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reward even relevant if you'
else getting a reward? ;
MR. CROW: From a logica
that if the child is going to get
THE COURT: I'm ruling right now it's not
relevant because a proper foundation w' ]
for impeachment. TR o
MR. STIDHAM: We'd like to have a
discuss that and make a decision. .
THE COURT: Sure. e LAt
MR. STIDHAM: Your Honor, we I
in-camera hearing with regard to the
discussed earlier. ot
THE COURT: I'm going to let ¢t
until 1:00 o'clock. I
(RECESS)

(THE FOLLOWING CONFERENCE WA

THE COURT: Let the ecord 1
hearing out of the Presence of
MR. STIDHAM: We talked ab
during the voir dire or |

examination, when we express

Prosecution was going to atts m
our expert, Doctor Wilkins, __.-,_'-

some disciplinary Proceedi
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I don't know how, but
of this and made a pretty go
haven't spoken to anybody down .
general's office. I talked to Jim Taylor
Eight News yesterday, and hgpﬁgkﬂ$‘.§§!¢h’i:f-fyil

board of examiners, whoever he is, or
Doctor Wilkins was in good standing and e
psychology and so I thought the issue |
a dead issue. ~h°-ld
I'm gravely concerned about how
got leaked to the press. 1I'm not
and even insinuate that Mr. Davis or
it because I have no proof or
But I think it is kind of i:ﬁnimﬁ'-
that the press had to pick up on
been involved in a case where t
Little Rock and starts looking
on the disciplinary board.
THE COURT: You have r
case like this before --
MR. DAVIS: Judge, may I |
THE COURT: Yes, vizdad -
MR. DAVIS: When Mr.




U

state Crime Lab talking with Dector Peretti, whemever
that was, Channel Four was there. It was days before
the trial started -- probably Monday or Tuesday of the
week before we started picking the jury -- I get a

phone call while I'm there and a newspaper reporter

calls me and says, are you aware that there is a file
that is accessible to the press through the Freedom of
Information Act in Little Rock that contaims all this

stuff on Doctor Wilkins, and that newspaper reporter

advised me that they were copying the entire file and )
gave me the telephone number of who I could con
get my hands on it and as a result of that, am}-m
where I got my information. They contacted

MR. STIDHAM: Your Honor, we have a kid's 1i

stake here, and here we are on the day that ¥ wit:

purporting that the Court is now -= in conve

had with the Court earlier -- you indicated

=

going to let the State impeach him with re:
contents of that file.

THE COURT: That is not exactly wl

said. The Court was handed the file ths

because of my previous ruling t1 s
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of record where I disallowe
that 1 would not allow th
reason for or the purpo: :
was scheduled against Doctor
! was led to believe by all o
that he had not been afforded due process
had not been a hearing, that th-“ﬁh‘ﬂﬁm
administrative action taken against him that
jeopardize his practice in any way. iaciplh na
Based upon that, since the man had n
due process and since there had been no
against him, I wasn't going to allow the
understand it had something to do with h
eight-year-old, ten-year-old, sixteen
whatever the age was -- to expose |
presence of the doctor, at least fff:t
allegations that allegedly had been
going to let them inquirl-inugi;u’“'"
that even at this point, that the .
any disciplinary action against !
to be inquired into, .t ol
However, this mntningdy.ﬁgf-rl
before I handed it to you,
copy of a court order and sti

not only that was before




tribunal which constiti
a document signed by D

the administrative proceedi

on certain conditions. And
hearing that he missed last Frida
bunch of conversation about, and it was followis
that an article that I saw, a three-inch
Jonesboro Bun on page seven, as I recall, m ntio
was scheduled to appear before the dise
That's about the extent of it. It di
purpose or cause.
However, this consent ord
to take new patients, restricts hii
evaluations. It requires that a doe
it was one that Doctor Wilkins :
Williamson who practices inm Lit
his evaluations, just ordinary
excluded him from doing certain kin
think it was neuropsychology. '-fi
And that is why we are he: |
know what's fair game and
is not the picture that was ¢
originally about a man not
thereby being impeached or h
where he hadn't been ﬂ“ :_




10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
1]
1
12

23

.2‘

25

LH_H_-_-—‘_______———————

I find now that tha

of what -- Sl -
MR. CROW: Your Honor, for the
certainly didn't purposely mean to
THE COURT: I'm not saying that. I'm just
it's a different situation. R e
MR. STIDHAM: Your Honor, this stipul:
he entered into as 1 understand it is im
disciplinary proceedings. (e LON N
THE COURT: Well -- paye
MR. STIDHAM: How can we say that he
disciplined or on probation for anything
agreement was in lieu of that? Furthers
people I have talked to about this say
the governing board of this -- has in
is not on probation. In fact Doctor
me a couple of days ago he's consi
against the Jonesboro Sun for prinm:
information.
The problem is -- and the bi
Honor, is this kid's life is at _I
the day my expert is supposed T
9et this big file that the
had since the 28th, and I get ¢

they are 90ing te go in there s




his credibility based on this stutf --

Wwitnessa on

THE COURT: What is it you want the witness to

testify to, firat of all, and then I want to know how

you want to go about impeaching him.

MR. DAVIS8: 1'11 tell you hew I intend on ]
impeaching him when I find out what his testimony ia _{
going to ba.

