the duplexes,and shelodged acomplaint
with Captain Elfmont. Finally, the officers at the Southwest Precinct
got a warrant to raid the duplexes at Thirty-ninth and Dalton.

Several days before the raid, at roll call, EIfmont told the officers
they had “carte blanche”® to do what they needed to do and that they
had “bureau backing.”

Elfmont also reportedly said that if a Crip was shot the shooting
would not be closely scrutinized. But, he cautioned, “what’s said in
this room stays in this room.” On August 1, 1988, eighty-five police
officers left the precinct house and headed for the two duplexes.
They were carrying battering rams.

[ first heard about the raid at Thirty-ninth and Dalton about a
week after it was over, when the head deputy of SID, Steven Sowders,
poked his head into my office. | knew he had something interesting
for me. As the head deputy, Sowders supervised fifteen attorneys and
fifteen investigators and was responsible for assigning all the cases.

“I got a call from the LAPD?” Steven said. “Something about
some damage to some apartments during the execution of a search
warrant. Can you go down there and take a look at the place?”

“Yeah,” I said. “Why not.”

“Let me know what you see,” he said.

The duplexes at Thirty-ninth and Dalton didn’t look much
different from any other abandoned apartments in the city of
Los Angeles, just two more buildings with busted doors and
boarded-up windows. The difference was that these apartments
weren’'t abandoned. They had been occupied until just a few
days before.
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[ met the police Internal Affairs investigators out front and we
made the usual introductions and passed around business cards.

“Well, let’s go inside,” one of the officers said.

It was heart-wrenching, like a bomb had been dropped in the
middle of these people’s lives.

Doors and windows were broken. The doors had been chopped
off the kitchen cabinets. A refrigerator door was hacked off. Furniture
was cut up and smashed; clothes and other belongings were strewn
about the apartment.

There seemed to be a hundred holes poked in what was left
of the walls, some of them big gashes in the plaster, each of them
framed with bits of red paint from whatever had been used to punch
the holes. There were also big square holes framed in black paint,
and it wasn’t difficult to discern what had caused those: handheld
police battering rams.

[ went into the bathroom. Someone had taken an axe to the side
of a bathtub and had completely destroyed the toilets. An outside
staircase was ripped away from the wall of the building and nearly
knocked to the ground.

“The officers at the scene say some Crips apparently came by
after the raid and busted the places up,” one of the detectives said.

“Yeah, right,” Imuttered under my breath. I could tell the detective
didn’t buy it either. It didn’t seem likely that Crips would use police
battering rams and then scrawl “LAPD Rules!” on the walls. A few
days later, a police spokesman would acknowledge that “most” of the
damage was done by police.

I shook my head as I looked around at the devastation. These
apartments were uninhabitable. They must've run into an army of
gangsters here. They had waited to execute the raid on the first of the
month, when the residents would have received their county checks
and would have more than the usual amount of crack cocaine. They
must’ve found several pounds, [ guessed. But when I checked the file,
I couldn’t believe it.

That night, the Kevlar®-vested police officers of the Southwest
Division had set up a perimeter in a two-block radius of the duplexes
and detained anyone who seemed to be going in that direction. Soon
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they had forty people sprawled out on the ground — most of whom
didn’t live there and were just passing through.

In the end, they arrested only eight people and seized some
nickel bags of marijuana and a Baggie® of white powder that they
thought was cocaine but turned out to be the flour someone had
used to make fried chicken.

They arrested only one person who actually lived at the duplexes
they’d raided. That night, the cops had destroyed the homes of
families with small children and of women in their sixties, people
who went to work every day and to church every Sunday and were
no more drug dealers than I was. One woman said she was grabbed
naked out of her bathtub and separated from her four-year-old
daughter and two-year-old son while police went through her duplex,
destroying everything. The gangsters were selling drugs in front of
these destroyed apartments, but the cops didn’t stop to think: They
don'’t necessarily live there.

First the gangs victimized this neighborhood by setting up shop
near these duplexes and now the police had victimized it again by
destroying their homes.

To me, this was just the type of case SID needed to prosecute.
[ worked the case as aggressively as anything I'd ever prosecuted.
This was a chance to send a message to the community about police
accountability. But before I could proceed, I had to wait several
weeks for my boss, D.A.2?, Ira Reiner, to decide what to do with the
case.

It was July 29, 1990, two days from the two-year anniversary
of the raid, and people in the community were becoming anxious
to see if anything was going to come of this case. That afternoon, I
met with D.A. Reiner and two other top prosecutors, who had been
looking at the results of my investigation for weeks. I could see they
were expecting me to file misdemeanor vandalism charges against
the officers.

But my report on the case recommended felony vandalism
charges.

Reiner studied each word carefully and looked over the tops of
the pages at me. “Why felonies?”
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[ told him that office policy dictated that when the damage
exceeded $100,000, we had to file a felony. This was clearly more
than a hundred grand!. But there was a deeper moral issue. “To
do anything less would be to ignore established policy,” I said. “We
would be treating these officers differently than other defendants.”

There were also extenuating circumstances. The damage was
incredible and the cops had been malicious. One had even filed for
overtime to make the battering rams from scrap iron and metal. They
tore up family photos and poured bleach on the victims’ clothing.
They tried to cover up what they’d done, first by blaming the damage
on gangs, and then, I found out, by dumping one of the battering
rams down a manhole.

Reiner thought for a minute and we talked some more about
the case. The meeting lasted about an hour. “File a felony tomorrow
morning,” Reiner said.

Fortunately, | had already thoughtto ask one of the SID secretaries
to remain in the office until the meeting was completed. We began
right away filing the charges in a felony complaint: conspiracy to
commit vandalism, a felony violation of Penal Code section 182(1).
The complaint named three officers as defendants, along with their
captain, Thomas Elfmont.

[ knew right away that it was going to be a difficult case. There
were some eighty-five officers at the scene. Thirty-eight had already
been disciplined by police brass, the largest number of officers ever
punished because of an Internal Affairs investigation. The challenge
for me was proving which officers were responsible for approving
and supervising the vandalism.

It was extraordinary that a captain was charged, and it sent
shock waves through the LAPD. But I was convinced that Elffmont
was ultimately responsible. I'd heard that he told his cops to level the
duplexes and make them uninhabitable.

After a couple of hours of fitful sleep, I arrived at work the
following morning at six. The complaints were ready to be filed and
the defense discovery material was being copied. All [ had to do was
to wait until the documents were ready and file them with the clerk
of the court at eight. | was bushed and I leaned back at my desk and
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finished the last sips of a twenty-two-ounce coffee. The phone rang.

“Yeah?” I recognized the twang immediately. It was Curt Livesay,
Reiner’s assistant. Curt prided himself on being an Oklahoman, and
he spoke with a smooth drawl.

“The man wants you to file misdemeanors.”

Reiner? I was stunned. “Misdemeanors? We never even talked
about misdemeanors.”

“The boss doesn’t want you to leave you blurting out things,”
Curt said.

This was Reiner caving in to police pressure. “Tell him not to
worry about it.”

But [ knew I was trapped. There was nothing I could do. “OK,
Curt. Misdemeanors it is, but this is wrong.”

We had to work quickly to file misdemeanors. As I filled out the
paperwork, I couldn’t concentrate. If these officers were convicted of
felonies, they would have to surrender their badges. That was very
important to me. These guys didn’t deserve badges. They weren’t
serving the public. They had destroyed the property and trampled
the rights of these people. They had intimidated innocent citizens,
painted graffiti on the walls, lied about what they’d done, and tried
to destroy evidence. They were acting just like the people they were
supposed to be catching: the gangs.

Filing misdemeanors meant the officers had little to lose. 1 didn’t
have much chance of winning this one anyway, and even if I did, no
judge was going to jail cops found guilty of misdemeanors. Judges
need the support of the police, and the police union was firmly
behind the officers. Yet there was nothing I could do. It was Reiner’s
decision.

Pretrial hearings began in the fall of 1990 and were incredibly
contentious. We squabbled over every conceivable legal issue. The
officers and their defense team were funded by the Los Angeles
Police Protective League'? and the Los Angeles Police Command
Officers Association?3, and were told not to spare any expense. And
so we went at it, day after day, over discovery of LAPD documents,
immunity for some of the eighty-five officers present at the scene,
and whether to admit the battering rams into evidence.
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But the cop’s attorneys claimed his rights were violated and that
recovery and concealment of the rams should not be admitted at
trial. It was so hypocritical. An LAPD officer who admitted lying and
concealing evidence was now claiming that his rights had been vio-
lated? The rams were admitted.

Apparently, Police Chief Daryl Gates got wind of'* my somewhat
aggressive style of seeking discovery and wrote a letter to the D.A,,
complaining that [ was overly aggressive. At the end of the typed
letter, Gates added in his own hand, “This guy has gotten personally
involved in this case and I'm sick and tired of this guy and the nasty
things he says about this department.”

A copy of the letter was passed on to me and [ was instructed
not to deal with the LAPD in such a heavy-handed manner. The letter
was also published in the Los Angeles Times.

By the time the Thirty-ninth and Dalton case got to trial, it
was humongous, more than 150 potential witnesses, each with
multiple statements. Typically, in a complex case, the investigating
police officer sits at the counsel table with the D.A., assisting him
in the presentation. But not in this case. The LAPD issued an order
directing Internal Affairs officers not to sit at counsel table or to help
in any way in the courtroom. Outside the courtroom, the City of Los
Angeles settled a lawsuit brought by the occupants of Thirty-ninth
and Dalton by paying out $3.4 million.

On April 1, 1991, the jury began hearing evidence in the criminal
case, and although it was just a misdemeanor, everyone paid
attention. Just a few weeks before the start of the trial, LAPD officers
had pulled over a driver named Rodney King and had beaten him
while someone videotaped it nearby. The public was enthralled by
anything that had to do with police abuse.

The Thirty-ninth and Dalton trial lasted three frustrating
months. Nobody wanted to testify in the case. Many cops refused
outright to do so. When they did testify, they changed their stories
and contradicted their Internal Affairs statements. One officer told
IAD?S that he smelled bleach on a pile of clothing, an odor so strong
he had to leave the room. Then, on the stand, he denied ever smelling
bleach, even after [ played an audiotape of him describing the smell.
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Yet a few officers took the stand and told the truth. One testified
that, during a roll call three days before the raid, Elfmont said that
“shooting a Crip gang member would be a cherry on the cake.”
Another admitted that three days prior to the warrant service
Elfmont said they should “leave the place uninhabitable. He might
have been trying to get our adrenaline up for it,” the officer said.

But most of the cops were determined to stick together, to not
implicate one another. It was a stark example of the code of silence.
At one point, one detective, Robert Clark, insisted that gang members
had threatened officers a few days before the raid. In the middle
of his testimony, Clark dramatically pulled out a Polaroid photo
showing gang graffiti that read: “Southwest KillA [sic] ¢ Police”. He
tried to insinuate the graffiti was a threat to police, but [ contended
that it was a statement of the police department’s reputation. Still,
[ was worried about the photo. As the jury filed out for the day, IAD
investigators and defense attorneys descended on the clerk, all
wanting to see the photo.

I looked too, then turned to Monroe Mabon and Suni Cookson,
the Internal Affairs investigators. “Date this thing”.

My intuition was right. The film was manufactured a year
after the raid at Thirty-ninth and Dalton. Clark may have perjured
himself. The following day Detective Clark did something I had never
seen an LAPD officer do before. Detective Clark exercised his Fifth
Amendment privilege not to incriminate himself.

The jury was out fifteen days. I knew we’d proved the cops
destroyed the duplexes, but had we determined which officers were
ultimately responsible? Finally, the jury came back with acquittals.
At the time, it was one of the few losses I'd ever experienced in court
and probably the most disappointing.

Notes on the text:

1. abbr. for Bachelor of Science - 6akasiaBp (IpUpOAHUUUX) HAYK;

2. a street in every major American city, commonly inhabited with
large amounts of unemployed African Americans. In most cities among the
top ten streets involved in gang shootings, drug busts, car thefts;

3. an American Hip Hop MC prominent in the late 1970s through the
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early 1990s. He was born in Manhattan, New York. He was one of the first
rappers to earn a Grammy Award and was the first rapper to perform at the
Grammys;

4. Inthe US, Hispanic is the standard accepted term when referring to
Spanish-speaking people living in the US;

5. acrip is a member of a Los Angeles street gang;

6. complete freedom to act as one wishes;

7. abbr. for Los Angeles Police Department;

8. trademark, a synthetic fiber of high tensile strength used esp. as a
protective gear such as helmets and vests;

9. a trademark used for a variety of plastic storage bags. This
trademark, often styled without a final s and in lowercase, sometimes
occurs in print with the meaning “a small plastic bag”;

10. abbr. for Doctor of Arts. Like other doctorates, the D.A. is
an academic degree of the highest level;

11. (informal) a thousand dollars or pounds;

12. the mission of the Los Angeles Police Protective League is to
vigilantly protect, promote, and improve the working conditions, legal
rights, compensation and benefits of Los Angeles Police Officers;

13. the Los Angeles Police Command Officers Association is a
professional organization dedicated to personal and professional
development for its members;

14. (informal) begin to suspect that (something) is happening; hear a
rumour of - J0BiAaTHCh, TPOHIOXATH;

15. abbr. for Internal Affairs Division. The Division of Internal Affairs
receives, processes, supervises and controls investigations regarding
employees. It is also tasked with ensuring that misconduct allegations
made against employees are thoroughly investigated while maintaining
objectivity by gathering all pertinent information in a professional manner;

16. used in brackets after a copied or quoted word that appears odd
or erroneous to show that the word is quoted exactly as it stands in the
original Latin, literally means ‘so, thus’.

READING COMPREHENSION SECTION
1. Answer the following questions.

a) Why did the neighbours hate the two duplexes at the corner
of Thirty ninth and Dalton?
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b) What was the name of the local gang?

¢) What did Elfmont mean by telling the officers at the roll call
that they had “carte blanche” and “bureau backing”?

d) When did the author (Darden) first hear about the raid?
What was the job of Steven Sawders?

e) What did the duplexes look like when Darden saw them?

f) Why didn’t Darden believe that it was some Crips who busted
the apartments up?

g) Did the residents of the devastated apartments sell drugs?

h) What was Darden’s attitude to the case and the convicted
officers? Whatkind of message did he want to send to the community?

i) Why did Darden intend to file felony (not misdemeanor)
charges against the officers? What was his boss’ initial decision?

j) How many officers were there at the scene of crime?

k) What was Darden ordered to do in the morning before the
hearing? What was his reaction? What did he say?

1) What was the primary difficulty that Darden and his team
encountered during the trial?

m) What treatment was a driver named Rodney King given by
LAPD officers? How did it influence the “duplexes case”?

n) How did the police officers try to hide what they had done?

o) Did the testifying officers tell the truth during the trial?

p) Did Darden manage to determine during the trial which cops
were ultimately responsible for devastation of the apartments?

2. Are the statements below true or false?

a) The precinct’s new captain Thomas Elfmont did not care
about the frequency of drive-by shootings taking place so close to
the station.

b) The woman who lodged a complaint with the Captain was
threatened by the gagsters.

c) The police never acknowledged that it was them who
devastated the apartments.

d) The police officers detained lots of criminals during the raid.
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e) Police Chief wrote a secret letter to the D.A. in which he
admired Darden’s style of work.

f) Every policeman paid attention to the trial and was eager to
testify.

g) The photo of the gang graffiti was a threat to the police.

h) LAPD administration was happy with Darden’s manner of
work.

i) The jury found the officers guilty.

j) There were many losses in court that Darden suffered.

k) The unwillingness of the cops to testify was a stark example
of the code of silence.

