
ainesville, Ohio, municipal judge Michael 
 Cicconetti expected many new experiences 
during his year as president of the American 

Judges Association.  One he did not anticipate came to 
light in April—a serious plot to kill him.

On April 9, 2006, two residents in his jurisdiction 
were arrested on federal charges of violation of explo-
sives statutes.  The two, Joseph Sands, 40, and Dawn 
Holin, 34, were charged June 17 with 14 felony charges, 
including four counts of conspiracy to commit aggravated 
murder.  The intended victims were Cicconetti, North 
Perry (Ohio) Village mayor Thomas Williams, North Perry 
police chief Denise Mercsak, and lawyer Joseph Gurley.

Sands had a relatively minor misdemeanor case 
pending in Cicconetti’s court for failure to file business 
income-tax returns with North Perry Village, which had a 
local income tax.  Sands and Holin ran a car repair busi-
ness there.  Sands had been found guilty of the misde-

meanor offense, with sentencing before Cicconetti set for 
April 20.  The maximum sentence for the offense would 
be 60 days in jail. 

Apparently motivated by a belief that village officials 
were picking on them and their business, Sands and 
 Holin set out on a plan for “street justice” by tossing 
pipe bombs into the homes of their intended victims.  

Fortunately, Sands and Holin decided to ask a third 
person to help them.  And that person, perhaps moti-
vated by a desire for a plea agreement on an unrelated 
felony, told police about the plot and became a confiden-
tial informant.  

Court affidavits present chilling details both of the 
plan and of steps actually taken to carry it out.  Sands 
and the informant spent several days getting the parts 
needed to make four pipe bombs, including gun powder, 
pipes, end caps, and wicks.  Arrests were made shortly 
after Sands purchased the last item needed—a cannon 

fuse.
Sands had located the homes of the intend-

ed victims and driven the route he would use 
in carrying out the planned nighttime bombing 
raid.   He planned to strike at about 2:00 a.m., 
armed with a police scanner and a powerful 
firearm in case police showed up.

Law-enforcement officials recorded several 
of Sands’s conversations with the informant.  
According to affidavits, Sands said he wanted 
to use a wick that would take about a minute 
to burn so that the intended victim would have 
time to wake up, come downstairs to check the 
noise, and then be killed by the bomb.  Sands 
also said he didn’t know whether children lived 
with the intended victims, but that they would 
be “casualties of the situation” if they were 
there.

After the informant brought the plot to the 
attention of police, a joint task force involving 
federal ATF agents, FBI agents, and local law 
enforcement worked the case.  The FBI estab-
lished round-the-clock surveillance.  Meanwhile, 
Cicconetti and his family—notified about the 
plot—left their home and stayed with relatives.  
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otice is hereby 
given pursuant to 
Article V, Section 

1, of the bylaws of the Amer-
ican Judges Association that 
the 2006 annual meeting 
will be held October 8 to 13 
at the Hotel Monteleone in 
New Orleans, Louisiana.  The 
annual membership meeting 
will be held Thursday,  
October 12 at 8:00 a.m.

Notice is hereby given 
that the 2006 annual meet-
ing of the American Judges 
Foundation will be held 
Tuesday, October 10, at noon 
at the Hotel Monteleone.  
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he weather 
cooperated for 
a successful AJA 

midyear meeting at the 
Coeur d’Alene Resort in 
north Idaho.  The world-
class resort was the setting 
for business and committee 
meetings, along with an 
education session cospon-
sored by the National Tribal 
Court Program, which was 
well attended and received.  
Attendees enjoyed Friday 
night’s dinner cruise around 
the lake, with a western 
band for dancing.  Many 
arrived early or stayed late 
to golf, boat, hike, sightsee, 
and enjoy all the Northwest 
has to offer.  

AJA members and guests enjoy a dinner cruise on Lake Coeur d’Alene.

Judge Mike Cicconetti (Ohio), president of 
AJA, at the midyear meeting.

Judge Richard Kayne (left) welcomes Chief 
Justice Gerry Alexander (Washington Supreme 
Court) and Chief Justice Mary Pearson 
(Coeur d’ Alene Tribal Court), honorary host 
judges.  Chief Justice Gerald Schroeder (Idaho 
Supreme Court) was also an honorary host.