MR. STIDHAM: Your Honor, we intend == just as we
did at the previous hearings with Doctor Wilkina == te
ask Doctor Wilkins to testify about paychologicanl
testing Lhat was conducted on the defendant. 1IQ
testing, his MMPI, the tests that he testified teo
eaclier,

THE COURT: What ims that? w

MR. STIDHAM: The test that he does == I'm not a
paychologist, 1've got all my notes. }
MR. CROW: He did the ball of clay, the checkers
L4 |
STIDHAM: I'm not going to ask Doctor Wilkinas

to testify about brain damage or stuff of that ==
THE COURT:

MR,

You're going to ask him about all
those payochologloal teatas and then what

elae? u.',-q
We had intended to alsno after he

the teats that he had given the de

MR. BTIDHAM:
talked about

and what

the results of those testns Here, we

1779
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anticipated asking him whether he had any training and
experience with regard to cults. And ask him what his
experience, education, training and background is with
cults and have him testify whether or not he has an

opinion as to whether or not these homicides are cult

related.
THE COURT: I wouldn't allow that. bt i
MR. STIDHAM: Why not, your Honor? oroved Wy )

THE COURT: I wouldn't allow him to formulate
that kind of opinion. That is for the jury to ¢

MR. STIDHAM: Your Honor, that is what an
is for is to help the jury understand th-';fjﬂ
Basically, the jury has been given l:ni-mdi?'j-ﬂ

THE COURT: You're going to gualify
expert in cult activity? r

MR. CROW: He's given seminars on it,

MR. DAVIS: He's given seminars on i
psychology, too, and they are telling h:
have any background in that.

MR. STIDHAM: Your Honor, he's giw
understand it, four thousand forensic e

How can he not be learned in that
the

thousand cases, He gives forensic evw

As I understand the rule, there

/780
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ke lawyers can't say I'm a criminal lawyer or I'm a

11

-- you can't set out to be an expert in a certain

field or specialize in a certain field. I understand L

there's no licensing requirement for a forensic
psychologist. That's my understanding of the law.

MR. DAVIS: You have to submit a letter of intent
indicating the areas of practice which you will be
involved in and have that letter of intent approved by
the board before you practice in certain areas.

And that is exactly what they go into. In this
hearing transcript it says when it comes to foremsie
psychology that he has never submitted a letter of
intent indicating that he's practicing in that area.
In the transcript where he was under ocath he testifies
-= they said, "What training have you received to do I
forensic examinations?"

And he goes, "Well, I have tried fer the last
three years to take this course but I just can't get a

hold of the guy who teaches it."™

And then they go on to say, "We have grave

concerns whether he should be allowed to do forensic

examinations with no past training or background,”

MR. STIDHAM: Your Homor, if the Court is qu;l.nq

to allow him to impeach based on this stuff at

very last minute, we would

ask for a continuance ar

1
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allow us to find a psye
to Little Rock this time a
and make sure there's not any
pending. This kid's life is at stake, your
we need to get him evaluated again, ﬂmmm
like to do, We'd ask for a continuance. This W i
obviously been a surprise to us. They'v e had t
information. We didn't get it until today.
MR. CROW: Your Honor, I would point
according to what Mr. Davis just said, he
this information before we started voir
down in Little Rock -- STRE © -
THE COURT: That was nf#ﬂr;hhnﬁwvﬁfn
MR. FOGLEMAN: Even if we had, tk
type information. We don't have .‘..*'a'.-.;ﬁ. G
going to ask them gquestions about -
examination -- so they can get the
THE COURT: Well, it goe
testimony anyway. I guess it ¢t
to some extent.
MR. FOGLEMAN: Your Honor,
we'd say that he's not qualif
an opinion on that.
MR. STIDHAM: Judge, you know

thing as a cult psychologist?
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such thing.

THE COURT: Doctor J
University of Nevada is a recognize

MR. STIDHAM: There's never been a documented
case of satanic cult ritualistic homicide anywhere in

the country.

MR. FOGLEMAN: You're getting that from Ofshe.

MR. STIDHAM: I got that from the !Blmlﬁd-"_;‘ﬂ;”:j.
Wilkins. o spainet il

MR. DAVIS: Was it from the FBI through
Ofshe?

MR. STIDHAM: Doctor Park Dietz is on
most renowned forensic psychologists in the

he has written a pamphlet, I can show you
pamphlet.

1lm
Judge, this is a witch hunt and we sk
the right to show that there's never b
case of satanic ritualistie homicide an
country. We ought to be able to have ;
who's familiar with that literature
pProof to show that to the juryi«o hime
THE COURT: 1I'm going to allo

Doctor Wilkins and gt whnties !ﬁwll

and I am going to allow them to cross
impeach him, 3

—

/783
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. I'm not going to allow } :

\ instances of misconduct, however -- \

; boy's pants and dropping his trousers -- I'm Mfw

P . to allow that. IEiktan’ petential probiues

5 I will allow you to ask him if he has entered
B into a consent order with the licensing board =

. restricting his practice to certain areas. And the

" content of his previous sworn testimony can be used to
3 impeach him, not to impeach him but to go against hi
10 capability of formulating the opinions he's goi
11 render. intond
12 MR. DAVIS: Judge, one other area in the
13 part of that order, they required him to
L4 psychological evaluation. The report from
15 Hazelwood concerning his psychological eva
16 indicates that he found substantial evid
A7 Doctor Wilkins suffers from the same -- b

g ¢ same diagnosis that he diagnosed the d

19 And since his personal perception ==
0
L THE COURT: You mean he h“mm

. MR. DAVIS: They didn't give him

2; Other things in that report indicate

. that and show you, s hadind

4 MR. STIDHAM: Your Honor, we re

3 continuance and have an oppor

-‘_‘_‘_\_‘_-_‘_-—-_

/78




10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
0
1
22
k|
2

25

defendant evaluated. ho wasn't oo
MR. DAVIS: Judge, in regard to the continuance
Mr. Stidham or Mr. Crow were the first ones to bring
up the matter of Doctor Wilkins' potential problems
sometime during jury selection. And they're the first

ones that mentioned it, showed concern that it might

be a problem at the trial.