3. Testyour understanding of the text.

a) The author writes that the frequency of drive-by shootings was
an embarrassment to the precinct’s new captain. (p. 92) It implies
that the new captain worried about

e incidents in which a person, building, or vehicle was shot at
by someone in a moving vehicle;

e incidents when drivers were ignoring traffic rules, so they
were often shot at by the police officers;

e incidents when criminals while driving their cars, were
shooting at the District Police Office.

b) The officers at the Southwest Precinct got a warrant to raid the
duplexes. (p. 92) What does this statement imply?

o It implies that they obtained an authorization allowing
them to search or seize property or make a surprise visit
searching for criminals or illicit goods.

o It implies that they received a guarantee that the duplexes
would be raided one day.

o Itimplies thatthey were warned against searching the place.

c) What does Darden mean by the following: I could tell the
detective didn’t buy it either? (p. 93)

o He refused to purchase it.

e He didn’t believe it.

e He couldn't afford to buy it.
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d) The author writes that the police officers of the Southwest
Division were Kevlar-vested during the raid. (p. 93) How were they
dressed?

e It was Kevlar who gave them new vests.

e Their vests were old-fashioned.

e They had outfits with high tensile strength and temperature
resistance on.

e) The author writes that the case was a chance to send a message
to the community about police accountability. (p. 94) It means that

¢ he expected to make police officers’ secret accounts public;

e he intended to demonstrate to the public that the police
were unable to secure public safety;

¢ he wanted to write a letter to the community unmasking the
police.

f) Darden heard that Elfmont told his cops to level the duplexes
and make them uninhabitable. (p. 95) What exactly did he order the
officers to do?

e To ruin the apartments.
e To inhabit the apartments.
e To make sure they were on a level with the Police Office.

g) The phrase “code of silence” (p. 98) refers to

o the fact that the silence was a part of a code;
e oral agreement not to witness;
e the fact that silence was coded.

VOCABULARY SECTION

1. Explain the following words and expressions in your own
words.

Gangmembers/gangsters, toselldrugsopenly/deal drugsopenly,
drive-by shooting, captain, to discourage drug dealing, to execute
a raid/to raid, roll call, bureau backing, handheld police battering
ram, LAPD (Los Angeles Police Department), police Internal Affairs
investigator, to set up a perimeter, to seize, to victimize, report on the
case, to cover up, conspiracy to commit vandalism, scene of crime, to
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discipline, defense discovery material, to surrender a badge, to serve
the public, to trample on people’s rights, to intimidate innocent
citizens, to jail sb, defense team, to conceal evidence, police sergeant,
expertise, Police Chief, to allegedly aid the defense, to check a file,
potential witness, to violate a right, to testify in the case, to issue an
order, to take the stand.

2. Complete the following sentences using correct
grammatical forms of words and expressions from exercise
1. Bear in mind the contents of the story.

a) The family living between the two duplexes installed exterior
lighting on their garage to

b) Most defendants didn’t have the or protection
of the entire police department.

c) If these officers were convicted of felonies, they would have
to as they hadn’t been ; they had
and tried to destroy evidence.

d) Several days before the during
Elfmont told the officers they had “carte blanche” to do what they
needed to do and that they had “ "

e) The stood at the corner of Thirty-ninth and
Dalton in Southwest L.A. all day and night, in front of
the porches.

f) The officers and their were funded by the

Los Angeles Police Protective League and the Los Angeles Police
Command Officers Association.
g) At one point, one detective insisted that had
officers a few days before the raid.
h) The complaints were ready to be filed and the
was being copied.

i) Nobody wanted to testify . Yet a few
officers and told the truth.

j) The openness with which drugs were dealt so close to the
station and the frequency of was an embarrassment

to the precinct’s new Thomas Elfmont.
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k) An

officer who admitted lying and

was now claiming that his rights had been violated.

3. Match the following words and expressions with their

Ukrainian equivalents.

a) police precinct 1. cypoBe po3nopspKeHHs, opJep

b) police department 2. 1NOM'SIKIIYBaJIbHi 06CTaBUHU

c) police union 3. BiAMNOBiJa/JbHICTb, 3BITHICTb MOJIIii

d) tolodge a complaint 4. o06BUHYBaueHHs Yy KpUMiHaJlbHOMY
3JI0YMHI

e) warrant 5. JIONyCKaTH, J03BOJISATH SIK JJ0OKa3

f) toinsinuate 6. TopylleHHA  KapHO-KPUMIiHAJbHOIO
KOZEKCY

g) execution of a search| 7. cynoBui cekperap

warrant

h) todetain 8. pocynoBuil posrasp (cydosoi cnpasu)

i)  to prosecute 9. nmnosinelcbKe ynpasJliHHSA

j)  police accountability 10. ypery/nb0oByBaTH Cy[l0OBY CIpaBy

k) misdemeanor 11. ckopucTaTUCA NONPABKOIO

[misdi'mi:na]

1) felony charges 12. mopmaBaTHu ckapry (do cydy)

m) to file a felony 13. 3/10BXKUBaHHS noJtileiCbKUMHU
IOBHOBAXKEHHSAMH

n) extenuating 14. cynepe4uTH 3adBi

circumstances

o) violation of Penal Code | 15. pobutu npudeTHUM, BTATYBaTH (¥
3/104UH)

p) clerk of the court 16. 3BOJUTHU HAKJIEIN, IHCHHYBATH

q) to find guilty 17. BUNpaBAaHHs, BU3HAHHA  CYAOM
HiZiCylHOr0 HEBUHHUM

r) pretrial hearings 18. BHKOHaAHHS OpZiEpY Ha OOIIYK

s) toadmitsthinevidence| 19. 3BuHyBauyBaTH cebe, 0OMOBJISAATH cebe

t)  to settle alawsuit 20. moJiinelcbka npodcninkoBa
oprasisanis

u) police abuse 21. He3HAYHUH (ApiOHUI) 37I09MH
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v) to contradict a 22. 3aTpuUMyBaTH, 6paTH MiJ BapTy

statement

w) to implicate 23. moJineicpKa (TepuTopianbHa)
JIJbHULS

X) to exercise an 24. BUCYHYTH KpUMiHaJ/ibHE

amendment 0OBHHYBaYeHHS

y) toincriminate oneself | 25. o6BuHyBauyyBaTH (npokypopom);
nepecsiyBaTH (8 cydogomy nopsioky)

z) acquittal 26. BU3HATU BUHHUM

4. Which words and expressions from exercise 3 match the
following definitions?

a) to present the plaintiff’s reasons for proceeding in a civil
action formally to the proper authorities

b) a minor wrongdoing

c) reasons or factors which partly excuse a bad situation or
wrong action

d) ajudgment or verdict that a person is not guilty of the crime
with which they have been charged

e) to make (someone) appear guilty of a crime or wrongdoing

f) toinvolve someone in a crime

g) adocumentissuedbyalegal orgovernmentofficialauthorizing
the police or another body to make an arrest, search premises, or
carry out some other action relating to the administration of justice

h) tokeep (someone)in official custody, typically for questioning
about a crime or in a politically sensitive situation

i) to institute or conduct legal proceedings against a person or
organization

j) tosubmita charge ofacrime, typically one involving violence,
regarded as more serious than a misdemeanor to be placed on record
by the appropriate authority

k) an act of listening to evidence in a court of law or before an
official, esp. a trial before a judge without a jury
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1) to accepta proof as valid
m) deny the truth of a statement by asserting the opposite

n) the police station situated in a district of a city or town as
defined for policing purposes

0) cruel and violent treatment of a person by the civil force of a
state, responsible for the prevention and detection of crime and the
maintenance of public order

STUDY THE FOLLOWING LIST
OF USEFUL EXPRESSIONS.
RECALL THE SITUATIONS FROM
THE TEXT WHICH THEY ARE USED IN.

To pass around business cards, to blame sth on sb, to level to/
with the ground, to fill out the paperwork, to be behind sb, to come
clean, to squabble over sth, to spare no expense, to go at sth, to drag
one’s feet, heavy-handed manner, to videotape, code of silence,
cherry on the cake, file out for the day.

5. Complete the following sentences using the prepositions in
the box. Mind that the prepositions may be used more than once.

against | back with |by |down |for from in
of on out |over out for |outof |through
up with

a) They were expecting me to file misdemeanor vandalism

charges ___ the officers but my report ___ the case recommended
felony vandalism charges.

b) One woman said she was grabbed ___ ____ her bathtub and
separated ___ her four-year-old daughter and two-year-old son

while police went ___ her duplex, destroying everything.

¢) They tried to cover ___ what they’d done, first ___ blaming
the damage ____ gangs, and then, [ found ___, __ dumping one ___
the battering rams ___a manhole.
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d) Asthejuryfiled_____ theday,IAD investigatorsand defense
attorneys descended ___the clerk, all wanting to see the photo.

e) The police officers of the Southwest Division had set ___ a
perimeter ___ a two-block radius ___ the duplexes and detained
anyone who seemed to be going ____that direction.

f) Many cops refused to testify ___ the case.

g) Police Chief Daryl Gates got wind ___ my somewhat
aggressive style ____ seeking discovery and wrote a letter to the D.A,,
complaining that I was overly aggressive and personally involved
___ thecase.

h) Pretrial hearings began ___ the fall __ 1990 and were
incredibly contentious; we squabbled ___ every conceivable legal
issue.

1)“The officers ___ the scene say some Crips apparently came
___after the raid and busted the places ___,” one ___ the detectives
said.

j)Finally, the jury came ________ acquittals.

6. Form appropriate parts of speech to complete the chart.

Verb Noun Adjective Adverb
to incriminate | | |
to insinuate

acquittal | |
tothreaten | | |
to implicate

defense
tovandalize | | |

------------------ heavy-handed

to intimidate

conspiracy | 0 |=mmemmemmeeeee
todiscipline | | | ememeeeeeees

accountability

toexecute | | | emmmmemmmmen

complaint

107



__________________ contentious

search
protection

to discourage
to punish

7. Translate the following sentences.

a) 3ycTpiBuiMCh i3 mnpeAcTaBHUKAMHM MOJIiLleHCbKOI Tepu-
TopiasibHOI Ai/NbHUII, BOHU 0OMiHSIJIMCS BiSUTIBKaMU.

b) Odiuepu moJinii piiko 3B0JIiKalOTh 3 BUKOHAHHSIM OpJepy
Ha 0OIIYK.

¢) 3aBAsKU NMOM SKIIYBaJbHUM 00CTaBUHAM, 0OBUHYBaueHHS
y KpUMiHaJIbHOMY 3/I0YMHI 3MiHU/IM HA 0OBUHYBa4YeHHs Y ApiOHOMY
3JI0YUHI.

d) Iani CMiT nojasa A0 moJiilleicbKOTO YIIPaBaiHHSA CKapry Ha
odilepiB, sIKi 3JI0BXXMBaJId CBOIMU TOBHOBAXKEHHSIMU.

¢) CKopHCTaBLUIMCh NOMPABKOIO, 11106 He CBi[YUTU NPOTH cebe,
oMy BJ1a/10Csl YHUKHYTH 0OBUHYBa4Y€HHSI.

f) CekpeTrap cyay HOBiZOMHB, 10 B pe3y/abTaTi AOCYA0BOTO
pO3MIsAly BUPILIKWAM JONYCTUTH Led JOKYMEHT A0 CJyXaHHS
CIpaBH fIK JIOKas3.

g) KanitaH nouiuii Bxxe 4yB npo Mill CyBOpUM CTUJIb BEeEHHS
CIpaBH.

h) CepkanT mouinii nmpuxoBaB J0Kasu, 3a 110, 3TigHO 3
pilleHHAM BHYTPIIIHLOTO poO3CJaiAyBaHHdA, IMOIJATUBCA CBOIM
3HAYKOM.

i) TaHrcrepiB 3aTpuMaJiy 3a Te, 1[0 BOHU BiIKPUTO TOPryBaIu
HapKOTHUKaMU.

j) Cym Hajg moJsinelcbKUMH, SIKi PO3rPOMUJIMA TOMEUIKAHHS
MUPHUX I'POMa/siH, TPUBAB IIOHA/ IiB POKY.

k) BigmoBa mojineicbKkux CBiAYMTH y cyfi OyJja siCKpaBUM
NPUKJIALOM 3MOBY IIPO MOBYaHHS.

1) Tloninelcbkuit Hanaj 6y/10 BANHEHO 3 METOO NIEPEIIKOAUTU
TOPTriBJIi HAPKOTUKAMU.
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POST-READING DISCUSSION SECTION

a) What is your opinion of Christopher Darden as a lawyer/as
a person?

b) Judging by the author’s description of the ruined duplexes,
did Mr. Darden immediately understand what exactly happened
there at the night of the raid?

¢) What caused filing of misdemeanor instead of felony charges
against the officers? Was it, in your opinion, a correct decision?

d) What is your opinion about the officers’ behavior during the
trial? Was it natural?

e) Describe the style of Darden during the hearing. Why, to your
mind, did he behave like that?

f) Was Christopher Darden convinced in his winning the case?
Why?

g) Do you consider the verdict of the jury to be fair? Why?/Why
not?

WRITING SECTION

1) Provide legal assessment of the police actions.

2) Modify the story: imagine that the dwellers of the duplexes
were drug dealers. They had got wind of the planned raid and had
got rid of the drugs, so when the police turned up there was no sign
of drugs. Would the definition of the crime change?
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Unit 6
DENISE NOE. LEOPOLD AND LOEB’S
PERFECT CRIME

Denise Noe lives in Southeastern United States and she is the
community editor for the Caribbean Star, a monthly magazine. She
has also published her articles in The Atlanta Journal-Constitution,
The Humanist, Georgia Journal, etc.. Denise Noe is a contributor to
a variety of true crime e-zines, crime magazines and TruTV. In her
articles, Denise explores the reason behind the crime. Reading the
novel Compulsion by Meyer Levin contributed much to her interest
in crime. She read it when she was a teenager and was fascinated
by the fictional treatment of the Leopold and Loeb’s case - a case on
which she has an article at crimemagazine.com

LEOPOLD AND LOEB'S PERFECT CRIME

Richard Loeb and Nathan Leopold were as unlikely a pair of
cold-blooded murderers as ever appeared in U.S. history. Privileged,
brilliant, and coddled, they conjured up the perfect crime - just for
the hell of it - and then executed it quite imperfectly. Only Clarence
Darrow’s virtuoso courtroom performance saved these remorseless,
self-styled “supermen” from being hanged.

In 1924, 18-year-old Richard “Dickie” Loeb and 19-year-old
Nathan “Babe” Leopold of Chicago had reason to think of themselves
as “superior” people who could easily outwit the ordinary folk
who enforced the law. Both were exceptionally intelligent and had
academic careers in which they skipped several grades. Loeb, with an
.Q. estimated at 160, had already graduated from the University of
Michigan, to which he had transferred after a year at the University of
Chicago, completing his B.A. degree in two and a half years. Likewise,
Leopold was a child prodigy, entering the University of Chicago at
age 14. When he graduated four years later, earning Phi Beta Kappa*
status, he was among the youngest graduates in the elite university’s
history. Leopold’s 1.Q. was estimated to be stratospheric?: over 200.
There was much else remarkable about Leopold. He had already
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studied 15 languages and spoke at least five fluently. He had also
developed a strong interest in ornithology and had collected nearly
3,000 bird specimens. In October, 1923, Leopold delivered a paper on
a rare songbird called the Kirtland’s Warbler to the annual meeting
of the American Ornithological Union.