Chief Justice Mary Pearson of the Coeur d’Alene 
Tribal Court at the National Tribal Court education 
session.
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There are many strains of influenza. Most 
are of the variety that occurs in predict-
able seasonal patterns. Healthy adults are 

not at risk for serious complications. Vaccines can 
be developed for these strains, and anti-viral drugs 
can be used to minimize their impact. However, in 
1918, 1957, and 1968 there were pandemic out-
breaks of virulent strains of viruses that differ from 
the seasonal variety. Unlike seasonal influenza, there 
is little or no preexisting immunity to the virus. Vac-
cines would not be available in the early stages of 
the pandemic. Complications to the infection would 
be severe. The U.S. Department of Health and Human 
Services predicts that in a severely virulent outbreak 
of influenza similar to that of 1918, as many as 30 
percent of the total U.S. population will become 
infected with the disease. Approximately ten million 
will require hospitalization, and as many as two mil-
lion will die from complications. 

Apparently, it is not a question of if this will 
occur. Rather, it is a question of when we will have 
to deal with it. When it does occur, it is predicted 
that pandemic influenza will come in waves that last 
six to eight weeks over a period of approximately 
one year. This is obviously a massive problem for the 
health-care system. Why should courts be concerned? 
Most of us have never dealt with a disaster of this 
magnitude or thought about its consequences on our 
daily lives. Consider this. The predictions are that in 
a pandemic nearly 40 percent of the workforce will 
be absent. Can you sustain operations under such a 
scenario?

One of the strategies for dealing with a viru-
lent disease of this nature will be to quarantine and 
isolate people. Most judges have never had to deal 
with issuing orders to enforce health-department 
requests for quarantine and isolation. What are the 
constitutional implications of issuing civil orders 
that have the effect of criminal penalties? If a court 
issues such orders will they be served? How will you 
deal with those who refuse to comply with such an 
order? What will you do if there is an infected person 
in your jail? What are the essential functions of your 
court that must take place in the event of a commu-
nity quarantine order? Do your state and local court 
rules provide any methods for conducting hearings 
when face-to-face contact with others is dangerous 
or not possible? Have you talked with the local hos-

pital, law enforcement, and other emergency services 
providers to consider your role in community control 
when there is a critical shortage of drugs, ventila-
tors, and other essential commodities that people 
need for survival? In short, do you have a plan to 
deal with this inevitable problem?

Fortunately, the statistics cited above are the 
worst-case scenario. However, even if it is a moder-
ate pandemic as occurred in 1968 when there were 
only 209,000 deaths nationwide, you can be assured 
it will have a major impact on local communities 
and court operations. Planning for this disaster is 
underway at the federal level. The federal mandate is 
to have disaster plans complete by August 30, 2006. 
It is not clear that all state and local governments 
have included courts in their disaster planning. Every 
court should have a disaster plan coordinated with 
those who are providing emergency services and 
dealing with all facets of the impact of a pandemic 
on the community. In planning for response, judges 
should not assume that everything will work as 
planned. With 40 percent of the workforce absent 
and possibly in quarantine or isolation, it is not un-
reasonable to assume that there will be interruptions 
in telecommunications, Internet, and other forms of 
technology we rely upon to transmit information. 

Director Domingo Herraiz of the U.S. Department 
of Justice’s Bureau of Justice Assistance led a sym-
posium for the nationwide justice and public-health 
communities to alert us to the looming problem and 
our role in dealing with it on May 24 and 25, 2006, 
in Chicago. Director Herraiz and his staff assembled 
a great deal of information and resources to as-
sist courts in this effort to prepare for a pandemic 
influenza or similar disaster. One resource is the 
Public Health Law Bench Book for Indiana Courts writ-
ten by Judge Linda L. Chezem and Amy R. Schofield, 
J.D., M.P.H. This is an excellent resource available 
at http://publichealthlaw.info/INBenchBook.pdf.  
Another resource is the Health and Human Services 
Pandemic Influenza Plan available at http://www2a.
cdc.gov/phlp/docs/ 
PHLP_HHSPandemicInfluenzaPlan.pdf.  There are 
other resources and consultants available to assist 
you in your preparations that this author will post on 
the AJA Web site as the information becomes avail-
able.  
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ourts looking for the latest information on ways 
to improve jury service can turn to a new edi-
tion of Jury Trial Innovations (JTI), the National 

Center for State Courts’ guide to techniques used nation-
wide to make jury service more appealing to the public 
and to help jurors be more effective as decision makers.  
This new edition was updated by G. Thomas Munsterman 
and Paula L. Hannaford-Agor, of NCSC’s Center for Jury 
Studies, and G. Marc Whitehead, chair of the Jury Initia-
tives Task Force of the American Bar Association’s Section 
of Litigation, who were the editors of the original edition 
published in 1997.