MR. STIDHAM: And the Court ordered the : !

prosecution not to impeach the witness based on --
MR. CROW: At that time, your Honor, the .
prosecution said, the only question I intend to ask
if he is a member in good standing with his board.
MR. DAVIS: I didn't know this.
MR. STIDHAM: This kid's life is at stak:
THE COURT: I understand that your defen
got a great stake in this, but you also need |
proper evidence, and the State also has the rj
impeach your witnesses when they can. ¥'all f
and completely misled the Court when you in
MR. STIDHAM: Your Honor, we didn't --
THE COURT: I'm not saying it was a
knowing thing, but you certainly led the

to the conclusion that the man hadn't ha
when I find that he has. $

um - -3

MR. STIDHAM: He told us there w

/7838
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disciplinary action, that he wasn't on probation, that

b 2% . . " , . LN
it was pending. i

THE COURT: What does that settlement say? Does

it place him on probation?

MR. STIDHAM: Your Honor, we didn't see this

until 30 minutesa ago.

THE COURT: I'm telling you your witness knows.

i
\
b

Did he lie to you? Is that what you're telling me?

MR. STIDHAM: He said he was not on probation, he

was a member in good standing and that there was a -
hearing pending. That's all he teld ua.
MR. DAVIS8: It is not our fault that the witness i
has short sheeted them on the information. of ..:.ﬂ =
MR. STIDHAM: This is a capital murder case ==
MR. FOGLEMAN: [ have got a feeling that Ofsh

going to be relying on some of Doctor Wilkins' ¢t

examination material, they shouldn't be allowec
say, wait a minute, now that you have come for '.
told us you've got some good cross ex

want to change so the expert will have

worthwhile to rely on.

THE COURT: 1I'm not going to continue | :
Y'all don't have to call him.

You've g

tomorcow.

Maybe you can have somebody

/786
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evaluation tonight a
MRE. FOGLEMAN:
of the witness -— 6" .
THE COURT: That's a de
make. I'm not going to allow you to ¢
perversion or the specific tlﬂlml#
will allow you to inguire into any s
that he's given to a disciplinary board.
I would prefer that you mot
it as a disciplinary action, but yom
as a == pretl !
MR. STIDEAM: The prejudice is goin
great to that jury. They're not
what a disciplinary hearing is or
lieu of formal disciplinary action
THE COURT: I didn't pick
either call him or not call him but
him, I'm going to allow them to cros
I'm not going to allow them to cro:
he's a dirty old man or that he made ;
his pants. I'm not going to all
be more prejudicial than proba
MR. CROW: Your Honor, a
Psychological testing he's

reference to it, much less

/1997



! prejudice there would far ou
' MR. DAVIS: Judge, the &
\ - in going into that is obviously
i . example, one of the tests that th

. the house/tree/person test, and he gives nearly three
' paragraphs of findings based on Jessie Misskelley

' 5
drawing a house, a tree, and a person and as part of
: those findings, he says that he makes these findings
; because he interprets it to represent phallic .
which we've got -- I intend to go into that
As far as his personal interpreta
personal viewpoints and his personal idic
R 1) his personal credentials are all very
R L4 determining if he's going to make these -
g based on the drawing of a house, a tree anc
oy 1 then he's going to have to stand up there
b through cross examination. - rutatie
i § THE COURT: I'm going to allow irk‘f
F ' to allow you to refer to that lﬂm
i = psychoanalyzed or been evaluated by anc
\ psychologist. What I will allow you ‘
’ t‘ if his competency in those areas
. “] challenged by other prntmiml;n
i :: pProper foundatiom, 1 will allow you
y 5 :

¥ith that letter, give him an oppe

-\_\_\_\_'_'_‘_‘——-—__

=




without letting that

:',. " - contents read to the "-:-'-r{-'" \
4 examine him in that regard.
*;j i All that business as it first
Bl . had taken a kid in and had him drop his pants
"N hadn't had a hearing on it. I find now !
1 7 totally and completely different. How
i g I this guy? Did he volunteer?
. . | MR. STIDHAM: Judge, it is real hard
'R 10 someone to -- goiog B
'R 1l : THE COURT: I just want to know how ¢
1 12 him. b
| RE MR. STIDHAM: We made some phon
g someone who was willing to work on the
- they might get paid. We have an indig:
gL | who is facing capital murder charge
_?‘ 4 THE COURT: He made no repres
* At whatsoever -- wid
: : | MR. STIDHAM: -- absolutely
:_‘ i THE COURT: -- about having
: ’ 5 hearings where testimony was
Ny entered into a consent order?
:IL . MR. STIDHAM: When we asked
..li 2 | when this subject came up, he in

| THE COURT: Have you asked hi

e




: order? * b
: -
i ! ago. This is a co
y MR. FOGLEMAN: But y'a "
. voir dire -- e weney, TSRS SN
; MR. STIDHAM: If this was going to becc
. . issue, we asked the Court -- s
N MR. CROW: -- what he told us ==
; '1 3 MR. STIDHAM: Just a minute. =
: | 10 asked during voir dire if this was g
] 11 and the Court said mo. We asked at
.-_" 12 THE COURT: What was going te be
i '] 13 MR. STIDHAM: Whether they we |
B ' 1
%’r 4 to impeach him with this g
. S THE COURT: I domn't &
i 18 that's essentially it, whether or
17 allow the State tao go intao
" disciplined. TY'all -t
) he had a hearing, has he been
» was told mo. A
P ME. STIDHAM: &
ff Honor. We also asked for a j
: going to become ap !
a Misskelley evaluated.