Their family backgrounds as well as their academic careers were
unusual and, perhaps even more than their school achievements, laid
the groundwork for their pronounced senses of superiority. Richard
Loeb’s father, Albert Loeb, was a top Chicago corporate attorney who
had worked in that capacity for Sears, Roebuck & Co3. before being
made the retailer’s vice-president. He was a multimillionaire who,
indulged his son’s every whim. ‘Dickie’ Loeb received an allowance
of $250 per month, and there was a standing order from Albert Loeb
to the family secretary that ‘Dickie’ was to have any sum at any time
without question. Leopold’s family was similarly wealthy and had
the same pattern of indulging his desires. His father was a retired
box manufacturer. Leopold received a monthly allowance of $125
and whatever other sums he asked for. Nathan paid for nothing
himself, his father taking care of tuition, room and board, books
and clothing, personal expenses, and all the costs of maintaining his
son’s automobile. When Nathan contemplated a vacation in Europe,
his father set aside $3,000 for that purpose - this at a time when
the average annual income of employed wage earners was $1,228.
His father seemed to suggest to young Leopold that the rules for
ordinary people did not apply to him. If the boy wished to kill birds
in the park or fish out of season, his father got a special permit for
him or just paid his fines without complaint.

In other respects, Loeb and Leopold diverged sharply. Loeb was
handsome, athletic and popular. Leopold himself possessed few
social graces*. He was short and awkward. Classmates made fun of
his size and teased him about his precocity, or ridiculed his interest
in birds. They called him ‘the flea’ or ‘Crazy Nathan.”” The yearbook
at a school he attended had him saying, “Of course, I am the great
Nathan. When I open my lips, let no dogs bark.”®

Leopold thought he had little need of other people, whom he
defensively regarded as his inferiors, save for one other person:
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Richard Loeb. The two became fast friends when they were 14 and
13 respectively and attending the University of Chicago. Perhaps they
were initially drawn to each other because they had both skipped
grades and, thus, were so much younger than their classmates. But
whatever the attraction, their relationship was intense. At a time
when homosexuality was a social and legal no-no®, something that
could not even be mentioned in polite company, the pair was soon
lovers although both continued to date women - Loeb being far
more successful in that endeavor than Leopold. They often quarreled
violently but continued to spend much time together after their
numerous fights. Leopold thought Loeb was, like himself, a sort
of superman. Leopold had read Friedrich Nietzsche’s works and
childishly misconstrued his philosophy. In his superficial reading,
he believed that a Nietzschean superman had the moral freedom to
violate the rules and laws that applied to ordinary people.

Breaking laws was an important feature of Leopold and Loeb’s
relationship. [t was more important to Loeb than to Leopold. The two
committed petty thefts, devised a system of cheating at bridge, set
small fires and turned in false alarms, perpetrated acts of vandalism.
They were caught sometimes, but they were never taken seriously,
never punished or stopped.

A crisis point for the pair loomed ahead in 1924 as the four-
year relationship was about to be broken up. Leopold was going to
Europe on a vacation trip, and from there to Harvard. They wanted
to do something dramatic to seal themselves together and decided
they would commit the “perfect crime” as the final proof of their
intellectual and moral superiority. This perfect crime would leave
no clue. It would also be perpetrated completely in cold blood. They
would kidnap a victim, kill him, and then collect ransom from the
deceased’s family. An essential feature was that the ransom was to
be collected after the murder, while the victim’s family was still being
assured that he was alive. That would show that both young men had
risen above such pedestrian human emotions as compassion.

The pair meticulously planned what they believed would be
their masterpiece of murder. They did not want to use one of their
own cars for the crime so set about to rent one under a false identity.
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To create that false identity, Loeb rented a hotel room under the
alias “Morton D. Ballard.” Then Leopold went to a Rent-A-Car agency
where he said he was a Peoria, I1l,, salesman named Morton D. Ballard
and needed a vehicle. When asked for references, he suggested they
call Louis Mason and gave them Mason’s address and phone number.
The phone number was actually that of a shop around the corner.
Loeb, playing Mason, waited by the phone and gave Ballard a glowing
recommendation. Leopold then paid a $50 deposit, took the car out
for two or three hours to establish credit, and was all set to pick it up
when it was needed.

They also provided for the disposition of the proposed ransom.
They opened bank accounts under the names of Ballard and Mason.
The money was to be paid in currency and would probably have
been deposited gradually in these accounts.

How would they collect the ransom without getting caught?
They decided they would tell the victim’s father to collect the money
in small, old bills, put it in a sealed box, and toss it from a train to
a deserted brush area. To that end, every afternoon at 3 o’clock,
from April to the week of May 15% 1924, the two of them boarded
a Michigan Central train, buying tickets to Michigan City. Standing
in the observation car Loeb, the athlete, practiced throwing off
packages of the right dimensions and weight at the spot selected by
Leopold (who knew this territory well from his ornithological and
botanical trips).

Leopold typed up ransom notes using a typewriter he and his
buddy had earlier stolen from Loeb’s fraternity house. Since they did
not yet know who their victim would be, he addressed them “Dear Sir”

They discussed what to do with their victim’s body. At first, they
planned to sink it into a lake but Leopold told Loeb he had a much
better idea. There was a culvert under the train at Wolf’s Lake, the
area where Leopold often took birding classes. He had not at first
been aware of it because the pipe was so well hidden.

At one point, they discussed kidnapping and murdering their
own fathers but decided that would not be practical since, as family
of the victims, they would be surrounded by too much attention to
collect a ransom.
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They discussed a friend of Loeb’s named Dick Rubel. However,
later they rejected this candidate because his father was a notorious
tightwad.

Eventually they decided that on the appointed day, they would
simply pick up a boy they found suitable from an area where affluent
schoolboys were apt to be found. “Suitability” meant that the boy
had to be small enough to easily subdue and be acquainted with at
least one of them so he could be persuaded to get into the car with
them.

On Wednesday afternoon, as planned, Leopold and Loeb, after
covering the vehicle’s license plate, drove around in their rented
dark blue Willys-Knight” looking for a victim. Driving close to the
Harvard Preparatory School, Loeb spotted 14-year-old Bobby
Franks. The youngest of three children, Bobby was articulate and,
at a school debate the week before, had made a good case against
capital punishment.

He was also a distant relative of the Loeb’s and sometimes played
tennis on the their nearby court. The car slowed down next to the
teenager. Loeb greeted the boy and suggested he hop in to look at a
new tennis racket. Bobby got in the car.

Almost as soon as he settled into the passenger seat beside the
driver, a chisel slammed against his head, hard and repeatedly. Both
Loeb and Leopold later reported in their confessions that Leopold
exclaimed, “Oh God! This is terrible! I didn’t know it would be like
this!” A cloth was forced down Bobby’s throat. He died from the
combined effects of blows to the head and suffocation. The Kkillers
would not use the rope to strangle him.

They proceeded to drive south toward nearby Indiana. In
prairie lands near Hammond, they stripped Bobby’s corpse and hid
his clothes in the tall brush. Waiting for it to get dark so they could
dispose of the body, they drove around aimlessly until they got to a
hotdog stand. Leaving the dead teenager on the floor of the backseat
of the car, they enjoyed hotdogs and root beers.

As night fell, Leopold and Loeb headed to Wolf Lake and the
culvert. Before forcing the naked body into the drainage pipe, they
poured hydrochloric acid over Bobby’s face, a surgical scar and on his
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stomach. Although, the hydrochloric acid did not succeed in greatly
disfiguring the areas over which is was poured, only in discoloring
them.

As that afternoon shaded into evening, the mood at the home
of Bobby Franks’s family was one of increasing anxiety. Bobby’s
parents were Flora Franks, a homemaker, and Jacob Franks, who had
made his fortune as a pawnbroker. In a profession famed for cutting
corners?, he had earned the nickname “honest Jake” for his square
dealing®. The couple had two other children, Jack and Josephine.

[t was not like Bobby to stay out late without calling his parents
to say where he was. Jack suggested he might have gone over the
Loebs, who lived just across the street, to play tennis. Jacob Franks
walked to the Loeb tennis court but did not see his son, or anyone
else, there.

Flora got on one phone to call Bobby’s classmates and Jacob
got on another to call the Harvard School’s headmaster. Getting no
information from the headmaster,; Jacob Franks phoned his attorney
and friend Samuel Ettelson. The two men met up and searched the
school Bobby attended.

After stuffing Bobby’s body in the culvert, Leopold and Loeb
drove back home, stopping along the way for Leopold to make two
calls, one to his father to say he would be delayed and the other to
Jacob Franks to tell him his son had been kidnapped. Jacob was not
home to answer the phone. Flora was and fainted after Leopold
told her, “Your son has been kidnapped. He is all right. There will be
further news in the morning.” Jacob and Ettelson revived her when
they returned.

After the call to the Franks, Leopold and Loeb mailed the
first ransom note, and then went to Loeb’s house to burn their
bloodstained clothes. They also tried, unsuccessfully, to remove the
bloodstains from the rental car. Later that night, the freshly minted
killers stayed up late playing casino.

[t was about 2 a.m. when Franks and Ettelson went to the police
department.

The next day, May 22, a mail carrier brought the special delivery
letter Leopold had written to the Franks home. It assured the

115



recipients that their son was “at present well and safe” but warned
that if they were to “disobey any of our instructions, even slightly;
his death will be the penalty” The letter warned Mr. Franks not to
contact the police or, if he already had, “do not mention this letter.”
It instructed the Franks to “Secure before noon today $10,000” in
“old bills” and described the denominations wanted. The extorted
funds were to “be placed in a large cigar box, or if this is impossible,
in a heavy cardboard box” then “securely closed” and “sealed at all
openings with sealing wax.” Finally it said, “Have the money with you,
prepared as directed above, and remain at home after one o’clock.
See that the telephone is not in use.” The ransom letter was signed
“George Johnson.”

Franks went to the bank to withdraw the money. Ettelson
called a friend of his, the chief of detectives for the Chicago Police
Department.

A newspaper reporter, who had been tipped off about the
kidnapping as well as the discovery of a boy’s body in a culvert near
Wolf Lake, called Mr. Franks with a description of the corpse. Franks
did not believe - could not believe - that the description matched
his son. While Franks nursed a pathetic trust in the kidnappers’
assurance that they would not harm Bobby, Franks’s brother-in-law
went to the morgue to view the dead body.

The telephone rang at the Franks home. Ettelson answered it
and Leopold, again calling himself George Johnson, told him that a
Yellow Cab would be sent for him and said he should “get in and go
to the drugstore at 1465 East Sixty-third St.” Ettelson handed the
phone to Franks who asked the caller to repeat the message. He did.

As soon as Franks hung up the phone, both men realized they
had forgotten the address.

Then the phone rang again. It was Franks’s brother-in-law with
terrible news: the dead boy found in the culvert was Bobby.

Early that morning, a Polish immigrant named Tony Manke had
finished working the night shift at a millhouse and was walking to
a repair shop to pick up a watch he had left there. He was on a path
close to a channel connecting Wolf Lake to another lake. He saw
something sticking out of a culvert and stood transfixed, his mind
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struggling to make sense of the shocking sight. Two small bare feet
poked out of a drainage pipe.

Manke was jerked out of his trance by the noise of railroad
handcars. He flagged down the men on that work crew and they
pulled the nude body of Bobby Franks out of the culvert. The director
of the crew found a pair of eyeglasses in the brush around it. Then
the group contacted police.

Not knowing that their perfect hiding place had given up its
victim so quickly, Leopold and Loeb drove to a pay phone, then called
the 1465 East Sixty-third pharmacy expecting to find a frantic, cash
laden Jacob Franks. To their surprise, store personnel told them
there was no Mr. Franks there. A few minutes later, Leopold phoned
again and described what Jacob Franks looked like. He was told there
was no one present of that description. Baffled, Leopold and Loeb
left the phone booth to see newspaper headlines proclaiming that
Bobby Franks’s body had been found.

Chicago was in turmoil. Used to gangland slayings in these
Prohibition days, it was shocked by wanton savagery against a
teenager.

Robert Crowe, the jut-jawed, ambitious, 45-year-old state’s
attorney, headed up the investigation. Experts determined that the
person who typed the ransom note was probably a novice typist but
an educated, intelligent person.

Police experts focused on the eyeglasses found at the scene.
Although the prescription for the glasses was a common one, the
frames, made of Xylonite, were chewed at the ends. The newspapers
carried photos of the glasses and the police contacted optical
companies in the area.

Many in Chicago wanted to help in any way they could in
finding the perpetrator of the Franks slaying. One of those who
seemed most enthusiastic was Richard Loeb. He got close to
Howard Mayer, the campus liaison with a Chicago newspaper. The
two were at the fraternity house to which Loeb belonged when
he suggested they might be able to find the drugstore that Jacob
Franks had been told to go to by the kidnapper. They could check
all the drugstores and ask if any had gotten a phone call asking

117



for a “Mr. Franks.” Just as Mayer and Loeb were about to leave the
frat house, two other young reporters, one of whom was a frat
member, joined them.

The group of four traveled from pharmacy to pharmacy with
this question until they came to Van De Bogert & Ross drugstore and
were told that, yes, they had received the calls. It seemed a “Eureka”
moment for Loeb, who crowed, “This is what comes from reading
detective stories!” One of the reporters asked if Loeb had known
the victim. Loeb replied that he had, then added, “If [ were going
to murder anybody, I would murder just such a cocky little son of
a bitch as Bobby Franks.” When this was first quoted in the May 31,
1924 Chicago Daily News, the newspaper left a blank in place of the
B-word.

Eight days after Bobby Franks’s death, police discovered that
there was something special about those eyeglasses after all. The
hinges were unusual. Only three eyeglasses with its type of hinges
had been sold in the Chicago area. One pair had been sold to a woman
who had them on when detectives visited her. Another belonged to a
man currently traveling in Europe. Nathan Leopold Jr. had purchased
the third pair.

Ironically, Leopold rarely wore the eyeglasses that would
become famous for unmasking the “perfect crime.” Roughly six
months before the crime, Leopold began suffering headaches from
eyestrain. He went to an optometrist who diagnosed a mild degree of
astigmatism'® and prescribed reading glasses that Leopold wore off
and on for a few weeks. He stopped having headaches and stopped
wearing the glasses. He left them in the breast pocket of the suit he
usually wore for birding - and wore on the night of the Franks killing
- and apparently just forgot about them.

Detectives went to Leopold’s home to inquire about the glasses.
Appearing utterly unafraid, Leopold said he was certain his glasses
were in his room. He went there to look for them but found only
their case. Then he told detectives that he must have lost them on
one of his frequent ornithological trips around Wolf Lake. Now
he remembered! He had stumbled and fallen on his last birding
expedition. That must be how he lost them.
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Crowe and the detectives asked if Leopold was willing to go
to a room at the LaSalle Hotel to answer further questions. A calm
Leopold readily agreed. Once there, someone handed him his
eyeglasses and asked him to try to demonstrate how they might
have fallen out of his pocket. Leopold put the eyeglasses in the chest
pocket of his jacket, then deliberately stumbled and fell. The glasses
stayed in his pocket. Then, the interrogators asked him to remove his
coat, lay it on the floor, and then pick it up from the hem. As he did,
the glasses tumbled onto the carpet. Of course, it would have been
possible for that to happen innocently on one of his birding trips but
investigators probably reasoned that while he might have taken his
coat off while birding, he would have had to remove it to help put a
body in a drainage pipe.

The investigators inquired about his whereabouts on the day
of Franks’ killing. Still seeming perfectly cool and collected, Leopold
replied that he had spent much of the day with his best friend,
Richard Loeb. The pair had driven around, ate and drank, and looked
for birds in a park. They had dinner, then picked up two young ladies
who said their names were Mae and Edna.

Leopold was taken to the police station at about 4 a.m. and
allowed to get some sleep before submitting to another round of
questioning the next morning. Again he told of an afternoon spent
driving around, birding, dinner, then the ride with young women.

Unbeknownst to Leopold, Loeb was then being questioned in
another LaSalle Hotel room. His story did not jibe with Leopold’s. He
confirmed that the friends had been together during the afternoon
but said they parted ways after dinner. However, later Loeb suddenly
recalled Mae and Edna.