This new edition looks at innovations courts have 
tried in the decade since the first edition was published, 
especially those involving the model of “the interactive 
juror”—that is, innovations focused on how jurors orga-
nize information, how to keep jurors actively involved 
in trial proceedings, and how jurors test what they see 
and hear against their own beliefs and values.  After 

exploring “How Jurors Make Decisions:  The Value of Trial 
Innovations,” JTI discusses innovations in six areas:

1. Jury Administration and Management 
2. Voir Dire
3. Pretrial Management
4. Trial Procedures
5. Jury Instructions and Deliberations 
6. Post-Verdict Considerations 

Each section describes how a particular technique 
is used, lists the advantages and disadvantages of the 
technique, and cites appropriate court rules, statutes, 
references, and studies.

The new edition of Jury Trial Innovations will be 
available in September 2006 and can be ordered through 
NCSC’s online bookstore accessible through the “Com-
munications” page on NCSC’s Web site (www.ncsconline.
org).  

he National Center for State Courts’ latest 
Survey of Judicial Salaries (vol. 30, no. 2) 
takes a broader look at compensation in 

the courts.  This Survey not only reports the salaries 
of judges at all levels as of January 1, 2006, but also 
looks at how the salaries of court administrators com-
pare to those of other public-sector administrators.

About 60 percent of the states reported salary 
changes for judges or justices, and 65 percent for 
state court administrators, since the last Survey.  Sal-
ary ranges are as follows:

• Chief, Highest Court—$102,466 to 198,567
• Associate Justice, Court of Last Resort—$100,884 

to 182,071
• Judge, Intermediate Appellate Courts—$101,612 

to 170,694
• Judge, General Jurisdiction Trial Courts—$94,093 

to 165,200
• State Court Administrators—$69,100 to 175,728

The average annual change in salaries for these 
positions ranged from 3 to 3.2 percent from 1997 to 
2006.

A special section (“How Do Court Manager Salaries 
Compare to Other Public-Sector Administrators?”) uses 
the Bureau of Labor Statistics’ National Compensa-
tion Survey and the National Association for Court 
Management’s membership profile survey to develop 
benchmark salaries for public administration in general 
and court management in particular.  “Court manage-
ment” covers the job titles of “Court Administrator,” 
“Court Manager,” and “Clerk of Court,” and this section 
develops benchmark salaries for rural, mixed, and ur-
ban jurisdictions of three different sizes:  small (up to 
5 judgeships), medium (6 to 20 judgeships), and large 
(more than 20 judgeships).

The Survey of Judicial Salaries is published twice 
each year by NCSC’s Knowledge and Information Ser-
vices (KIS) Office and can be found online at http://
www.ncsconline.org/D_KIS/Salary_Survey/Index.html.  
For questions or comments regarding this Survey, con-
tact KIS at (800) 616-6164.  
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Elizabeth Campbell, treasurer and trustee of the 
American Judges Foundation from 2001 to 2005, 
passed away recently after a courageous battle with 
cancer.  Elizabeth was the wife of Judge Bruce Camp-
bell, an active member of AJA, and a member of the 
Board of Governors from 1998 to 2004.  She rarely 
missed an AJA/AJF meeting for over ten years before 
her death.

James Kelly, a past president of the American 
Judges Association, died last May more than a month 
after undergoing surgery to remove a brain tumor.  He 
served for 24 years a justice of the peace, then as a 
municipal judge, in North Las Vegas, Nevada.  He was 
also past president of the Nevada Judges Association 
(NJA) and a former NJA Judge of the Year.  He is sur-
vived by his wife, Devra, one son, and one daughter.  

he National Judicial Education Program has 
released a DVD version of its video curriculum 
Understanding Sexual Violence: The Judge’s 

Role in Stranger and Nonstranger Rape and Sexual Assault 
Cases, which was funded by the State Justice Insti-
tute and the Department of Justice’s Office on Violence 
Against Women. 