¥r. Wilkias is going to testify .

‘----_'_'_'—————__
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pamphlet from the attorne

prosecution has had for four c
judge, that is surprise if cﬂ.f; 1

This man's 1ife is athstakes DA REEEEEEEEEEEEN

i
T :
MR. FOGLEMAN: Your Honor, I don't think it was

even a requirement that we disclose it at all until

e

after the man had testified. .
THE COURT: That's not the issue. The onl
ig &= Ll ng -Gl
MR. STIDHAM: -- justice and fair play.
THE COURT: Justice and fair play would a
allow the State to inquire into the competen:
credibility of your witness. Justice and £
wouldn't allow you to put on a witness that
to you about his professional standing
You about ever having appeared before a di
board.
MR. CROW: I'm not so sure he's lyir
MR. BTIDHAM: I think it's a
interpretation, your Honor. This looks
agreement in lieu of formal diﬂ#irii_
That's the way I read that. And I t}
common sense interpretation and logica

of what this information says.

MR. DAVIS: It says, "probati yfm;ff

79
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is what it refers to,
probationary sta - _
THE COURT: Isn'
MR. STIDHAM: I en't
properly review it. Judge, if I
the grapevine that this was going to come
have been bushwhacked with it. .
THE COURT: I don't want to have ti
over again because of some nitpickin
of some --
MR. STIDHAM: We're not going hff
about neuropsychology. All we Ilntff;:.'
psychological tesating in --
THE COURT: What you want to ¢
on now and allow him to testify t
and restrict the State from cutt .
can. That is exactly what you
MR. STIDHAM: No, your H
compromise if we can reach a
in the interest of justice I
recess in order to have Mr.
have spent hours Ildﬁh.ul.q.i
Wilkins since back in October
to us -- b dak

THE COURT: “’&"m :
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and confront him with it
and see where we stand. t!a.
MR. STIDHAM: Your E
to the defendant and is a w
rights and his right to receive a fair trial s
THE COURT: In what way? Lins el lilli‘£“5_1

MR. STIDHAM: Today's the first of Feb

THE COURT: I'm not preventing you !
him on. Put him on. e N 4
MR. STIDHAM: Your Honor, we're painted
corner with regard to this -- « = = r
THE COURT: You take the witness:
them. I didn't create the man. You |
far as I know. L ing
MR. STIDHAM: We didn't create
THE COURT: Well, I sure dida
inherited it here at the last minu
MR. DAVIS: Judge, one thin
Doctor Wilkins has been here co
the trial and has conferred with
numerous times during the course .
certainly -- Abs ity
THE COURT: Almost daily.
MR. DAVIS: -- at least s




acknowledged to us that they
existed have had access to -':"--: i
determine from him what was cont:
| And all of the documents that we have ir
received from the attorney general's offi

‘ documents which either Doctor Wilkins has signed or

7 mailed to him or letters that originated from Doct:
i
. 8 Wilkins so he's acutely aware of all this. snd askis
Ny THE COURT: My ruling is going to stand. I'm

'l going to allow you to cross examine him. I'
1 going to allow reference to exposing the c!
12 not going to allow you to make a direct ref

. Bt the letter from the psychologist that did

Nl u him although you can set him up for that

op i confront him with it without telling the ;

R is.
1f y'all don't want to put him on w

i i . i g
» : bases, then you better get busy right now and
i 15 : %
find you another doctor. If it devel

another day or two, then I'll permit |
gl b
going to have to get busy.

But to me the interest of justic
" sides to attack the credibility of a
'r
credibility came with him bag and L

I didn't read all that stuff

L—‘“‘--—-—._;

/794



what I thought was an o

3 : administrator and sign Yy Do
N MR. STIDHAM: Would the |
: j head guy is and inguire what h
) : with the board? I'm getting confli
i § members of the media and what Mr. Davis is t
¢ : THE COURT: The media is talking to
e MR. STIDHAM: Yeah, they're coming ¢
; j me about it. Jim Tayler of Channel
el that he had talked to the person responsi
By u Rock and said he was not on probation
TR a member in good standing. I thought thi
TR dead. tod AR -
Rl MR. DAVIS: As I understand it, Do 'f
ay b | gave a two hour interview to KAIT Sund:
B | THE COURT: Did he? :
W MR. STIDHAM: I have no
L T‘ THE COURT: That would be some
¥l to impeach him, too. hat

iu MR. STIDHAM: If monkeys flew
# :Z ' right now, I wouldn't be surprised
v 3 MR. CROW: One thing, your H
¢ Tl me. If we limit his testimony --
: % that -- to take out the thing about

MR. DAVIS: I don't want --

I\“———_;
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MR. CROW: -- we can limit
realize you don't want that -- bi
he's basing his opinion on when he

testimony, how can they impeach him e

MR. STIDHAM: Judge, is this about
truth and whether or not this kid is inﬁﬂﬁiﬂtiﬂﬂﬂﬂi4!$“3-
guilty, or is this about trying to get a coms he
and confusing the jury --

THE COURT: From the prosecutor's stand
they probably want a conviction. From your
standpoint, you probably want him off and p
neither one of you care where the truth lies
standpoint. The Court is interested in what
is and what is fair play between the defen
State and that is all I'm trying to do.

MR. FOGLEMAN: Your Honor, I would s
record the State has every conviction that f
defendant is guilty or we wouldn't be

THE COURT: I'm sure of that as w
platitudes you're making for the recor
don't change the circumstances. You
enough. You can say it over and over
want to,.