Once their stories agreed, the investigators began to think the
pair was being truthful after all. Not wanting hard feelings with their
respected and wealthy families, Crowe even took them out for dinner
at an expensive restaurant. After that, Leopold and Loeb talked to
reporters and said they had no bad feelings about this unfortunate
mistake. “I don’t blame the police for holding me,” a forgiving Leopold
said, “I was at the culvert the Saturday and Sunday before the glasses
were found and it is quite possible I lost my glasses there.”
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Knowing that Leopold was part of a law study group, some
reporters checked with other members. They learned that Leopold
typed up the study sheets and made carbon copies for the other
students. He usually used a Hammond?!! but students recalled that,
on at least one occasion, he had used a portable. Study sheets were
compared with the ransom letter. According to experts, at least some
had been typed on the same typewriter.

Detectives searched Leopold’s residence but could not find
a portable typewriter. However, a maid said she had seen such a
typewriter in the home in the recent past.

On May 31, the investigators talked with Leopold’s chauffeur. He
told them that Leopold could not have driven his car that day since
he had worked on it throughout the day and it had been in the garage
late that evening when he went home.

Confronted with this, Loeb broke down and confessed. Leopold
confessed soon afterward. The “perfect crime” had been solved.
After they confessed, authorities traced the rental car (they were
still bloodstains on it despite the killers attempts to wash them off),
dredged up the typewriter from the lagoon into which it had been
hurled, and found the hotel room in which Loeb had registered as
Ballard. They also found a suitcase he had left behind containing a
library book checked out to “R. A. Loeb.”

Nathan Leopold had written that, “the only crime a superman
can make is to make a mistake.” Leaving their victim's feet sticking
out of the culvert, dropping traceable eyeglasses, turning in a blood-
stained rental car, leaving telltale library books behind in the hotel
room - he and his fellow “superman” had made more than a few
mistakes.

Their confessions made the case even more of a newspaper
sensation than ithad been. Here was the spectacle of two of Chicago’s
most privileged young men committing premeditated murder as an
“experiment.”

Anguish was especially acute in the city’s Jewish community
because of the backgrounds of both killers and the victim. However,
that community also breathed a sigh of relief “that the victim too had
been Jewish” since the killing of a gentile’? boy would undoubtedly
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have unleashed the anti-Semitism'?® that, in 1924, was never far
beneath American society’s surface.

CLARENCE DARROW

The respected attorney and his wife were asleep in their large
brass bed when, in the wee hours of the morning of June 2, 1924, an
insistent ringing of their front doorbell awakened them.

Mrs. Darrow went to answer the door. She opened it to see four
men, all chalk-faced and wild-eyed. They told her they had to see
her husband immediately and dashed into his bedroom where the
67-year-old, pajama-clad Darrow was just getting out of bed. The
leader of the group, Richard Loeb’s uncle, Jacob Loeb, threw his arms
around the attorney and exclaimed, “Thank heavens you are here!
No one else can save us. If you had been away we would have been
ruined. You must save our boys!”

Darrow had been a friend of the Loeb family for years. Like so
many others, Darrow had followed the case but assumed a mistake
had been made in arresting Loeb and his friend, so he said, “But
they are not guilty. You have your nephews, the Bachrach brothers,
defending them; their innocence should not be difficult to prove.”

“No, no,” Jacob Loeb said. “Dickie and Babe confessed this
afternoon.”

When Darrow asked what they thought he could do, the uncle
shouted, “Save their lives! Get them a life sentence instead of a death
sentence. That’s all we ask of you.”

The decision to take the case was not an easy one for Darrow. He
was overweight and in ill health. He knew of the public outrage over
the Franks killing and that he would be even more bitterly reviled for
taking this case than some of his previous controversial ones. Moreover,
his career had been largely devoted to the defense of the poor and
downtrodden. Many of the liberals who most admired him would
regard him as a sell-out* for taking the case of these scions?® of wealth.

But take the case he did. Stoutly opposed to capital punishment,
he viewed it as an opportunity to put the death penalty on trial. The
Bachrach brothers would assist him.
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Relieved when Darrow said “yes,” Loeb’s uncle soon wrote
out a $10,000 check as a retainer. The question of Darrow’s fee
would become a sore point both for him and the general public. It
was widely and falsely rumored that Darrow was going to be paid
$1 million by the distraught families.

Another rumor circulating was that Darrow was going to have
his clients plead insanity. Many people feared Leopold and Loeb
would be acquitted on those grounds, spend a few comfortable
years in a mental institution, and then be free. Far more realistically,
Darrow believed he had no chance with an insanity plea. In fact, he
felt that would be a sure ticket to the gallows for his clients because
an insanity plea would necessitate a jury trial and a jury was likely to
be swayed by the emotions that ran at a fever pitch among the public.

Crowe would be chief prosecutor. Assistant state’s attorneys,
Thomas Marshall and Joseph Savage, would act as his assistants.

The judge was the respected John Caverly, chief justice of the
Criminal Court of Cook County. He had helped put Chicago’s first
juvenile court into place.

On]July 21,1924, Darrow shocked the prosecutors and spectators
by entering a plea of guilty for both kidnapping and murder for
both Leopold and Loeb. He then asked “that the court permit us to
offer evidence as to the mental condition of these young men ... in
mitigation of the punishment.”

Crowe jumped to his feet with an objection. The defense could
not plead guilty and then try to prove insanity, he argued.

Darrow retorted that he was not going to offer evidence of
insanity but of mental problems short of insanity. It was a daring
gambit!® because never before had evidence of a defendant’s mental
condition been offered to lessen a sentence. Such evidence had
heretofore been used exclusively to show thata defendant was insane,
not responsible for his actions, and thus not subject to punishment.

Judge Caverly decided, “I'd like to be advised as fully as possible”
in making his decision regarding sentence and agreed to hear
testimony about the mental states of the defendants. Although it
would often be referred to as “the trial of the century,’ there was
technically no trial since the defendants pled guilty. What followed
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was really a sentencing hearing, one that would consume the next
three months.

Before putting on his own psychiatrists, Crowe called witness
after witness to testify to every gruesome detail of the crime. Darrow
objected that this testimony was unnecessary since Leopold and
Loeb had admitted their guilt. The prosecutor argued that such
testimony would also go to show the defendants’ state of mind. The
judge allowed it. Crowe would call 102 witnesses to testify; Darrow
would only cross-examine two of them.

The most pitiful of Crowe’s witnesses was the victim’s mother,
Flora Franks, who was only on the witness stand a few minutes. Pale
and listless, her grief was palpable. In the immediate aftermath of the
tragedy, many in her family were concerned for her mental health as
she had gone into a state of denial insisting in the face of proof to the
contrary that her son was alive and the kidnappers would eventually
return him.

As might be expected, the prosecution’s doctors testified that
neither Leopold nor Loeb suffered mental illness or defect. Their
only defect was in their moral sense.

Darrow’s doctors included endocrinologists who testified to
pronounced glandular disorders, especially in the case of Leopold.
Psychiatrists also discussed the boys’ growing up. Environmental
influences leading them to criminality were not hard to find and were
articulated by the psychiatrists who described their upbringing.

As was typical of children of their class, governesses did most of
the day-to-day care giving for both Loeb and Leopold. Their mothers
- typical of the times - did not work outside home and like many
mothers of the upper-middle class, neither felt obligated to be with
their young 24/7. In any case, Leopold’s mother would have been
unable to care for him adequately because she had been chronically
ill since his birth. His being the youngest in the family resulted in the
nickname “Babe.”

A governess from Canadanamed Emily Struthers began caring for
Loeb when he was 4 %2. A strict disciplinarian, Struthers spent much
time helping her young charge with his schoolwork. Her tutoring
led to his skipping of several grades of school. Perhaps believing she
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nurtured a genius who must notbe distracted by the ordinary fun and
games of childhood, Struthers discouraged Richard from associating
with boys his own age. Thus, he was deprived of normal socialization
for a single-minded obsession with book learning. A classic example
of what is now called the “hurried child,” Loeb was deprived of a
normal childhood and grew into an intractably childish young man.
Rebelling against this all work and no play regimen, Loeb latched
onto the vicarious excitement he found in detective stories that were
also forbidden by Miss Struthers. He began habitually lying to get
around his governess’s strictures.

Taught that the normal things he craved were bad, he began to
see himself as bad. According to a psychiatrist, he often fantasized
himself “in jail, being abused, locked up, laughed at and stared at.”

Complementing this fantasy was one of success as a “Master
Criminal” in which Loeb imagined himself the leader of a gang. In
real life, his “gang,” became Nathan Leopold.

Psychiatrists testifying about Leopold’s growing up said he
had been a precocious baby, pronouncing his first words when only
four months old. From the time he was six months old until he was
about 5, an older woman of German background called Mimi cared
for him. A young woman named Paula replaced her. Although Paula
only stayed six months, she had a profound effect on Leopold by
introducing him to Christianity.

The scores Leopold made on mental tests given by the doctors
were strangely discordant. He made extremely high scores on
intelligence tests buthis scores on tests designed to measure practical
judgment were very low. At the age of 19, he had the practical
judgment of the average 12-year-old, the psychiatrists found.

In 1922, Leopold transferred to the University of Chicago but
traveled frequently to meet with Loeb. An outstanding student,
Leopold graduated Phi Beta Kappa in March 1923. After Loeb
graduated from the University of Michigan in 1923 (with no special
honors), he began, like Leopold, taking graduate courses at the
University of Chicago. Leopold was studying law and Loeb history.
Both planned to attend law school eventually. Leopold thought he
would go to law school after his trip to Europe.
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The high point of the trial was Darrow’s powerful, eloquent
summation. The attorney pointed out that it takes “something more
than brains to make a human being who can adjust himself to life.”

Early in his summing up, he pointed to the heavy responsibility
he had placed on Judge Caverly by waiving a jury trial. “I am aware
that a court has more experience, more judgment, and more
kindliness than a jury,” he said, looking directly into the judge’s eyes.
“And then, Your Honor, it may be hardly fair to the court, because
[ am aware that I have helped to place a serious burden on your
shoulders. I know perfectly well that where responsibility is divided
by 12 it is easy to say, ‘Away with him." But, Your Honor, if these boys
hang, you must do it. There can be no division of responsibility here.
You must do it. You can never explain that the rest overpowered you.
[t must be your deliberate, cool, premeditated act, without a chance
to shift responsibility”

Addressing the prosecution’s repeated references to the extreme
atrocity of the crime, Darrow said, “Poor little Bobby Franks suffered
very little. It was all over in 15 minutes after he got into the car”

“The death penalty would not restore the victim to life”, Darrow
continued. “It would only add two state-sanctioned killings to execute
two “irresponsible, weak, diseased” boys”.

Darrow said, “I do not know how much salvage there is in these
two boys. [ hate to say it in their presence, but what is there to look
forward to? I do not know but that Your Honor would be merciful if
you tied a rope around their necks and let them die; merciful to them
but not merciful to civilization and not merciful to those who would
be left behind. To spend the balance of their lives in prison is mighty
little to look forward to .. . “

He said he was certain the future would be one in which the
death penalty was abandoned and for minors first of all. If the judge
sentenced Leopold and Loeb to death, he would be joining with
the barbarism of the past. The attorney said he was pleading “not
merely for the lives of these unfortunate lads, but for all boys and
girls; for all the young; as far as possible, for all the old. [ am pleading
for life, understanding, charity, kindness and the infinite mercy that
considers all . . . I am pleading for a time when hatred and cruelty
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will not control the hearts of men, when we can learn by reason and
judgment and understanding and faith that all life is worth living and
that mercy is the highest attribute of man.”

When Darrow finished his summation, several spectators had
tears in their eyes as did the attorney himself and, according to some
observers, so did Judge Caverly.

The judge did not announce his decision until Sept. 19, 1924.
At that time, he said he was not swayed by the voluminous medical
testimony although he called it “a contribution to the study of
criminology.” With that, a wave of tension went across the courtroom
as many assumed he would sentence the defendants to hang. But he
did not. He claimed his only consideration was their ages and the
reluctance of Illinois courts to sentence minors to execution. He
pronounced their sentences as, “For the crime of murder, confinement
at the penitentiary at Joliet!” for the term of their natural lives. For
the crime of kidnapping for ransom, similar confinement for the
term of ninety-nine years.”

Darrow did not get an enormous fee for this case. In the
immediate aftermath of the trial, his office was in debt.

Seven months after the sentencing, Jacob Loeb went to Darrow’s
office in response to a letter from Darrow. “You know, Clarence, the
world is full of eminentlawyers who would have paid a fortune for the
chance to distinguish themselves in this case,” he told his old friend.
“A hundred thousand dollars is all we can pay in this case, Clarence.
From that I'll have to deduct the ten thousand dollars I already paid
you.” He handed the attorney a check for thirty thousand dollars and
showed him the two other checks he had in the same amount for
each of the Bachrach brothers.

PRISON: LOEB’'S DEATH AND LEOPOLD'’S RELEASE

The two spoiled sons of privilege'® were now confined in an
environment of enforced deprivation. These self-styled “supermen”
lived among the often-illiterate sons of the destitute® and, like them,
had to conform to the rules and orders of guards who were also from
the working and poor classes.
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For several years, prison officials kept Leopold and Loeb apart.
In 1931 they were allowed to live in close proximity. Their renewed
association proved constructive. In 1932, they opened a school for
prisoners. Loeb began researching a book he intended to write on
the history of the Civil War.

On January 28, 1936, inmate James Day attacked Loeb in a
shower, slashing Loeb over 50 times with a straight razor. Doctors
struggled to save his life but he soon succumbed to his wounds.

Day was tried for the murder of Richard Loeb. He pled self-
defense. Incredibly, he claimed that he was fighting off a sexual attack
by Loeb despite the fact that Loeb had over 50 wounds while Day had
none. Even more incredibly, the jury acquitted him. Many observers
thought the jury simply did not want to punish the murderer of
Richard Loeb.

Bereft of his partner, Leopold continued working for the
prison school and studying many subjects. As he always had, he
especially enjoyed learning languages. Leopold taught himself
Braille?® in order to teach a fellow inmate to read. He also learned
the trade of X-ray technician. In the mid-1940s, Leopold, along
with many other inmate volunteers, took part in an experiment
of malaria treatments and became very sick as a result. Although
the prisoners were not promised parole in exchange for their
participation in this project, many reasonably expected it would
weigh in their favor.

Leopold went before the parole board in 1949 and was denied.
For several years, he went before the board and was refused freedom.

Then, in 1956, Meyer Levin came out with Compulsion, a brilliant
fictionalized treatment of the case. The novel was an immediate
sensation.

The novelis deeply sympatheticto Leopold and Loeb, herereborn
as Judd Steiner and Artie Strauss. So sympathetic is Compulsion to its
anti-heroes that a niece from the Franks family approached Levin at
a lecture to tell him, “In our family we have always hated these boys.
After I read your book, I felt also that this man should be paroled.”
Indeed, it is likely that Compulsion was part of the reason Leopold
was finally paroled in 1958 after 33 years in prison.
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The publication of his own memoirs in 1958, Life Plus Ninety-Nine
Years, may have also helped. The book begins right after the murder
itself and follows Leopold’s life through trial and imprisonment.

He soon headed for Castaner, a small town in Puerto Rico where
he had ajob lined up as a hospital X-ray technician. [t was also a place
where the 52-year-old murderer hoped he could make a fresh start.

However, as a man on parole, he was supposed to adhere to many
restrictions. The terms of his parole forbade him to drive, drink, or
stay out past a curfew. He was not allowed firearms. However, he
drank, drove, stayed out past curfew and kept a gun for birding
purposes.

Ironically, a year and a half after being released, Leopold sued
Meyer Levin together with publisher and distributors of Compulsion!
He charged the author whose work built up public sympathy for him
and was probably instrumental in his having gained his freedom
with “misrepresentation of character” and “violation of the right
of privacy” He asked for $2,970,000 in damages. The novelist was
understandably outraged and said sardonically, “He’s still trying to
collect the ransom on Bobby Franks.”