The DVD focuses on dealing fairly with sexual assault 
cases, especially nonstranger rape, without undermining 
defendants’ constitutional rights. It is built on a case 
study featuring interviews with experts and commentary 
by trial and appellate judges from five states. It covers 
a wide range of issues relating to the pretrial, trial, and 
sentencing phases of a sexual assault case, including 
the counterintuitive behavior of rape victims, such as 
nonresistance and delayed reporting; nonstranger rapists’ 
premeditation and serial offenders; and how to conduct 

a voir dire that is sensitive to the survivors of rape and 
child sexual abuse. The DVD version is enhanced with a 
segment on the neurobiology of trauma and a searchable 
annotated database.

The DVD is being used in judicial colleges and by in-
dividual judges across the country. When Oregon present-
ed the live version of the curriculum in May 2005, the 
chair of the Oregon Judicial Education Committee, Judge 
John Collins, gave a copy of the DVD to every partici-
pant. He announced to the participants, “this is one of 
the best learn-on-your-own judicial education programs 
I’ve ever seen. I used it in a case I had this week and it 
was directly relevant to decisions I had to make in that 
case.”

A detailed description of the DVD and an order form 
can be found at www.njep.org/usvjdvd. Copies are avail-
able for $25 including the cost of shipping.  

he National Call to Action—a detailed report 
with specific recommendations to reform the 
foster care system—was recently released by 

the National Center for State Courts.  This report is the 
result of the National Judicial Leadership Summit for 
the Protection of Children:  Changing Lives by Changing 
Systems.

Leaders of 49 state court systems (Louisiana was 
unable to participate due to Hurricane Katrina), the 
District of Columbia, and four U.S. Territories partici-
pated in the summit.  Each state developed an action 
plan to improve its child protection procedures and 
programs, and NCSC compiled the plans into the Na-

tional Call to Action, 
which is available 
online at www.
ncsconline.org.  

Implementation 
of the state action 
plans is currently 
underway in each 
of the participating 
jurisdictions.  A one-
year progress report will be issued in the fall of 2006 
to highlight progress and encourage further reforms to 
improve the lives of children in foster care.  
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Clearly, however, the time that passed from April 4, when 
Cicconetti was first informed of the plot, and April 9, 
when arrests occurred, will be burned into the memories 
of the judge and his family forever.  

Benchmark spoke with him in June about the experi-
ence.

Q. How did you first hear about this?  
A. Interesting.  I just finished my annual visit to my 
doctor’s office.  Feeling pretty good.  As I am leaving I 
get a phone call to call my secretary—it was urgent, on 
my cell phone.  So I call her back.  She said, “You need 
to talk to Detective Doyle from Madison Township.  He 
says it’s extremely, extremely important that you contact 
him now.”  Okay.  I was given the phone number, gave 
him a call.  Apparently my secretary had told him that I 
was in the doctor’s office, so they were driving towards 
there and were within a stone’s throw of the doctor’s of-
fice and I met them.  

He said, “We need to talk privately.”  
I said, “Okay, Mike.  Come on in.  Come to my truck 

here.”
He brings his computer.  “I want you to listen 

to this” and puts in a CD.  I heard voices—unknown 
voices—on there talking about bombing a house, and I 
don’t care if he has kids, and the detective said, “Do you 
know what this is?”  

“It sounds like somebody is going to bomb some-
thing.”  He goes, “They are talking about you.”

I go, “Oh, my God.  Has the local sheriff’s office 
been informed of this?”   And he said, “No, we have been 
investigating this and we called you first.”  