MR. STIDHAM: Thank you for your e

(RECESS)

/196



(THE FOLLOWING CONFERENCE WAS HELD IN CHAMBERS)

THE COURT: Let the record reflect this is a

hearing out of the presence of the jury. The purpose

of the hearing is to consider the testimony of Doctor

Wilkins.

MR. STIDHAM: We would like to bring up a couple

of points that we didn't discuss earlier before lunch.

The Court indicated it would not let Doctor
Wilkins testify with regard to cults =--

THE COURT: 1 didn't say that.

MR. STIDHAM: I thought that's what the Court's

ruling was.

THE COURT: HNo, I didn't say that. rhsat

MR. STIDHAM: Did I misunderstand? urt

MR. CROW: That's the way I took it, too.hh

THE COURT: No. I haven't made any final

determination whether or not he testifies about cults.

The question is, is whether or not he's competent to
testify in that area and that is what the State has
raised and that goes to gqualifying him as a forens:

expert in psychology with special cmnpatmr.-dw:i"

area of the occult and that is the scle issue, ,‘ﬂl

I think the testimony, or at least the
conversation we had earlier was relative to him

cross examined if he testifies on matters

nvol

/144
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disciplinary settlement that
licensing board where he hw{.
board signed. That is the real
You kind of outlined what h
to with regard to the occult and I might have
expressed some question as to whether he was ci

in that area, whether or not he had any expe

I haven't ruled on it. t afies _'

So if that's what you want to get
more interested right now in the other matts
examination. To me that's more significant.:
MR. STIDHAM: Your Honor, we'd lik ‘
Doctor Wilkins sworn and have him tell tI
the nature of the disciplinary stuff is
can be informed about that. I have :
Hilkins' attorney, Mr. Crego, and he h
few things I want to make the Court a
For example, under seventeen --
Annotated seventeen dash ninety-six
as I understand the statute, it say
thing as probation for a psychal
have a license or you don't. You a

standing or you've been suspended.
Furthermore, it's my unders

is a general licensing state so
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a psychologist, you are a
license for a specific type of

understand from looking

Crow, it would appear that this :
was taken in lieu of a formal 'g’lii.u”__” e .,h,ﬂié;
disciplinary board. wl legal process I E.
We would submit that because it was in lie A
that it is not proper for the State to i '
that. Also, we would submit that it's hear
the Court determines it is not h“m#‘
| hasn't been properly authenticated, and
appear to be the original, nor is it att
We would also like to have the c
Doctor Wilkins to explain the natur
disciplinary action, what if any
there is on his record, whether or not
standing with the board. am_.
THE COURT: All right. Go ahea __
DOCTOR WILKINS =
having been first duly sworn to speak the :
0d nothing but the truth, then testified

DIRECT EXAMINATION
BY MR. STIDHAM:
Q

Can you tell the Court what the ba

Settlement agreement in the disciplinary a

"'--.____-_-_-_-_____

o "
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peed to start at the
A It began in November
gamily with a possibility of .
we were dealing obviously with the
vas the perpetrator. Ah, I had contact
pamily Services. 1 was involved in the normal lega
had to go through with that. . u;ntq.'
puring the course of the assessment with the -- 1
vith the girl, we discussed a fair amount of ah =-
physiological characteristics that her brothe: ha
determining the veracity of her ah -- ah -=
I checked with the parents about the confir
They did not know what they were. Ah, s0 I
guandary at that point and the -- and the
I'll have him pull his pants down and lool
proceeded to do that. in
Nothing happened then after that for al
Months, ah, at which time these two
hospitalized at Charter Lakeside
¥as in the hospital at Charter
the issue with Doctor Causey in
time Doctor Causey became very co:
*hat was involved and was insisting that

At that time -- and depositi.

|
i--._________
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mother signed deposition
she could not leave the hospit
there and let them grab him
When the parents told me of t
prosecuting attorney's office. I ©
general's office and contacted the psychology boa:
questions. Ah, I did not get any response.
Ah, a few months later this letter from Doct
to my board. I responded to the letter. Ah, te
pothing happened. Having heard no further r spe
board or anyone else, then I got a letter sa :.=--
concerned about this and they needed to have =c
resclution. do
I agreed to do whatever we needed to do to
1 then asked about my concern involving the kidn:
children from Arkansas into the hospital
chose not to respond. Bt 3
So finally I was left with no altermatiw
the Children's Defense Fund and the Center
2nd the attorney general's office in Tenness: .
The attorney general's Office in Ter
fompleting its evaluation and its charges
Boctor Causey and Charter Lakeside :
Pefense Pund, whatever they are doing fo

°f wherever else it may be.




o

We then entered into a settlement agreement. At that time
| agreed easier than a whole lot of other complications that I
ould be supervised for six months, that I would undergo a
psychological evaluation. That agreement was formalized. I
underwent the evaluation. I met with the supervisor that the
voard appointed, Doctor Curtis Adkinson. Doctor Adkinson and I
met on several occasions. Curtis wrote back to the board saying
I didn't need any supervision. He didn't know what to do.

We waited then another seven or eight months, got a notice
from the board saying that I hadn't followed the outline of the
board. During this time I had employed John Wesley Hall. Mr.
Hall had written five letters to the board. I had written four
letters to the board requesting, what do we do now because the
supervisor has guit. Where do we go now. Nine months later
still no response.

We then had a -- 1 then got a notice of a board hearing.

S0 we went to the board hearing. At that time it was agreed
that if 1 would agree not to practice neuropsychology, all other
things would be left aside.

Also at the time we had a discussion that a psychological
F¥aluation would be made of me by Doctor Hazelwood, which by the

L] s
A, 1 have sent to five other experts around the country who

ha
Ve made responses that the board now has. I have alse

Pr .
®3sed malpractice charges against Doctor Hazelwood.

hnd so we are still involved in that process now

tYas
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and do we still have to go through th
yaiting for the board to decide what it
supervised for and if we ever get that d
do it.