Judge Thomas Kluczynski ruled in Leopold’s favor on April 15,
1964. The defendants appealed and the case dragged on for several
years. In 1970, the Illinois Supreme Court ruled against Leopold.
Justice Daniel Ward wrote in his final opinion, “Having encouraged
public attention, he cannot at his whim withdraw the events of his
life from public scrutiny.”

At the same time as his suit was being adjudicated, Leopold was
engaging in a variety of other activities. He attended the University
of Puerto Rico where he earned a master’s degree in social work
- graduating first in his class - did research in health fields, was
elected president of the student body, and published a book called A
Checklist of the Birds of Puerto Rico. He also met a woman he wanted
to marry.

Leopold married Gertrude “Trudi” Feldman Garcia de Quevado
in February 1961.

To the end of his life, he avoided discussing the murder,; although
he kept prominently displayed in his home the portraits of two men
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who could not help but remind him of it. One was Clarence Darrow,
the brilliant attorney who had worked so hard to save Leopold’s life.
The other was that of Richard Loeb, his partner in murder.

In stark contrast to the violent deaths of his victim Bobby Franks
and his accomplice Loeb, the end came peacefully for Leopold. The
66-year-old man, his wife at his side, died quietly in a Puerto Rican
hospital following a heart attack. He had willed his body to medical
research and his eyes to an eye bank. A woman received one of his
corneas and a man the other.

Notes on the text:

1. an honorary society of undergraduates and some graduates to
which members are elected on the basis of high academic achievement;

2. (informal) extremely high or great;

3. American department stores founded by Richard Warren Sears
and Alvah Curtis Roebuck in the late 19* century;

4. skills used to interact politely in social situations. They include
manners, etiquette, deportment and fashion;

5. (a quotation from The Merchant of Venice by William Shakespear)
“I am sir Oracle, and when I open my lips, let no dog bark”;

6. (informal) a thing that is not possible or acceptable;

7. an automobile that was produced between 1914 and 1933 by the
Willys-Overland Company of Toledo, Ohio;

8. undertake something in what appears to be the easiest, quickest,
or cheapest way, esp by omitting to do something important or ignoring
rules - maxparmoBaTy;

9. fair bargain or treatment;

10. a defect in the eye or in a lens caused by a deviation from spherical
curvature, which results in distorted images, as light rays are prevented
from meeting at a common focus;

11. the first office typewriter that appeared on the market in 1884;

12. not Jewish - (6i6.1.) HeeBpeH, (amep.) HEMOPMOH;

13. hostility to or prejudice against Jews;

14. (informal) someone who has not done what they promised to do or
who is notloyal to their friends or supporters, especially in order to become
more popular, richer - 3pagHuk;

15. descendants of a notable family or one with a long lineage;

16. a device, action, or opening remark, typically one entailing a degree
of risk, that is calculated to gain an advantage;
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17. an industrial and commercial city in northeastern Illinois;

18. boys born into wealthy or powerful families, to be raised without
the hardships experienced by the poor or the working class - npusiniefioBani
0coou;

19. those who are extremely poor and have nowhere to live - Hy>x1eHHi;

20. a form of written language for the blind, in which characters are
represented by patterns of raised dots that are felt with the fingertips -
wpudT Bpaiinsa (ans nroed 3 Bajamu 30py);

READING COMPREHENSION SECTION
1. Answer the following questions.

a) Why did Richard Loeb and Nathan Leopold commit the
crime?

b) What was Richard and Nathan'’s intellectual potential?

¢) What family backgrounds did they have?

d) In whatrespects did the young men diverge?

e) What was the basic objective of their committing the perfect
crime?

f) How did the criminals manage to decoy Bobby Franks into
their car?

g) How did the freshly minted killers spend the evening after
the murder?

h) What did the special delivery letter to the Franks’ home say?

i) Who found the dead body?

j)  What was so special about the eyeglasses found at the scene?

k) What did the police experiment with the glasses prove?

1) Who woke up the respected attorney Clarence Darrow and
his wife? Why?

m) What sort of rumors about Darrow and the defendants
circulated?

n) How did Emily Struther (Loeb’s governess) treat her young
charge?

0) Did the psychiatrists eventually find any factors that could
lead the young men to criminality?
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p) Was Richard Loeb’s murderer punished for his crime?

q) Who was the author of Life Plus Ninety-Nine Years? What
events was this book dedicated to?

r) Did Leopold manage to start it all over again in Puerto Rico?

s) Whose portraits was Leopold keeping in his home till the
end of his life?

2. Are the statements below true or false?

a) Known for committing numerous crimes, Loeb and Leopold
were considered to be serious offenders.

b) Bobby’s parents were very anxious when he disappeared
and were looking for him everywhere.

¢) A pair of sunglasses was found in the bush near the scene of
crime.

d) The citizens of Chicago were not accustomed to street
violence which is why Bobby’s murder confused everyone so much.

e) Richard Loeb seemed very enthusiastic trying to help find
Bobby’s murderers.

f) Comparing the ransom letter with the study sheets prepared
by Leopold for members of his law study group, it became clear that
at least some of them had been typed on the same typewriter.

g) Clarence Darrow immediately agreed to take the case.

h) Despite the public opinion, Darrow did not intend to have his
clients plead insanity.

1) There were numerous witnesses who testified to the crime.

j) Nathan Leopold was refused freedom a number of times
when he went before the parole board.

k) Leopold published a research on ornithology while in Puerto
Rico.

1) Leopold died peacefully in hospital.

3. Testyour understanding of the text.

a) Writing that Bobby Franks was an articulate young man,
(p- 114) the author means that
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e he was able to express himself fluently and coherently;
e he could articulate different sounds;
e his articulation was not his superiority.
b) Chicago was in turmoil. (p. 117) It means that
e there was much oil in the streets of the city;
e citizens of Chicago were shocked;
e Chicago was a city of violence.
c) Loeb broke down and confessed, (p. 120) which implies that
e Loeb was a religious person;
e his car ceased to function;
¢ he yielded to strong evidence and told the truth.
d) The phrase telltale library books (p. 120) is closest in meaning to
e purchased books which tell amusing tales;
e borrowed books which are widely discussed;
e books bearing outward indication of their origin.

e) .. anti-Semitism that, in 1924, was never far beneath the
American society’s surface. (p. 121) Which of the following is
equivalent to the part of the sentence specified above?

e Anti-Semitism was a widely discussed problem in the
American society at that time.

e The American society was not concerned with the problem
of anti-Semitism as it was not urgent at that time.

e The American society had long before eradicated the
problem of anti-Semitism.

f) Stoutly opposed to capital punishment, he [Darrow] viewed it
[murder case] as an opportunity to put the death penalty on trial. (p. 121)
Which of the following is equivalent to the sentence specified above?

e Darrow was strongly in favor of capital punishment, so he
willingly agreed to be present in the courtroom.

e It was the lawyer’s ambition to prove in the courtroom that
the death penalty should be got rid of in a civilized society.

e Being present at the trial felt like a death penalty for the
lawyer.

g) Leopold sued Meyer Levin for “violation of the right of
privacy”. (p. 128) Which of the following is synonymous to the phrase
in italics?
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o disregard of a human right to private life;
e violent behavior;
e intrusion into his privacy.

VOCABULARY SECTION

1. Explain the following words and expressions in your own
words.

Cold-blooded murderer, to execute a crime, courtroom
performance, to receive an allowance, to violate rules and laws,
to commit a petty theft, to perpetrate acts of vandalism, to collect
(a) ransom, meticulously planned murder, to mail a ransom note,
penalty, morgue, to be in turmoil, to head up the investigation, to
unmask a crime, to submit sb to another round of questions, to break
down and confess, to prove innocence, to release from jail, to be a
sure ticket to the gallows, to lessen a sentence, to admit one’s guilt,
attorney’s eloquent summation, prison official, violation of the right
of privacy, to dispose of the body, freshly minted killers, to succumb
to wounds, to kidnap for ransom, to be subject to punishment.

2. Complete the following sentences using correct
grammatical forms of words and expressions from exercise 1.
Bear in mind the contents of the story.

a) Leopold was taken to the police station and allowed to get
some sleep before being the next morning.

b) The two committed , devised a system of
cheating at bridge, set small fires and acts of vandalism.

¢) Darrow believed he had no chance with an insanity plea. In
fact, he felt that it would be for his clients.

d) When Clarence Darrow finished his , several
spectators had tears in their eyes as did the attorney himself. Only
the attorney’s virtuoso saved Leopold and Loeb from
being hung.

e) Never before had evidence of a defendant’s mental condition
been offered to a sentence.

133



f) Irresistible desire to

was an important

feature of Leopold and Loeb’s relationship.

decided to

g) The

kidnapped the victim, killed him and then

from the deceased’s family.

3. Match the following terms with their Ukrainian
equivalents.

a)

to enforce a law

1. HaYaJIbHUK PO3LIYKY (PO3LIYKOBOTO
BiAAiNy)

b) parole board 2. BUHOCUTH pillleHHs y CyA0Bill cripaBi

c) to apply the law 3. 3aIBUTHU PO BiJIMOBY BiJi 3aXMCHUKA

d) to adjudicate a suit |4. rpoui, oTpMMaHi MIJISIXOM BUMaraHHs

e) mitigation of | 5. reHepa/IbHUI IPOKYPODP; FOJIOBHUHN

punishment 06BUHYBaY

f) chief prosecutor 6. NOM’sIKIIEHHS] TOKapaHH#

g) plotter 7.3aCTOCOBYBATH 3aKOH

h) suffocation 8. kowmicis (paga) 3 yMOBHO-JOCTPOKOBOTO
3BiJIbHEHHS

i) extorted funds 9. cBi/[YeHHS MEJJUYHOT0 eKCIlepTa

j) request 10. posm. HaBOgUTH Ha CJiJ, HaJAHHAM
inpopmanii

k) confinement 11. y6GUBCTBO, IOB’si3aHe i3 po36ipkaMu 6aHz

1) death sentence 12. 3MOBHUK, iHTpUraH

m) chief of detectives 13.1mofaBaTH 1030B, IO3UBATHUCS, HOPYIIYBATH
CrIpaBy, iepecaifyBatu (y cydo8omy nopsioky)

n) to plead self-defense |14.3a6e3ne4ynTH AOTPUMAHHS 3aKOHY

0) medical testimony 15. cirirunii; oco6a, sika TPOBOAHUTD JOTUT

p) to tip sb off 16. BuMora; 3alMT, 3adBKa; KJIONOTaHHS;
MPOXaHHSA

q) gangland slaying 17. ynyuieHHsd, 3aiylIeHHA

r) juvenile court (now:|18. cyj NpPUCTKHUX, CYAOBHUH IpolLec 3a

youth court) y4acCTIo XKypi NPUCTKHUX
s) tosuesb 19. BUPOK 10 CMePTHOI KapH, CMepPTHUI BUPOK
t) sentencing 20. 3axMCT Ha MiAcCTaBi HeOCYAHOCTIi; 3adaBa

PO HEOCYAHICTH (y cydi)
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u) insanity plea 21. persameHT (38i0 hpasu.); TOCTiHHE

JlOpy4YeHHs
v) interrogator 22.cyp y cnipaBax HEMOBHOJITHIX
w) jury trial 23. BUPOK /10 I0BiYHOT0 YB'sI3HEHHS],

NOKapaHHS JOBIiYHUM YB sI3HEHHSIM

x) chief justice of the|24.n036aBieHHs BoJi, (TIopeMHe) yB'sI3HEHHS
Criminal Court

y) premeditated murder|25. BunpaBHa ycTaHoBa (miopemMHo20 muny),

(kaTop>kHA) B'I3HUIA

z) life sentence 26. 10iaTH 3a5IBY

aa) penitentiary 27. 3a3paserigp obymMaHe Ts»KKe BOUBCTBO,
yMHUCHe BOMBCTBO

ab) the defense 28. rojioBa KpUMiHaJBHOTO CYyLy

ac) accomplice 29. nonepeHill TOHOpap aBOKATY

ad) standing order 30. BuUHeceHHs BUPOKY (CyZ,0BOro pillleHHs )

ae) retainer 31. cniBy4YacHHUK (3/104UHY), CIIIBHUK

af) to enter a plea 32. 3axuct (y cydi); 3aXucHUK (06BU-
HYBauyeHOoro)

4. Which terms from exercise 3 match the following
definitions?

a) (inthe US and Canada) a state or federal prison

b) to institute legal proceedings (against)

c) to ensure observance of or obedience to a law

d) killing by the deprivation of oxygen, as by obstruction of the
air passage or inhalation of noxious gases

e) a person who helps another in committing a crime

f) the act or an instance of requesting, esp. in the form of a
written statement; petition or solicitation

g) the act of putting someone in a room, prison, etc. that they
are not allowed to leave

h) someone who makes a secret plan to harm a person or
organization, esp. a political leader or government

i) to give someone such as the police a secret warning or piece
of information, esp. about illegal activities
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j) an amount of money paid to someone, esp. a lawyer, so that
they will continue to work for you in the future

k) verdict of capital punishment

1) a court that deals with juvenile offenders and children
beyond parental control or in need of care

STUDY THE FOLLOWING LIST
OF USEFUL EXPRESSIONS.
RECALL THE SITUATIONS FROM
THE TEXT WHICH THEY ARE USED IN.

To conjure up, to develop a strong interest in, to lay the
groundwork for, to give sb a glowing recommendation, to earn a
nickname, to nurse a pathetic trust in sth, to flag down a car, to grant
permission, telltale, on the grounds of sth, to nurture a genius, to
conform to rules and orders, to weigh in favour of, to turn sth down,
at a fever pitch, to work in some capacity, child prodigy, to indulge
a whim, novice, to insist on sth in the face of proof to the contrary,
all work and no play regimen, to place a serious burden on sb’s
shoulders, to shift responsibility, to restore the victim to life, to make
a fresh start, to will one’s body to medical research.

5. Complete the following sentences using the prepositions
in the box. Mind that the prepositions may be used more than
once.

about | after against |at by down for
from |in of on to under
a) The detectives went Leopold’s home to enquire ___ his

whereabouts the day of Franks’ killing.
b) Although the prisoners were not promised parole

exchange their participation an experiment malaria
treatments, many reasonably expected it would weigh their
favour.
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c) Stoutly opposed capital punishment, Clarence Darrow

viewed the case as an opportunity to put the death penalty ____ trial.
d) The prisoners had to conform ____the rules and orders ____
the guards who were ____ the working and poor classes.
e) Police experts focused ____ the eyeglasses found ____ the
scene that would become famous_____unmasking the “perfect crime”.
f) The pair didn’t want to use their own cars ____ the crime so
they set____ torentone____afalse name.
g) Chicago was _____ turmoil. It was shocked ____ wanton
savagery ____ ateenager.

h) Evidence of a defendant’s mental condition had heretofore
been used exclusively to show that a defendant was insane, not
responsible his actions, and thus not subject punishment.

i) Beforeputting his own psychiatrists, the chief prosecutor
called the witness to testify every gruesome detail the
crime.

6. Form appropriate parts of speech to complete the chart.

Verb Noun Adjective Adverb
to trace
to inquire
mitigating
to enforce
coherently
plea
to prosecute
criminality
to adjudicate
questioning
to search
______________ insane
______________ peacefully
guilt
to confess
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7. Translate the following sentences.

a) Cynns A03BOJIMB HABeCTHU J0Ka3U W00 NMCUXIYHOTO CTaHy
niJCyIHUX, 106 MOM SKIIUTH NOKapaHHS.

b) 3/7104MH BYMHHUJIM XOJOAHOKpPOBHO. CIOYATKy CHiJIbHUKU
BUKpa/JiM Ta BOWIH >KEPTBY, a 3roZilOM IMOYaJyd BUMaraTu BUKYII
y ciM’'i moMepJioro, BijlpaBUBIIM JIUCTA 3 BUMOTOI0 PO BUKYII, B
SIKOMY 3a00pOHSI0Ch 3BEPTATUCH 0 MOJIiLil.

