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 The Pact - December 13, 2025, 9:17 pm 
The defendant confessed the crime to his father, who recognised him from images released by
authorities and who eventually persuaded him to surrender, say officials.
 
 He wore a shirt, tie and trousers and smiled at family members sitting in the front row of the court,
according to the BBC's US news partner CBS. His mother, father and brother were in court with him
 
 In October, the judge allowed the defendant to wear civilian clothes during pre-trial hearings to
avoid prejudicing potential jurors, but he required him to wear restraints during hearings.
 
 Photo or video of him in restraints is not allowed.
 
 https://www.bbc.com/news/articles/cvg88l4lnemo

Tyr - December 13, 2025, 9:21 pm 
Cases like this can be finnicky in trial. Even when the facts look straightforward, such a case like this
WILL undoubtedly [BRAND NAME REMOVED] on procedural and evidentiary issues. I.e., what
evidence is actually admissible, how it was obtained (chain of custody comes into play here
especially with digital forensics), whether intense pretrial publicity affected jury fairness, the reliability
and handling of forensic or digital evidence, and how intent or mental state is framed. This definitely
does make the process complex because small rulings can significantly narrow what a jury actually
gets to see or push the case toward a lesser charge or plea rather than a clean, simple trial. The
bold being some of the most concerning.
 
 I am no lawyer and only have experience from uni in business law so nothing I've really learned can
help me here but I am interested to see what a law GPT says about this and will update.

The Pact - December 14, 2025, 11:35 pm 
 (Dec 13, 2025 10:21 PM)Tyr Wrote: [CITE] Cases like this can be finnicky in trial. Even when the
facts look straightforward, such a case like this WILL undoubtedly [BRAND NAME REMOVED] on
procedural and evidentiary issues. I.e., what evidence is actually admissible, how it was obtained
(chain of custody comes into play here especially with digital forensics), whether intense pretrial
publicity affected jury fairness, the reliability and handling of forensic or digital evidence, and how
intent or mental state is framed. This definitely does make the process complex because small
rulings can significantly narrow what a jury actually gets to see or push the case toward a lesser
charge or plea rather than a clean, simple trial. The bold being some of the most concerning.
 
 I am no lawyer and only have experience from uni in business law so nothing I've really learned can
help me here but I am interested to see what a law GPT says about this and will update.
 Most of the time defense lawyers attempts to say that a case has had too much prejudicial publicity
don't seem to go anywhere. The judge tends to decide that there's not really enough coverage to
taint the trial and they usually find jury members who say they don't know much about it. 
 
 Because of the political factors here it is a bit different from the usual high publicity true crime trials
though.
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