The board has now taken three and a half years .

' . that, which we are no closer now to it than we were W
i ; started three and a half years ago. R

And that's basically what the process is.

-
—
=

| v there is no such thing as probation. I am not or
. | I have not been told I could not practice foremsic
~ J I @am licensed to practice in the SBtate of Ar
© | 1 oanybody else is licensed to practice in the State of
* | Y4 with the one criteria I do not do neuropsyct
| 5 Fx
% | ¥ o child sexual abuse cases. Other than that
,’I " absolutely no restrictions to my practice wh :
I Rl
- DIRECT EXAMINATION
o [ . - Ve
R _ :
& 9  Doctor, is Jessie Misskelley's case a chil
- 'In | - s
L&A pase? ATION
i
|54 {.' Ho. The charges are three cases of
K
| Ml 4

Would you be treating Mr. Misskelle

/803
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¥o, I have not.
ME. CROW: Your Homor, 1 =

§1 THE WITNESS:

s May I make one more comment? RRada AT <<
¢ Sure. Erdel cond
3 The issue in Doctor Hazelwood's report regarding my

istransigence of ah -- of ah -- of not -- in terms of mot i
allowing things to pass had to do with the fact that I 1UL _.
yet and still refuse to abandon charges of kidnapping a .'. .
unlawful taking of patients by Charter Lakeside .
will not back off on that so, therefore, I've been
intransigent, making outrageous statements.

Well, I can assure you that the Tennessee attor
general's office and the Children's Defense Fund do '
they are the least bit outrageous. And thal:'l,mt;'-_' :
Process that we're now involved in. K t:n:.:

[ don't have any -- at this point have -- h
fairly low key about the process. I have no probl
*iis point. I will deal with it as I have to.

CROSS EXAMINATION iy
BT MR. pavis:

e Tou referred to Doctor Hazelwood's eval

e

A Tes,

g

In Doctor Hazelwood's evaluation the po

/30
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end toO question whether eor
jsorders -- those are based on |
tuato: in Tennessee was blackmai

0 Yyou are also now indicating that Doctor
erformed this examination is also blackmailing you &

r No. Heavens, no. He's not blackmailing m ¢
; Yyou said that he was attempting to get you te

gharges in Tennessee --

L No. 1 didn't say anything like thlﬁ-lﬁﬁlﬁ-"r
0 Does he mention in his report anything ab
charges? UG
A Yes. He says they are absolutely outrageous
[ == 1 -- I have some strange perception of re
P'“' these strange outrageous charges. :
R Did you also indicate in the transcript o
that as far as any training in forensic psyeck

ol Arkansas that you have had none?

No, 1 had not. le l..'

When have you had training in forensic p
In the State of Arkansas?
Right,

I don't know what you're asking ng@:-;'-

Have you had any training in the 8t
lelq

s

e

of forensie paychology?

; e
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gince I've been in Arka

<

;
E In ah == ah -- ah -- ah -- Santa .
Q
:

Where, when? A

Have you had any in-state training in

Sl =
L

No, I have not. ¢t :-r',"
n Have you filed a letter of intent regarding the a
!brucl:ice with the Arkansas Board of Psychologi
.overning board is?

No, I have not,.

I

E

t Isn't a letter of intent in the areas you ir
ractice in -- isn't that a requirement? = =

t 1 did file one. I'm sorry. I filed one when .
lere in 1987, yes. e Sl

What does the letter of intent reflect th

0
ractice is? vl g
Unrestricted.
4]

In all areas of psychology?
Yes. T e
Did the board request that you file E 4
f®9arding the specific areas that you inte
A Yes. And on that I just listed -- T
09 -~ 1 just 1isted matital, Sbumileal
tests, objective tests.
When was that?

In 1987,
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board?

A No, I have not.

gave you filed one since you |

p Are you currently supervised? cdey 4
I! No. And it's not my fault. I can't get the boar
Igppoint one.

p You've indicated that you're complying with the ore
|
that you're not treating sexual abuse cases, you're not

peuropsychology, and wasn't the other portion of that . EC
you be supervised? to dechd
A But the problem is I can't get them to appoint an:
supervise. And until they -- and so as far as I can '_
are still under negotiations for them to decide who g

to be. S0 in the meantime -- hae B

If I ask a yes or no, are you currently under |
ould the answer be no?

A No.
|

E Is the probationary order which reflects th:
‘feat child sexual abuse and not to do neurog

tlsn indicate you are supposed to be supervise

Whiech order? : “'- ¥

T

E The one that is in effect now.
There are seven in effect as far as I kn

P haven't decided which ones are in effect

ot ¢
‘M effect. What you have here is about

‘-"""-1_._________

! 807



1
11
13
4

15

]
[t}
Iy
i
i
2
4

]

¢ile or less, probably. I have a

i Is there an order in effect t
Euperviaad? s WA _
; 1 don't know. I don't know what the Bﬁiﬁﬁ i X
F You don't know if you are suppesed to be supervised or n
:,\ No. act dis _%_.
REDIRECT EXAMINATION - .
Y ME. CROW: s
Have you made an effort to try to get a supe
I made an effort to try to get the board to
ould be appropriate if they still want me tﬁiﬂi-.
REDIRECT EXAMINATION
¥ MR. STIDHAM: oantlum
Does any of this we just talked about in
hat had any effect on your ability to evalual
lsskelley as far as this murder case is con
No. My thought about that is -- ig ==
45 s0 concerned about me being mentally
fcompetent -- they have had the Hazelwood

992 -~ if they were really concerned -- an

Ve seen hundreds and hundreds and hundre

——_— X

thllr Were really concerned about my mental

Ve revoked my license as soon as they go

4 50 they don't take it very seriously
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ko deal with it if they chose to.