¢) Sk TinbKMU aZBOKAT MOTOAMBCA MPEACTABJATH iHTepecH
3JIOYMHIIB y Cy/li, HOMY oJipa3y BUILJIaTWJIU [TONlepeiHilA roHopap.

d) Ilicis HaBeJleHHS HECIPOCTOBHHUX JO0Ka3iB 3MOBHUKH
3i3HAJIUCDh Y 37I0YMHI Ta BU3HAJIHU CBOIO BUHY.

e) HacrtynHoro [Hf, micjs Toro, ik 3JI04YMH OYJI0O PO3KPUTO, ¥
BCiX raseTrax MIIJIOCA NpoO Te, 10 MpUBiIeHoBaHi IOHAKKW BUMHUIU
3a3/jaJsierifb 064yMaHe TshKKe BOMBCTBO JIMIIE 3apafy EKCIEPUMEHTY.

f) Poauui nmokiliHoro 60s/1McCh, 1110 BOUBIbL BUIIPABAAIOTh Ha
NiJICTaBi 3aBU IIPO HEOCYAHICTb.

g) AABoKaT po3yMiB, 10 OOBHHYBaueHHS y TaKOMy
X0JIOAHOKPOBHOMY, peTeJbHO CIJIAaHOBAHOMY BOUBCTBI - Iie,
HeMUHYYe, IPAMUI KBUTOK Ha CTpaTy.

h) He3Bakatouu Ha 4yacTi BOMBCTBA, NIOB’sI3aHi i3 po36ipkaMu
6aHA, kUTeai MicTa O6y/JM LIOKOBaHI CBaBUILHOI >KOPCTOKICTIO
NPOTH MifAJiTKa.

i) Yepe3 HebOakaHHS 3aCyAUTH HENOBHOJITHIX 3JI0YMHIIIB
Jl0 CTpaTH 3a BOWUBCTBO CYA NOCTAHOBUB YB'I3HUTHU MiACYAHUX Yy
BUIIPAaBHIN YCTAaHOBI [10 KiHIISl iXHbOTO »KUTTS.

j) AABokaT 3po6UB yce MOXJIMBeE, 100 HWOro MiA3axUCHUX
3acyAUJId [0 JOBiYHOTO TIOPEMHOTO YB'I3HEHHS, a He [|0 CTPaTH.

k) TosoBHUM 00BMHYBa4y HAMoJfAraB Ha HENPUIYCTUMOCTI
OyAb-IKHMX TNOM’SIKIIYBaJbHHUX OOCTaBUH JJisl  3acy/PKeHHS
“HoBOCIeYeHUX" YOUBIIb.

1) 3a iponiewo goJi, Jleonmosbj 1MoJlaB MO030B Ha aBTopa 3a
NOpyLIeHHs NIpaBa Ha 0COOUCTE KUTTSI.

m) B’3HAM Mo06ilsaIu AOCTPOKOBE 3BiJIbHEHHS, SIKIO BOHU
NOTOASITHCS B3SITH Y4acTh B eKCIIEPUMEHTI.

n) CymoBui mpolec Haj MNiAJiTKaMU BifgOyBaBcAd B CYAi Y
CripaBax HEMOBHOJIITHIX.
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0) KpacHoMoBHa ¢iHa/sbHaIPOMOBaaJjBOKaTa HeJIUIle BpSAITYBajia
KUTTA [iTel 3 NpUBiNIeOBaHUX POJMH, ajle ¥ CTajla OJHUM i3 IepLIux
KPOKIB /10 CKacyBaHH$ HalBUI1I[01 MipH OKapaHHs B AMepUIIi.

POST-READING DISCUSSION SECTION

1) What, do you think, was the role of Loeb and Leopold’s
upbringing in their behaviour and outlook?

2) Which is more important to cultivate: intellectual potential
or moral principles?

3) What traits of character facilitated Loeb and Leopold to plan
the murder of their victim so meticulously?

4) Do you think that the criminals succeeded in achieving their
ambition to commit a perfect crime? Why/why not?

5) Why, to your mind, didn’t Clarence Darrow intend to plead
insanity for his clients?

6) Do you think that Clarence Darrow’s brilliant reputation as a
defense attorney was well-deserved?

7) When commenting on the prosecution’s repeated references
to the extreme atrocity of the crime Darrow said: “Poor little Bobby
Franks suffered very little. It was all over in 15 minutes after he
got into the car”. What personal or professional characteristics of
Mr. Darrow does this commentary affirm?

8) Do you believe that the verdict was just?

9) Why, in your opinion, was Leopold keeping the portraits of Darrow
and Loeb prominently displayed in his home till the end of his life?

WRITING SECTION

1) Provide legal assessment of the court judgement which an
appeal to the higher court could be based on.

2) Modify the story: imagine that one of the accomplices
changed his intention to kill Bobby, made sure that Boddy was alive
when they left him in the culvert and anonymously called the police
to report the crime. Yet, Bobby died in the ambulance on the way to
the hospital. Would the definition of the crime change?
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ENGLISH-UKRAINIAN

abduction

accomplice
acquittal

adjudicate a suit

admit sth in evidence
allegation
alleged crime

alleged victim
ambulance-chasing attorney

apply the law
appointment ledger
arraign

attorney-at-law
autopsy protocol

bailiff
barrister

be under oath
become public domain

bogus name and address

call a recess
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GLOSSARY

A
BUKpaJleHH (0c064. dumuHu abo KHciHKU),
abaykuisa
CHiBy4YaCHUK (3104UHY), CHIIBHUK
BUIIPABJAHHS, BU3HAHHS CYAOM
nificyAHOro HEBUHHUM

BUHOCHUTH pillleHHs Y cy/10Bil cripaBi
JIONYCKaTH, J03BOJIATH K J0Ka3

roJioc/iiBHa 3asiBa YU TBEP/XKEHHS;
0O6BHHYBa4YeHHs B Cy/i y clipaBax
HEIOBHOJIITHIX

3JIOYMH, 1110 IHKPUMIHY€ETbCS; raflaHuH
3JIOYHH
noTepniJivi 3a 3asiBoOI0
aJIBOKaT, KOTPUH HaB’AA3y€ CBOI MOCAYTH
IOCTPaX/Aa/IUM BiJ] HEllaCHUX BUNIA/J|KiB
3aCTOCOBYBATH 3aKOH
peecTpauiiiHuM )XypHas
npej’sBUTH 0OBUHYBaYeHHS
a/IBOKaT; NOBipeHUH y cyai
IPOTOKOJI aBTOICIi (PO3THHY)

B
CYAOBUU NpUCTAB, 6eM1id
aIBOKAT HaWBUIOTO PaHTy, AKUU Ma€
IIpaBo BUCTYIY B cy/i; 6apucTep
O6yTH MiJ MpUCATOI0
CTaTH Ha6AHHSM IPOMaZCbKOCTI;
HEePENTH y BJIACHICTD JiepKaBH; CTaTH
ny6JIiYHUM, BioMUM
¢dikTUBHe iM's Ta aApeca

C
Or0JIOCUTH IIepepBy y CAyXaHHI



capital punishment

Chief Justice

chief justice of the Criminal
Court

chief of detectives

chief prosecutor

cite

clerk of the court
club affiliation
collect on a lawsuit

condo = condominium

conduct the defense
confinement

contradict a statement
convicted of kidnap

coroner

counsel for the defense

courthouse
criminal act
criminal charge

criminal trial
cross-examine the witness

HaWBUIlA Mipa OKapaHHs, BUPOK
CMepTHOI KapH, CMepTHa Kapa
roJIOBHUH (TOJIOBYIOYHH) CYAAs
roJIoBa KpUMiHaJbHOTO CYAY

HayaJIbHUK pO3IYKY ( po3IMyKOBOTr0
Bigiy)

reHepaJibHUN NPOKYpPOpP; TOJIOBHUHI
00BHHYBa4

NIPUTATAaTH [0 CYA0BOI BiIMOBia/IbHOCTI;
BUKJIMKATH BiZiloBiga4da 10 cyny
CYA,0BUH ceKpeTap

YJIEHCTBO B KJy6i

OTpuMyBaTHU KOMIIeHCALlil0 B pe3y/bTaTi
BUTPaHOI y cy/ii cripaBu (3rifjHo 3
pilleHHSM cyay)

KOH/ZIOMIHiyM, CIIiBBJIQCHICTb, )KUTJIOBE
TOBapUCTBO

3AificHIOBaTH 3aXUcT (Y cripasi)

no36aBJIeHHS BOJI, (TIOpEMHE)
yB’SI3HEHHA

CylepeyruTH 3asBi

3acy/>KeHUH 3a BUKpa/leHHs (/1100uHU) 3
MEeTOI OTPUMaHHSA BUKYIY

CiYni, SKUM IPOBOAUTD Jli3HAHHSA Y
BUIIaJIKaX HACUJIbHUIbKOI (a60 panToBoi)
CMepTi; KOpoHep

3axUCHUK (aZBOKaT) BifjnmoBigaya
(06BHHYBa4Y€HOr0); aiBOKAT 3aXUCTY

CyA, NpUMIillleHHs Cyay

3JIOYMH, 3JIOYMHHA Aif (LisiHHA)

00BUHYBauyeHHS Y KpUMiHAJIbHOMY
3JIOYMHI

KpUMiHaJIbHUU Npo1ec
BeCTH NlepexpecHUi JOMUT CBifKa
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death sentence

defend sb on trial
defendant
the defense

defense lawyer

Department of Corrections
and Rehabilitation

Department of Motor
Vehicles

detain
drop charges

enforce a law

enter a plea

execution of a search
warrant

exercise an amendment
exhibit

extenuating circumstances
extorted funds
extortionist; blackmailer

felony charge

fight sb in court
file a felony

find guilty
foreman of the jury
fraud conviction

hanging judge

hearsay testimony
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D
BUPOK /10 CMEPTHOI KapH, CMEPTHUH
BUPOK
3axHUIIATH KOT'OCh Y Cy/i
MiJ3axXUCHUMN

3axucT (y cydi); 3aXUCHUK
(06BMHYBa4YeHOTO)
aJIBOKAT BiJNOBijlaya, 3aXMCHHUK

yr[paBJ'IiHHH BHUIIPABHUX YCTAHOB

Bigain peectpauii TpaHCIIOPTHUX 3aC006iB

3aTpUMYyBaTH, OpaTH MijJ BapTy
3HIMaTH 06GBUHYBAaYeHHS

E
3abe3nevyyBaTH JOTPUMaHHS 3aKOHY
3aKOH
N0JIaTH 3as1BY
BUKOHAHHS Op/iepy Ha 00IIyK
CKOPHUCTATHUCS NONPABKOIO
peyoBUH fj0Ka3
oM SIKIIYBaJIbHi 06CTaBUHU
rpouli, OTpYMaHi IIJIIXOM BUMaraHHs
BUMaraTe/b, IIaHTaXHUCT

F
06BHUHYBayeHHs Yy KpUMiHaJbHOMY
3JI0YHHI
CYLUTHCS 3 KUMOCh

BHUCYHYTH KpUMiHaJbHe 06BUHYBaYEHHS

BU3HATHU BUHHUM
CTaplUMHA XKypi NPUCAKHUX

0OBHHYBaueHHS Y IAXpaicTBi uu migpoobui

H
CYAAS, KOTPUU 4aCTO BUHOCUTB BUPOK
CMEepPTHOI Kapu
CBiZJYE€HHA 3 YyXKUX CJIiB



implicate

incriminate oneself
insanity plea

insinuate
insurance investigator

interrogator
issue ownership documents
(for)

judgment
judicial proceeding(s)

jurist
jury box
jury trial

justice system
juvenile court

keep sb in servitude
lawyer
lead the witness

lean on sb

legit (inform.) = legitimate
lien

I
POGUTH MPUYETHUM, BTATYBATU
(y 3/104uH)
3BHHYyBa4yBaTH cebe, 06MOBJISATU cebe
3aXMCT Ha MiJCTaBl HEOCYAHOCTI; 3adBa
PO HEeOCYAHICTB (y cydi)
3BOAUTH HaKJIel, iIHCUHYIOBATH

CniBpOGITHUK CTPaxX0BOi KOMITaHii,
KOTPHUU po3C/ifye cipaBy Npo BUILIATY
CTPaXxOBKHU

cliJ4ui; 0co6a, IKa NPOBOAUTD JOMUT
BU/JlaBaTH JOKYMEHTH NIPO BJIACHICTb Ha
(wocn)

J
CyZ0Be pillleHHs, BUPOK
CYZL0YMHCTBO; CylOBUH NPOLIEC;
NpoBaJ KeHHH CIIpaBU Yy CyAi
IOPHUCT, yYeHUH-IOPUCT, 3aKOHO3HaBELlb,
NpaBO3HaBellb, IPaBHUK, paxiBeln i3
LUBIJILHOTO NIpaBa
JiaBa MPUCANKHUX
CyZ IPUCKHHUX, CYAOBUH IpolLiec 3a
Yy4acCTIO XKypi IPUCIKHUX
cUcTeMa NpaBoOCyAAA
Cy/, y CIpaBax HEMOBHOJIITHIX

K
TpUMaTH (KOroch) y pabcTBi/Ha
KaTOPXKHUX po6oTax

L
IOpUCT
CTaBUTH HaBiJHI 3alIMTaHHS CBiIKOBI

3a/IIKyBaTH Ta/4M IAHTAXKyBaTH
(korocn)

3aKOHHUU, IPaBOMipHUH

3aCTaBHe IPaBo, MPaBO apellTy MaiHa 3a
60pry; NpaBo YTPUMaHHSA BJIACHOCTI J[0
CIJIaTH 6opry
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life sentence

line of questioning
lodge a complaint

magistrate

make an opening statement
malefactor [ ‘maelifaekta]
malicious act

medical testimony
mitigation of the punishment
misdemeanor

murder in the first degree

on parole

parole agent

parole board

parole officer
parole violation

particulars of the case
penitentiary
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BHUPOK [10 JI0BiYHOTO YB'I3HEHHS],
MOKapaHHS JOBIiYHHUM YB'I3HEHHSM
JIiHIfA fonUATY
oAiaBaTH cKapry (do cydy)

M
CYAAS; MUPOBUU CYAAA, CYAAs
HoJiLecbKOro cyay, Maricrpat (mocaZjoBa
0c00a, siKa 3/[iNCHIOE TPABOCYAAs); CYyAAs
CyAy HWKYOl iHCTaHLil i3 cyMapHOM0
Ta 00MeXXeHOI0 I0PUCAUKIIEI Y
KpPUMiHa/JbHUX ({HOOI IUBIJIHUX) ClIpaBax
BUCTYIHUTH 3i BCTYyIIHOIO NIPOMOBOIO
MPaBOMNOPYLIHUK, 3JI0YNHELb
3JIOBMUCHE JIisTHHS; AisIHHS, 3/[iiCHeHe 3i
3JIUM YMHUCJIOM
CBilUeHHS MeJUUHOTO eKCrepTa
OM’SIKLIEHHS TOKapaHHS
He3HayHWH (ApiGHUI) 3/104UH,
MicZiMiHOD; CYA0BO-KapHUM NPOCTYIOK;
0CaZ0BUH 3/104UH
BOMBCTBO 6e3 06CTaBHH, 1110
NOM’SIKUIYIOTb IPOBUHY, TsKKe BOUBCTBO
NepLIoro CTyneHs