I immediately went to our sheriff’s department.  
Q. Did they tell you who it was?  
A. Oh, yes.  They revealed the name and said it was Joe 
Sands.
Q. What did you think?
A. I said, “What?  They have a little case before me, a 
little minor case of not filing their tax return with the lo-
cal village, and they are due to come up in sentencing.”  
The detective says, “We know that.”  
Q. What is the potential penalty for that?  
A. It is actually an unclassified misdemeanor, so there 
really is—the maximum penalty on an unclassified would 
be 60 days in jail, but there is no mandatory minimum, 
no nothing, no requirement.    
Q. Is there a normal punishment for that—a typical—?  
A. Well, I am going to tell you no because I have never 
had one before.  I have never had one in this court for 
failure to file a village tax, which brings us back to the 
whole underlying issue here.  That is this:  the defen-
dants, Joe Sands and Dawn Holin, believed that the 
village was out to get them.  Perry Village.  And, you 

know, there may have been a little aggressive pursuit of 
prosecution on the two of them by the local authorities.  
You know, they did everything the way they wanted to do 
things.  If they put up a sign and it was in violation of 
the sign ordinance, they waited until they got cited and 
then they battled over that.  They were always in a battle 
with the local village. 

Anyways, so the mayor, I think, became a little more 
aggressive.  They felt they were being singled out for 
prosecution and just deep-seeded emotion eventually led 
to what they [did].  The mayor was number one on the 
list, the mayor of the village.  I was second only because 
I was to do the sentencing.  The police chief was right in 
there first or second or third.  
Q. Had you had any inkling of any unusual aspect to the 
proceedings in your court?  
A. Absolutely not.  Other than they were—no, none.  
Dawn Holin, the female, would call here occasionally as 
the court date got near, and we have had them in here 
for another minor offense, and she typically calls one of 
the clerks and, “Is the date still on, is the judge going to 
be there?”

Of course you look at this particular case [now] and 
say, yes, she wanted to make sure I was going to be here 
on that date so they knew when they could attempt to 
kill me.  
Q. You learned this on April 4th?  
A. That is correct.  
Q.	 When was the court date set?  April 20th?  
A.	 April 20th.  The irony of that is, as I am looking 
on my calendar right now on the wall, I was to be out 
of town that day, anyway. I was taking the family to 
 Toronto, Canada.  We had tickets for the Blue Jays game 
on the 19th.  We were spending the night and going to 
Niagara Falls.  I wasn’t even going to be here on the 
20th.  I was not even going to be present to do the 
 sentencing.  There would [have been] a visiting judge 
here to do that.  
Q. Speaking of your family, you have a wife and two 
sons—8 and 10?  
A. Correct.  
Q. How did you go about telling all of them?  
A. Well, when I was first informed of the possible acts, 
we had to vacate the house.  So we told the boys that we 
had to leave because there was a gas leak in the house.  
Well, I forgot that we had guinea pigs in the house, but 
the boys didn’t, because they said there can’t be gas 
leaking in the house or you would have taken the guinea 
pigs out.  You know what, you are right.  So let’s sit 
down.  We have to talk.  

And we as calmly as we could told the boys what was 
going on.  There were some [bad] people out there.  They 
don’t have to be concerned, that we are being protected.  

Plot to Kill Judge Fails, But Leaves Aftershocks, continued
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The police are going to watch our house and the police 
are going to watch us and they know where these crimi-
nals are and they are watching them.  

Their grades for that one-, two- or three-week period 
of time just went from straight As down to Cs and Ds.  I 
think part of it obviously was the emotional impact, but 
also we were moving around and staying at other friends’ 
houses, my parents’ house, and they couldn’t concen-
trate on their studies.  You know, we were living out of a 
suitcase.  

So it was difficult for the boys.  We are taking them 
to a psychiatrist this Thursday, as a matter of fact, to 
make sure that there are no residual problems from that 
event, but also to prepare them for the future.  

Only last week, it was in the paper these two were 
indicted on the state charges.  And you know, they are 
8 and 10, almost 9 and 11.  They can read.  They have 
friends that read.  So you can’t hide it from them.  You 
just have to deal with it.  That is why we are taking them 
to the psychologist or psychiatrist Thursday.  
Q. Do they seem to be doing well now?  
A. Oh, yeah.  As long as there isn’t a constant reminder 
of it, they seem to be doing fine.  As long as we stay in 
our house, that is fine.  We’re not on the move—living a 
normal life right now.  Just want to prepare them.  There 
may come some time where I may have to testify.  And 
you know, they may enter a plea.  Whatever the case may 
be, it isn’t going to die for a while.  