[t is your testimony all these issues rei

|
0

Yes. .
;r REDIRECT EXAMINATION Rl
iﬁi’ MR. CROW: 6 whANEROE _
g What you agreed in the stipulation was to mt“wmm
i;ssxuai cases? caxdib h
|a Yes. crw ball
0 And to not do neuropsychology and be supervised?

Yes. an
Have you had a supervisor appointed originally?
TWo. wnd o

The first one served for what five months -- =

© what he was supposed to do. He finally said, &

A
Q
A
Q
; Um-hum. And he couldn't get a response from tI
Ee need to do anything else. I gquit. e cLAonN

Q And you made a continued effort since then tc
PPointed? ¢ @

Yes. The second one I chose they said no

A
\r‘?i‘mpriate. He was the last chairman of .-_-:; :
8

Ure exactly what their issue is they're try

this point, _

THE COURT: Anything else, gen
MR. STIDHAM: Your Honeor, I wo

the statute seems to indicate you e

.,
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license or you don't, and
pDoctor Wilkins does have a 3
issues regarding super
decided, say St

I have serious reservations e -E’F? hether or not
due process has been afforded on M;M?1I-‘._"
don't think I have a reservation with regard tc
sex abuse cases, but that's not what we are tal

i
about . nay @ »

THE COURT: I don't have any qu
due process was provided. Doctor Wilk | .
indicated that he had John Wesley Hall, anc
in the room knows John Wesley Hall to be a |
competent attorney that represented
wherein the probationary order was :

It also seems to refer to the
quoted seventeen ninety-six three t
seventeen ninety-three four tem of
Practices Act which provides that
impose probation allowing a lices
practicing under terms and condi
the best interests of the

Further, seventeen |
that, "The Arkansas Board of

may refuse to grant a ce




suspension of any license for .
determined by the board.”"
And also, seventeen ninety
to indicate that they may mw

or ruling.

As far as I'm concerned, you are just talking
about the good doctor did quite a bit in explaining so
I'm going to allow him to testify, and I am g '
allow them to cross examine, and he may make
explanations that he deems appropriate. 3

I'm not going to let him go into 4 s
off and exposing his privates, and I'm mﬂ‘:
allow Doctor Hazelwood's letter to be intre
received in evidence as an exhibit. I wil
allow them to make reference to it, sh
Wilkins and cross examine him appropri:
detailing the contents of the letter to

MR. CROW: Can I get a little fu
understanding as to -- I'm sorry, yo
I'm being ignorant. . -

THE COURT: It should be .;-.-;

MR. CROW: Maybe it shnuld-;_h{'ﬁ.:'
the Court. 1It's what are they going to
do with this evaluation. That's ny

this point. Ly el
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. something that is still pending. I don

MR. STIDHAM: Your

| witness a further mm
THE COURT: Sure.

REDIRECT EXAMINAT

"‘:"-_.'r- L
by AT i

BTH.'R STIDHAM: L pibod g STl e 2 -!

0 Isn't that evaluation the subject of the mmw
A Yes. e,

MR. STIDHAM: Your Honor, that's still pe

To let the prosecution impeach him with ¢!

had due process with regard to that.,

resolved by the board yet. Ld

THE COURT: Again, I'm going to ;
him questions that go to his profe:
qualifications, his credibility, tt
themselves. I'm not going to allow
Doctor Wilkins. I'm not going to
into matters that would be prejudi.
But I am going to allow them to e
based upon this set of circumstan

Do you understand what I'm :
letter from Doctor Hazelwood? d
bantered back and forth in front o
are pertinent matters in it that

Subject matter of cross examin:

h‘-“"“--—-—-___
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MR. DAVIS: Judge, one thi:
out for the record is that |
on the evaluation that was part
order that contained also the t ;
sexual abuse victims and also the _. ropsychol
that report is tied into the very order we are
referring to. viesd BUE Be ¥

THE COURT: I understand that. To tha!
you probably could refer to it. That is
is based upon the agreed order that wa
Court. That is about as far as
pending now -- those type things -- if
wants to explain it, fine. I frankly di
is so disturbing about his testimony. He ¢
darn good job of explaining what it's all

time to time.
THE WITNESS: I don't have a ]
having a press conference right now e
THE COURT: I'm not r .
like that. v BN
THE WITNESS: I have no pr e
that . '
THE COURT: There was some

-

morning that you gave about




"'--..__________-_-_

conference to some TV statior
that's true or not. il
THE WITNESS: [ talked to p

some ﬂthEl’ i"u!a- S Fal-] --uh“ - - - R
= h‘.!‘ ol
i e th :

MR. STIDHAM: The only thing im .
understanding -- he's not going to be allowed to
introduce the letter from Doctor Hazelwood but he is
going to be allowed to ask the witness to r =
the jury?

THE COURT: He's going to be allowed to &
that letter as a part of the settlement g
Doctor Wilkins to refer to it and then ask
guestions concerning it. But the letter w
received in evidence.