0

Ha pexuMi YMOBHO-/10CTPOKOBOI'O
3BisIbHeHHSH (nid YecHe ¢/1080)
P

NI0CepeIHUK 3 MUTaHb YMOBHO-
JLOCTPOKOBOTI'0 3BiJIbHEHHS

KoMicisl (paza) 3 YMOBHO-Z0OCTPOKOBOTO
3BiJIbHEHHSA

YMHOBHUK CJIY>K0U HarJIsily 3a YMOBHO-
JLOCTPOKOBO 3BiJIbHEHUMHU

NOpYILIEeHHS PeXXUMY YMOBHO-
JLOCTPOKOBOTI'0 3BiJIbHEHHS

noZpo6uri cnpasu

BUIIPaBHA yCTaHOBA (M0peMHO20 muny),
(kaTop2KHA) B’SI3HUIIA



perpetrator
personal injury lawsuit

plaintiff
plea

plead a case
plead not guilty

plead self-defense

plotter

police abuse

police accountability
police custody
police department
police precinct

police union
premeditated murder

presiding judge
presiding judges
pretrial hearings

prosecute

Prosecuting Attorney
prosecutor
psychiatric examination

rape

3JIOYMHEI[b; HOPYIIHUK (npas moujo);
MOPYUIHUK KPUMiHa/JIbHOTO 3aKOHY

CyZl0Ba CIIpaBa YM M030B IIPO 3aB/JJaHHSA
TiJIeCHUX YIIKO/KEHD

M03WBaY, T03UBAYKa; 3aIBHUK
TBepmaKeHHd (Y cyzi), 3asiBa (CTOpOHU

y cyai); 3asiBa, 3po0JieHa BiZimoBigauem
(3axucrom); 3asiBa 3pobJieHa Bif iMeHi
Bigmosimaya (3axucry)

BECTH CIIpaBY, 3aXULATH cpaBy (y cyoi)

3asBJISITH IPO CBOIO HEBUHHICTD (Ha cydi),
He BU3HABaTU cebe BUHHUM

3aABHUTH IIPO Bi,[[MOBy BiJl 3aXWCHHKa

3MOBHHK, iHTpI/II‘aH

3JI0BXKMBaHHS MOJIi11eiCbKUMU
MOBHOBa)XEHHSMU
BiZNIOBiIa/IbHICTh, 3BITHICTb MOJIIil
TpPUMaHHSA MiJ BapTOO B NOJiLjl
noJiineiicbKe ynpaBiHHS
noJiineiicbka (TepuTopiasibHa) LiNbHUIS,
BiJIiJIOK
noJiineiicbka mpodcmijikoBa oprasisaris
3a3jaserigb 06/iyMmaHe Ts»KKe BOUBCTBO,
YMUCHE BOUBCTBO
CYyAAS-A0I0Bi1ay; rOJI0OBYIOYMH Cys;
CyAns, IKUH royioBye (Ha 3acidaHHi cydy)
CyAnl, 10 BeLyThb 3acCilaHHA
JlocyiloBUH po3risi (cydosoi cnpasu)
00BUHYBa4YyBaTHU (NPOKYPOPOM);
nepecaigyBatu (y cydosomy nopsioky)
(mep>xaBHUM) 06BHHYBaY, IPOKYPOP
006BHHYBayY; IPOKypoOp
[CUXiaTpU4YHa eKCrepTHU3a

R
BUMHSITH 3rBAJITYBAaHHSA
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reconvene
request

retainer
return a verdict of guilty
run scams

scammer
sentence to imprisonment
sentencing

serve a term
set a bail

settle a lawsuit

settlement of the case =
case settlement

sex offender
sexual abuse
solicitor

speculate
standing order

state the case
statute of limitations
sue sb

suffocation
swear in a witness
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3asABJIATH 3yCTPiYHY BUMOTY
BUMOTQ; 3alIUT; 3as1BKA; KJIOMOTAHHS;
POXaHHS
nonepeAHiA TOHOpap aiBOKATy
BUHECTU BEPJUKT PO BUHHICTh
HpOKpy4yyBaTH adepu, 3aiiMaTucs
axpanucTBoM

S

nmaxpau

3aCy[»KyBaTH 40 TIOPEMHOI'O YB'H3HEHHH

BUHECEHHS BUPOKY (CYA0BOro pillleHH:)

Bi/I0yBaTH CTPOK NOKapaHHs

BCTAHOBJIIOBATH CyMy 3acTaB (0415
38I/1bHEHHS1 00 noyamky cydo8020
3acidamHsi)

ypery/JboByBaTH CYZ0BY CIIPaBY
BUpIlleHHS CIIPaBH ILJISXOM YKJIaJ€HHS
yroau

0co06a, sika BUMHMJIA CTaTeBUH 3JI0YHUH
CeKcyasibHa eKCILTyaTallis

a/IBOKaT, IKUH Jla€ mopaAu KJIiEHTY,

rOTYE€ CIIpaBHU AJ1s 6apucTepa (cTaplioro

a/IBOKaTa) i BUCTYIIAE TiNbKU Y CyAax
HUKYOI1 IHCTaHLlil; OPUCKOHCYJIBT;
COJIICUTOp

p06I/ITI/I NpUNyHleHHA, BUCJIOBJIIOBATH
AOMHUCIIH

perjaMeHT (38id npasus); nocTiiHe
JlOpy4YeHHs

JIOTIOBiIaTH PO CIIpaBy
CTPOK [T030BHOI JaBHOCTI

II0JaBaTH [1030B, MO3MUBATHUCH,
HOpYLIyBaTH CIPaBY, IepecaiyBaTH
(y cydosomy nopsioky)

yAyLIeHHs, 331y IIeHHS

HIPUBOJLUTH CBiJjKa ZI0 IPUCATH



T
termination of employment po3ipBaHHS TPyZ0BOro AOrOBOPY
tip sb off pO3M. HABOAUTH Ha CJIiJl HaJaHHAM
inpopmanii
transfer to a mental health  mepeBoauTH A0 NCUXiaTpU4dHOI JliKapHi
facility

tribunal opra npaBocyazs; cyf (yemaHosa),
CyZl0Ba yCTAaHOBA; apbiTpakHa yCTaHOBA;
TpUOYHaI
U
unsolved murder HEPO3KPUTE BOUBCTBO
|4
violation of Penal Code MOpyIIeHHs KAPHO-KPHUMiHAJIbHOTO
KOJleKCy
w
warrant, v py4aTucs, rapaHTyBaTH
warrant, n CyZl0Be pO3NOPsPKeHHs, OpAep
witness CBi/IOK, TOHATUH
witness stand Micle cBifka, Micue (TpubyHa) gis

HaJJaHHA CBiJj4eHb
write sb out of one’s will BUKPECJUTHU KOTOCh 3i CBOTO 3aMOBiTYy
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UKRAINIAN-ENGLISH
GLOSSARY

A
aJIBOKaT; NOBIpeHUH y CyAi
a/IBOKAT BiJOBiJlaya, 3aXUCHUK
a/|BOKaT, KOTPUH HaB'AA3y€ CBOI MOCIAYTH
MIOCTPaXKJaJMM BiJj HEellJaCHUX BUNIA/IKiB
aJlBOKaT HAaMBULIOTO PaHTy, AKUU Ma€
MpaBo BUCTYIIY B Cy/i; 6apucrep
a/IBOKaAT, IKUH A€ MOpajy KIi€HTY,
TOTY€E CIpaBH AJisd 6apucTepa (CTapuoro
a/|BOKaTa) i BUCTYNAE TiJIbKHU B CyJax
HWKY0l iHCTaHLii; OPUCKOHCYJIBT;
coJlicuTOp

b
Oy TH Mij MPUCATOI0

B
BOMBCTBO 6€3 006CTaBHH, L0
MOM SIKIIYIOTh TPOBUHY, TSIPKKE BOUBCTBO
MepIIOro CTyNeHs
BECTH NlepexpecHUu JONUT CBifjKa
BECTH CIIPaBY, 3aXUIIATH CIIPaBy (V cyoi)
BU/IaBaTH JOKYMEHTH NIPO BJIACHICTb Ha
(woce)
BU3HAHHA BUHHUM Y IIaXpalcTBi 41
migpo6Iri
BU3HAaTU BUHHUM
BUKOHAHHS Op/iepy Ha 06LIYK

BUKpaZieHHs (0c06.1. dumuHu abo KHciHKu),
abaykuis

BUKPECJUTH KOr0Ch 3i CBOT0 3al0OBITY
BUMarareJb, LIaHTXKUCT

BHMOTQ; 3allMT; 3adBKa; KJIOIIOTaHHA,;
IIPOXaHHA

BUHECEHHS BUPOKY (CyZ,0BOr0 pillieHHs )
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attorney-at-law
defense lawyer
ambulance-chasing attorney

barrister

solicitor

be under oath

murder in the first degree

cross-examine the witness
plead a case

issue ownership documents
(for)
fraud conviction

find guilty

execution of a search
warrant

abduction

write sb out of one’s will
extortionist; blackmailer
request

sentencing



BHUHECTHU BEPAHKT IIPO BUHHICTb

BUIIpaB/JlaHHA, BUSHAHHA Cy/JOM
NiJICyJHOr0O HEBUHHUM

BUIIPaBHA yCTAaHOBA (MIOpPEMHO20 muny),
(kaTop:KHA) B'SI3HUIIS

BUpilLlleHHS CIPaBU IIJISIXOM YKJIaJeHHS
yroau

BUPOK /10 IOBiYHOI'0 VB’ I3HEHHS],
MOKapaHHs JJOBIiYHUM YB'sI3HEHHSIM
BUPOK [10 CMEPTHOI KapH, CMepTHUI
BUPOK

BUCTYIUTH 31 BCTYIIHOIO IPOMOBOIO
BUCYHYTH KpUMiHaJbHE 0OBUHYBaueHHs
BiZGYyBaTH CTPOK NOKapaHHS

Bigain peectpauii TpaHcopTHHX 3ac06iB
BiZIOBila/IbHICTh, 3BITHICTb MOJiIlii

BCTAHOBJIIOBATH CyMy 3aCTaBH (0.1
38I/1bHEHHs1 0 noYamky cydo8020
3acidaHHs)

BUMHATH 3IBaJITYBaHHS
r

reHepajibHUH NIPOKypop; rOJIOBHUHN
06BUHYBaY

roJiIoBa KpUMiHaJIbHOTO CyAy

roJIOBHUH (roJIOBYHOUUI) CyAAs

roJIoC/1iBHA 3asBa YU TBepKeHHS

rpolli, OTpUMaHi NIJIAXOM BUMaraHH4
A

JOIOBIAATH PO CIIpaBy

JIOMYCKaTH, JO3BOJIAATH SK JJ0Ka3

JoCynoBUH po3rsf (cydosoi cnpasgu)

return a verdict of guilty
acquittal

penitentiary

settlement of the case =
case settlement

life sentence
death sentence

make an opening statement
file a felony

serve a term

Department of Motor Vehicles
police accountability

set a bail

rape
chief prosecutor

Chief justice of the Criminal
Court

Chief Justice
allegation
extorted funds

state the case

admit sth in evidence
pretrial hearings
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3
33663He‘{YBaTI/I AOTPHUMAHH{A 3aKOHY

3a3jasierigb 06lyMaHe TsSXKKe BOUBCTBO,
YMUCHE BOUBCTBO

3aKOHHUH, TPaBOMipHUH
3aJIIKyBaTH (KOTOCb)

3acTaBHe IIPaBo, TPaBO apelITy MakHa 3a
6opry; NpaBo yTPUMaHHs BJACHOCTI 10
criaT 6opry

3daCTOCOBYBATH 3aKOH

3acy/pKeHUH 3a BUKpaJleHHd (11100uHU) 3
METOI0 OTPUMaHHS BUKYIy
3acy/PKyBaTH JI0 TIOPEMHOTO YB'AI3HEHHS
3aTpUMyBaTH, 6paTH Iif BapTy
3axUCHUK (aZBOKaT) BifjmoBizaya
(06BHHYBa4YeHOr0); aABOKAT 3aXUCTY

3axucT (y cy0i); 3aXUCHHUK
(o6BHHYBa4YeHOr0)

3aXMCT Ha MiJCTaBi HEOCYAHOCTI; 3asdBa
PO HEOCYAHICTD (y cydi)

3aXMILATHU KOTOCh B CYAi

3afBUTH NIPO BiMOBY BiJi 3aXMCHHKA
3asBJISITHU 3yCTPiYHY BUMOTL'Y

3asBJISITU IPO CBOIO HEBUHHICTD (Ha cydi),
He BU3HABaTHU ce6e BUHHUM

3BHUHYBauyBaTH cebe, 0OMOBJIATU cebe
3BOJUTH HAKJIEI, iIHCUHYIOBATH
3/ilicHIOBATH 3axHUCT (y crpaBi)

3JIOBXKWBAHHS MOJiIeCbKUMHU
MMOBHOBaXKEHHSMHU

3JIOBMUCHE JiIHHSA; AisiHHS, 3/iMcHeHe 3i
3JIUM YMHCJIOM

3JI0YMH, 3JIOUNHHA Aid (AisTHHA)
3JI0YMH, 1110 IHKPUMIHYETBCS; FralaHUN
3JIOYUH
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to enforce a law
premeditated murder

legit (inform.) = legitimate
lean on sb
lien

apply the law (to sb)
convicted of kidnap

sentence to imprisonment
detain
counsel for the defense

the defense
insanity plea

defend sb on trial
plead self defence
reconvene

plead not guilty

incriminate oneself
insinuate

conduct the defense
police abuse

malicious act

criminal act
alleged crime



3JIOYHHEIb; TOPYUIHUK (npas mowjo);
MOPYIIHUK KPUMiHAJIbHOTO 3aKOHY
3MOBHHUK, iHTpUTaH
3HIMaTH 06BHHYBa4YeHHS

K
KoMicist (paZia) 3 YMOBHO-/JOCTPOKOBOT'O
3BiJIbHEHHSI
KOHJZIOMIHIyM, CIIiIBBJIACHICTb, )KUTJIOBE
TOBAapUCTBO
KpUMiHa/JbHUU Npoliec

J
J1aBa NPUCKHUX
JIiHIA JONUTY

M
Miclie cBijiKa, Micue (TpubyHa) s
HaJlaHHA CBilYeHb

H

Ha pe>XUMi YMOBHO-/10CTPOKOBOTO
3BiJIbHeHHH (nid YecHe ¢/1080)
pO3M. HABOJUTH Ha CJIiJ HalaHHAM
inpopmarii
HalBUIa Mipa NOKapaHHS, BUPOK
CMepTHOI KapH, CMepTHa Kapa
HayaJIbHUK pO3IIYKY (pO3LIYKOBOIO
BiAziny)
He3HaYHUH (ApiOHUIM) 37104UH
MicZliMiHOD; CYyZ,0BO-KapHUI IPOCTYIIOK;
Noca/loBUH 3J104UH

H
HepO3KpUTe BOUBCTBO

o

06BHHYBayY; MPOKypoOp

00BUHYBa4Y€eHHs B Cy/li y cClipaBax
HEIMOBHOJIITHIX

00BUHYBaYeHHS Y KpUMIHAJIbHOMY
3JIOYUHI

perpetrator

plotter
drop charges

parole board
condo = condominium
criminal trial

jury box
line of questioning

witness stand

on parole

tip sb off

capital punishment
chief of detectives

misdemeanor

unsolved murder

Prosecutor,
Prosecuting Attorney

allegation

criminal charge, felony
charge
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00BUHYBa4YyBaTHU (NPOKYPOPOM);
nepeciigyBaTH (8 cydosomy nopsioky)
OTOJIOCUTH IIEPEPBY Y CIYXaHHI
oprad MpaBocyaas; cyf (ycmaxosa),
CyZl0Ba yCTAaHOBA; apbiTpakHa yCTaHOBA;
TPUOYHAJ
0c00a, sika BAMHNJIA CTATEBUH 3JI0YUH
OTPHUMYBaTH KOMIIEHCALil0 B pe3y/IbTaTi
BUTPaHOI y cy/i cripaBu (3rifjHo 3
pillleHHSM cyay)