THE WITNESS: My one response to t
possible since 1'm going to respond teo
pile of material I'd like to brimg for
hearing as I would not have that

going to testify this afterncon, I dc

._-.' e AL
responses that I'm going to make to tha

nineteen page response to the E
THE COURT: What is it you want te
the letter? < walide
MR. DAVIS: Judge, there's a numbe

o
depends on how the cross ex

» L0

/ 81 ‘!




already seen the portions I'v

don't feel like sitting here

I intend to cross examine him ¢

THE COURT: 1 understand _

i MR. STIDHAM: What about our objec to hear
and proper authentication of the document? didn’t I

MR. FOGLEMAN: We are not 1utrudun1nna#§§?-ulfxé”'"'

; ' document .
g THE COURT: I'm not going to allow tl
0 1 introduce them. Vi

I MR. STIDHAM: Judge, if they're sitt
A i1 telling the jury what is in the docw
i same thing as introducing the document.
) “ MR. CROW: If Doctor Hazelwoed is
testify, your Honor, that's not an a
of anything that's in the file in L
THE COURT: I'm not going to le:
Hazelwood's letter be received
question of authenticating the do
N have a witness on there that can b
K ! and asked if he recognizes it, if h

and you can proceed to ask him que

g ]u

MR. STIDHAM: I anticipate

k\—--—-_;




himself on cross examination

issues. ot amN N

THE COURT: I'm going to
him. I didn't create the sit
Doctor Wilkins created it, but he lii

we are going to all live with it.

1y accused of some wrongdoing and had never .
e | hearing tribunal, never had those issues
l like I was led to believe, I would have

i inquiry into it at all. But that's far

| The fact of the matter is, is he had a
’ 4 adjudicative hearing for which a r
sworn testimony taken and he not only
but had twe lawyers present, as 1 rec
Wesley Hall, a former p!ﬂllﬂﬂﬁﬂﬂ%i-?';ﬂ
sSome renown, rlprnauntinﬂ-h1n4'-3i~u'
there is free game. ot
MR. CROW: I don't have any e
occurred in that hearing. My ob;
evaluation that has nﬂthiniwin‘iﬁ:
going to testify about. = ,
s 1 THE COURT: I'm not going
introduction of that letter int

.
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as it dovetails and titi-*hgufxn
itself, some of the contents of
certainly available for the stat e I
such as competency in th-v.-m:-:&Lm-{w’:ﬁ = |
psychology and that is one of the issues. But I think
that is certainly an issue in this case -- his
credibility in that area.
! MR. STIDHAM: Your Honor, that il-thﬁ.iﬁiiii.1
; is coming up for the pending hearing. '4ﬂf}E£JJ
W been adjudicated. 1108

it MR. CROW: Your Honor, the only thing
been adjudicated was the stuff that
one order. The other hearing that the |
R there for, if you will read the transecri

your Honor, you'll see -- they b

1§

talked and finally said, we will meet
decision was made. No additional re:
upon him. They talked and talked and
the Court to review the transcript o
THE WITNESS: I think the tran
I paid three thousand dollars for -
is this high (INDICATING) for this
another transcript that I'm look
MR. STIDHAM: We are conc

being confused about the issues an

-\-H_H_'"_‘—\—\—._

(g8




been resclved and what issu
| And I just think it's m
| be allowed to impeach or crom
| something that hasn't been
. board.

THE COURT: I'm going to let him urn?i: . -
'1' him on the matters that were raised in the
adjudicative hearing for which there mhl.t } o
probationary order entered. I'm finding -H_i
probationary order was completely Iim :
and responsibilities of the board to er J
0 Wilkins has conceded that he signed it ﬂ
it. That is basically what we're here
. 1 have called and if you want an
psychologist, the State Hospital i:u
an IQ examination. It will take m 1
forensic study if you want that ﬁ'{-rﬁ*r -

opportunity you can have between

But otherwise -- and I have

Doctor Wilkins at all -- but 1

away. 1 didn't create it and yo
He didn't either. He's got to .

"--..._____‘_-_‘_-_-_-_
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1 got due process. That's
' about. I want Mr. ss]
2

3 on the other hand, !ﬂ~

i State's ability to cross

5 MR. STIDHAM: Thank you, :

] (RETURN TO OPEN

7 MR. STIDHAM: Your Honor, may we appro

8 THE COURT:w.Okay.r Hanar. vhey won'g !

9 (THE FOLLOWING DISCUSSION WAS HAD AT THE !

0 OF THE HEARING OF.THE JUR¥L)us f00s to Shen
} L MR. FOGLEMAN: Your Honor, we've g I

12

chambers that we would renew our objecti

3 photoaraphs that were just ttaken a few
. i they do not depict the scene as it was o
L of the murders. poat the 23
L MR. CROW: T think they can help:ther
i b you can and can't see from certain pl
. MR. FOGLEMAN: But you can see
¢ s THE COURT: Well, you're goin
e " all of the variables about the se:
3 X all--- y 1 T
q 2 e
' MR, FOGLEMAN: Why can't he ¢
: photographs? I :
: ; MR. STIDHAM: They're not the righ
. Honor., Moo T e
“"""‘-——.__
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THE COURT: wWhat do

MR. STIDHAM: The po! :
your Honor, is }h&u m ’»ig £
located to the service m e

MR. DAVIS: We '
measurements. It's the phe |
they —- they will niﬁm

MR. STIDHAM: Your Honor, they won't !
jury.

THE COURT: Well, just objeet to them whe g
ready to introduce them and ‘let me look at thes -
I'l1l1 make a Qecision. - )

(RETURN TO OPEN COURT.) n
RON LAX SRt .

having been first duly sworn to ‘speak the tru
“ruth, and nothing but the trath, then te

DIRECT EXAMINATION
BY MR. STIDHAM: whore the Sodbes
R. Please state your name for the Coéurt
. Romald t. tax. T -
3. And what do You do ‘for 'a 1
T am a private ‘inveéseigatort Loon sk
% And where do you reside?
A Memphis, Tennessee. ™ 000
Q.

And you have an office in M