I

MEPEBOAUTH 0 ICUXIaTPUYHOI JIiKapHi

Mmii3axucHUN

nijpo6He, pikTUBHE iM’s Ta afpeca
M0/laBaTH N030B, TO3UBATHCH,
NOpYIIyBaTH CIIpaBy, Nepec/iyBaTH

(y cydosomy nopsoky)

noAaBaTH ckapry (do cydy)

N0JlaTH MO30B

nozApo6uLi cnpaBu

no36aBJieHHs BoJi, (TIopeMHe)
yB'sI3HEeHHS

[103UBaYy, 103MBaYKa; 3aABHUK
noJiineiicbka (TepuTopiaibHa) LibHULS,
Bigainok

noJiineiicbka npodcrijikoBa oprasisartis
noJiineiicbKe yrnpaBaiHHS

MOM SIKLIIEHHS TIOKapaHHs

MOM SIKIIIYBaJIbHi 06CTaBUHU
nonepesHi roHOpap aiBOKaTy
MOpYILIeHHs KapHO-KPHUMiHAJIbHOIO
KOJZleKCy

MOPYIIEeHHS PeXUMY YMOBHO-
JOCTPOKOBOTI'O 3BiJIbHEHHA
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prosecute

call a recess
tribunal

sex offender
collect on a lawsuit

transfer to a mental health
facility

defendant

bogus name and address
sue sb

lodge a complaint
enter a plea
particulars of the case
confinement

plaintiff
police precinct

police union
police department

mitigation of the
punishment

extenuating circumstances
retainer
violation of Penal Code

parole violation



nocepeHUK 3 NUTaHb YMOBHO-
JOCTPOKOBOTO 3BiJIbHEHHA
NOTepHiJiMi 3a 3asBOIO
NpaBONOPYLIHHUK, 3JI0YHHELb
npea’ssBUTH 0OBUHYBaueHHs
NPUBOAMUTH CBiJiKa [0 NPUCATH
INPUTATaTH A0 CYL0BOI BiiIOBiAJIbHOCTI;
BUKJIMKATHU BiANOBiZa4a [0 cyay
NpPOKpy4YyBaTH adepu, 3aiiMaTucs
11axpanicTBoM
MPOTOKOJI aBTOMNCIT (pO3THHY)
NcUXiaTpU4Ha eKcnepTusa

P
perjiaMeHT (38id npasu.); nocTiliHe
JOpy4YeHHs
peecTpauiiiHui XXypHas
pedoBuii JoKa3

pO6I/ITI/I NpUNyueHHd, BUCJOBJJIOBATH
AOMMCIIH

pOOUTH NPUYETHUM, BTATYBATHU () 3/104UH)

pO3MIAAATH CYAOBUH [1030B, CYJOBY
CrpaBy

po3ipBaHHSA TPYLOBOrO JOTOBOPY
py4aTHcs, TapaHTyBaTH

CBiIOK, IOHATUN

CBilYEHHH 3 UY>KUX CJIiB

CBi/{YEHHS MeJUYHOTO eKcrepTa
CeKCyaJsibHa eKCIllyaTalis

cUCTeMa npaBoCyAAs

CKOPHUCTATHUCS NONPABKOIO

Caigaunii; 0co6a, sKa MPOBOAUTH JOMUT
CAIAYUHN, KUY IPOBOAUTD Jli3HAHHA Y
BUIIa/iKaX HACUJIbHUIIBKO]I (a60 panToBoi)
CMepTi; KOpoHep

parole agent

alleged victim
malefactor [ ‘maelifeekta]
arraign

swear in a witness

cite

run scams

autopsy protocol
psychiatric examination

standing order

appointment ledger
exhibit
speculate

implicate
adjudicate a suit

termination of employment
warrant

witness

hearsay testimony
medical testimony
sexual abuse

justice system

exercise an amendment
interrogator

coroner
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CHiBpO6GITHUK CTPaxXoBOi KOMITaHii,

KOTPHH pO3CJiiye CIpaBU PO BUILIATY

CTPaXOBKH
CHiBY4YaCHHK (3/104UHY), CHIJIbHUK
CTapIIMHA XKYPi NPUCTKHUX

CTaTU HaZi0aHHSIM IPOMaJICbKOCTI;
NepenTH y BJACHICTh JepKaBU
CTPOK MO30BHOI JaBHOCTI

CyA, IPUMILLeHHS CyLy

CyA, IPUCSXKHUX, CYAOBUU Npolec 3a
y4acTIO KYpi IPUCTKHUX

Cy/, y CIpaBax HEIMOBHOJITHIX
CyA i, o BeAyTh 3acCijlaHHA

CyAAsi; MUPOBUU cyaas, Cyaas

noJiedchKOTOo Cyay, MaricTpar (mocaioBa
ocoba, sika 3/i1ICHIOE TpaBOCYAAs); CYAAA

CyAy HWKYOI iHcTaHLil i3 cyMapHOI0
Ta 0OMeXXeHO0 IOPUCIUKLIEI0 ¥

KpUMiHa/lbHUX (IHOOI LUBIILHUX) CIpaBax

Cy[As1-T0JIOBA CYAY, FOJIOBYIOUHH CyAAs;

Cyans, skui ronoBye (Ha 3acidaHHi cydy)

CyAAsi, KOTpUHM 4acTO BUHOCUTb BUPOK
CMEepTHOI Kapu

CyZ,0Be pO3MNOpsA»)KeHHs, OpZep
CTAaBUTH HaBiJIHi 3aMMTaHHS CBiKOBI
CYJUATUCA 3 KHUMOCh

CyZl0Ba CIIpaBa 4M N030B NP0 3aBJaHHA
TiJIeCHUX YIIKO/AXKeHb

CyZi0Be pillleHHs], BUPOK

CyA,0BUM MpUCTaB, 6eirtid

CyA,0BUH ceKpeTap

CYL0YMHCTBO; CyJJOBUH NpOLEC;
[IPOBaJ>KEHHA CIIPaBU Y CYAi
CyllepedyuTH 3asBi
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insurance investigator

accomplice
foreman of the jury
become public domain

statute of limitations
courthouse
jury trial

juvenile court
presiding judges
magistrate

presiding judge
hanging judge

warrant

lead the witness

fight sb in court
personal injury lawsuit

judgment

bailiff

clerk of the court
judicial proceeding(s)

contradict a statement



T
TBepmKeHHs (Y cyfi), 3asiBa (CTOPOHU
y cyai); 3asiBa, 3po6JieHa BiZjmoBigaueM
(3axucToM); 3assBa 3po0JIeHa Bif iMeHi
BiAmoBigava (3axucTy)
TPUMaHHSA I BAPTO0 B MOJIiLil
TpUMaTH (KOToCh) y pabCcTBi/Ha
KaTOPXKHUX poboTax

y
yAyLUIeHHs, 3aAyleHHS
yNpaB/iHHA BUNIPABHUX YCTAHOB
yperyJboByBaTH CyZ0BY CIpaBy

q

YUHOBHUK CJIy»KOHU HAIVISIZy 32 YMOBHO-
JLOCTPOKOBO 3BiIbHEHUMHU
YJIEHCTBO Y Kay6i

mr
maxpai

Io
IOPUCT
IOPUCT, yYeHUH-IOPUCT, 3aKOHO3HABEILb,
npaBO3HaBellb, IPaBHUK, ¢paxiBelpb i3
[JMBIJIbHOTO IIpaBa

plea

police custody
keep sb in servitude

suffocation
Department of Corrections

and Rehabilitation
settle a lawsuit
parole officer

club affiliation

scammer

lawyer
jurist
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APPENDICES

APPENDIX 1
Unit 2
MEMORIES OF MIDNIGHT
by Sidney Sheldon

Napoleon Chotas had carefully timed his summation so that he
would be interrupted at exactly twelve o’clock. That was the key to
everything. If the judges had changed their fixed routine and gone
past twelve o’clock, it would have cost him life. After the recess,
Chotas hurried down the corridor to the men’s room. A sign on the
knob read: “Out of Order”. He pushed the door open, walked in and
locked it behind him.

The team was inside, waiting for him. The doctor complained, “I
was beginning to get worried. Antimony works fast.” He snapped at
his assistant. “Get the stomach pump ready.”

“Yes, Doctor.”

The doctor turned to Napoleon. “Lie on the floor. I'm afraid this
going to be unpleasant.”

“When I consider the alternative,” Chotas grinned, “I am sure |
won'’t mind.”

Napoleon Chotas’ fee for saving Anastasia Savalas’ life was one
million dollars, deposited in a Swiss bank account.

156



APPENDIX 2

Unit 4
THE BACKYARD PRISONER
VERDICT

PLACERVILLE, Calif. - Nancy and Philip Garrido were sentenced
on June 1, 2011 for the 1991 kidnapping of Jaycee Lee Dugard.

Phillip Garrido received a sentence of 431 years to life and his
wife Nancy was sentenced to 36 years to life for holding Dugard
captive for 18 years and repeatedly raping her.

Before the sentences were handed down, Dugard’s mother read
a statement on her behalf. It was Dugard’s first public statement
about her ordeal and she said her life was stolen by her abductor.

“I chose not to be here today because I refuse to waste another
second of my life in your presence,” Dugard wrote in a portion of the
statement directed to Phillip Garrido. “Everything you ever did to me
was wrong and [ hope one day you will see that.”

“I hated every second of every day for 18 years,” she wrote. “You
stole my life and that of my family.”

The two defendants pleaded guilty in April to kidnapping and
rape under a deal that called for the sentences the pair received
today.

The deal was designed, in part, to spare Dugard and her children
from having to testify at a trial.
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TEPMIHOAOTTYHHUH TTOKAXKYMK

abduction 74, 76, 85, 90

accomplice 18, 26, 68, 81, 129,
135,139
acquittal 98, 105, 107

adjudicate a suit 134

admit sth in evidence 104
allegation 75, 85, 88, 91, 99
alleged crime 79, 86

alleged victim 79, 86
ambulance-chasing attorney 52

apply the law 134
appointment ledger 54, 67

arraign 77, 86
attorney-at-law 9, 21
autopsy protocol 16, 20

bailiff 36, 39, 44

barrister 12, 21, 22

be under oath 44

become public domain 67
bogus name and address 63, 67

call a recess 45

capital punishment 10, 23, 26,
114,121,132,136,137

Chief Justice 29, 31, 32, 34, 35, 36,
37,39,44,47,122,135
chief of detectives 116, 134

chief prosecutor 122, 134, 137

cite 14,20,21,124

clerk of the court 104

club affiliation 56, 4, 68, 70
collect on a lawsuit 52, 67

condo = condominium 53, 67
conduct the defense 44
confinement 126

contradict a statement 105
convicted of kidnap 75, 85
coroner 37, 44

counsel for the defense 29, 44
courthouse 28, 44

criminal act 76, 82, 85
criminal charge 75, 82, 85
criminal trial 28, 44

cross-examine the witness 32, 34,
44, 47

death sentence 121, 134

defend sb on trial 28, 44, 46

defendant 28, 29, 30, 32, 33,
38,39,43,44,47,95,103,
122,123,126, 128,130, 133,
137

the defense 33,37, 39, 40, 42, 44,
95,103,121,122,135

defense lawyer 33, 40, 42

Department of Corrections and
Rehabilitation 78, 80, 81, 86

Department of Motor Vehicles 56,
64, 68

detain 93,100, 104, 107
drop charges 74, 85

enforce alaw 134

enter a plea 122,135

execution of a search 92
warrant 61, 68,92, 98, 101, 104
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exercise an amendment 98, 105
exhibit 36, 45

extenuating circumstances 95

extorted funds 116, 134
extortionist; blackmailer 51, 67,
73

felony charge 81, 104, 109
fight sb in court 52

file a felony 95

find guilty 50, 87,96, 101, 104
foreman of the jury 39, 44
fraud conviction 51, 67

hanging judge 8, 10, 17, 19, 21, 23
hearsay testimony 34, 45

implicate 98, 105, 107
incriminate oneself 98, 105, 107
insanity plea 122, 133, 135

insinuate 98, 104, 107
insurance investigator 61, 68

Interrogator 119, 135
issue ownership documents (for)
56, 64

judgment 10, 21, 23, 105, 124,
125,126

judicial proceeding(s) 10, 23
jurist 9, 21

jury box 28, 29, 37, 42

jury trial 122, 125, 135

justice system 85, 88
juvenile court 122, 134

keep sb in servitude 53, 67, 70
160

lawyer 22, 28, 33, 34, 40, 42, 44,
50,69,91,109 126,132,136

lead the witness 31, 44

lean on sb 52, 56, 63, 67, 70

legit (inform.) = legitimate 61,
65, 68

lien 52, 67

life sentence 121, 135

line of questioning 30, 35, 44
lodge a complaint 92, 100, 104

magistrate 9, 10, 20

make an opening statement 29,
44

malefactor [‘meelifeekta] 61, 68
malicious act 16, 18, 21

medical testimony 126, 134

mitigation of the punishment
122,134

misdemeanor 94, 96, 100, 104,
105,106,109

murder in the first degree 29, 44

on parole 86, 128

parole agent 78, 80, 82, 83
parole board 127, 131, 134

parole officer 80, 85
parole violation 77, 86
particulars of the case 67
penitentiary 126, 135

perpetrator 8, 21, 23,117

personal injury lawsuit 51, 52,
64, 67

plaintiff 10, 19, 21, 105



plea 10, 19, 20,133, 135, 137

plead a case 45, 122
plead not guilty 122
plead self-defense 127, 134

plotter 134

police abuse 97, 104

police accountability 94, 102, 104
police custody 16, 21, 23

police department 98, 99, 102,
103, 104

police precinct 91, 104
police union 96, 104
premeditated murder 120, 135

presiding judge 10,19, 20, 23, 28,
44,45

pretrial hearings 96, 104, 107
prosecute 89, 94, 104, 137

Prosecuting Attorney 28, 30, 32,
36,40,42,43,44,47

prosecutor 29, 31, 33, 34, 38, 39,
41,43,65,77,91,94,122,123,
134,137

psychiatric examination 81, 86

rape 74,75, 84, 85, 87
reconvene 39, 45
request 9, 134, 135

retainer 122, 135
return a verdict of guilty 38. 44

run scams 56, 64, 68

scammer 53, 67
sentence to imprisonment 85

sentencing 86, 90, 123, 126, 134

serve a term 76, 81, 85
set a bail 81,86
settle a lawsuit 97, 104

settlement of the case =
case settlement 52, 67

sex offender 77, 78, 83, 84, 86, 88
sexual abuse 77, 86

solicitor 10, 18, 21, 45

speculate 28, 34, 45, 46, 48
standing order 111, 135

state the case 60, 68
statute of limitations 74, 85
swear in a witness 30, 32, 44, 46

termination of employment 51,
67

tip sb off 116, 134

transfer to a mental health facility
75,82, 85

tribunal 16, 21, 23
unsolved murder 86

violation of Penal Code 95, 104

warrant, v 61, 68
warrant, n 92, 98,101, 104

witness 16, 21, 28, 29, 30, 31, 32,
34,35, 36,37,42, 44, 45, 47,
48,75,82,84,97,102,103,
123,131,137

witness stand 28, 45, 123
write sb out of one’s will 29, 44
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HABYAAbHE BHUAAHHA

AOAIHCBKA Hamaaisi BacuaiBHa
APMOAA OkcaHa BoaoaumupiBHa

ONMOBIAAHH4
AANAd AOMAILHBOI'O YHMTAHHA

HaB4yaabHUU nocibHUK

BuaaHHs1 Apyre, AonoBHeHe

Peaakmop Map'sina Muxasiok
Komn'tomepHe BepcmaHHst Atob6os CemeHosuY
O6knaaauHka CeimaaHu CeHuk
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