So this goes on and they get older.  It will be there.  
And we are looking for some advice from the psycholo-
gist—how do we handle this, what is the best way to 
deal with this with the boys and with us?  
Q. How are you and your wife doing?  
A. I’m doing better.  There for almost a month I would 
say that I was almost—I was in a different world, almost 
in a coma.  You know, it was probably classic post-trau-
matic syndrome.  I would forget things.  I didn’t want to 
involve myself in projects or even in work and wanted 
to be by myself.  The first week I stayed home.  I didn’t 
even come back into the office.  So I just took the rest of 
the week off and worked in the yard.  Did more yard work 
probably than I have ever worked in the last 20 years.  

Yeah, I still think, you know, if you recall when 9-11 
happened, we would walk outside and, maybe the week 
after when they allowed jets back in the air, you automat-
ically look up at the sky and just automatically see that 
plane up there.  Well, the same thing happened at home.  
A car would drive by and—never paid attention to it 
before, but now everything is—a car would drive by and I 
will look at them.  Look at the license plate, see who was 
in the car, and yes, it is still that to a certain degree.  
Q. Looking forward, do you think this will affect in any 
way the way you go about your work?  
A. Subconsciously it does.  There are defendants you 
may feel may be a little off balance and you take that a 

continued on page eight
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little more seriously now than I did before.  You’re a little 
more cautious.  Yes, I think you are.  It does have some 
effect.  
Q. How does the fact—
A. I suppose it is maybe a little fear of some of these 
characters, where you didn’t really take them seriously 
before or really had no fear of them, you do now.  You 
are looking over your shoulders when you walk out the 
door—that I never had to do before.  Panning around the 
parking lot when I get into my vehicle—I never did that 
before.  
Q. What about your home life?  Have you made any 
changes there?  
A. We had a complete security system put in.  I mean, 
that is still not going to prevent somebody if they 
wanted to prevent the same type of—break a window 
and drop a bomb in there.  At least it is—you know, they 
are not going to do . . . open a door without an alarm 
system.  We have motion sensors outside.  We have done 
what we can do to an affordable degree.  
Q. Looking back, even with the focus you now have on 
safety, do you think there is any reason you would have 
suspected Sands and Holin?  
A. Never.  Never would have suspected them.  I could 
have gone through, over the years, probably 50 other 
people I would have thought of before them as possible 
suspects if they came in here.  
Q. Were they both charged in your court?  
A. Neither one has been charged in this court.  
Q.	 With the tax—
A. Yes, they both were charged with the tax counts.  
They resided together, indicted together, and I don’t 
believe they have had any children.  
Q. So it was some kind of business tax return?  
A. Yes, they had an automotive repair place.  Really, 
thinking back they did have a civil suit.  Someone sued 
them for doing bad job performance.  And I think—I 
can’t remember if it was quality of work or fraudulent 
[practices] in the job.  I can’t remember, but there was a 
judgment against them.  
Q. What type of a tax return was it that they were sup-
posed to have filed?  Was it property tax?  
A. No, income tax.  
Q. Income tax.  A city—
A. Income tax.  It is like a half of 1 percent income tax.  
I don’t know . . . how much it was.  
Q. So it is a village income tax?  
A. Right.  They actually had a trial.  They came in here.  
We had a trial before the bench, not a jury trial.  They 

tried it before me.  I found them guilty of not filing their 
tax return and delayed sentencing for a couple weeks.  
When they were in court before the trial, they had at 
that time already filed their income-tax form, correct-
ing the nonfiling issue, and it showed that they didn’t 
even owe any taxes.  They just failed to file it.  When 
they came to trial, they had done that.  They had filed it 
already.  I don’t know why they wanted to go to trial on 
it.  They did.  I found them guilty.

So sentencing was delayed for two weeks.  I wanted 
to make sure there was no more money owed or anything.  
There wasn’t.  I can’t say what I would have done.  In all 
likelihood, I would have made a recommendation to the 
visiting judge, probably would have [had] no jail time.  
Q. Mike, is there anything you think I have missed that 
you want to particularly cover?  
A. Oh, I think it is important for judges to if they have 
knowledge of a threat and even though there may be 
some hurt feelings with your local police department, 
that you contact the federal agents, which we did.  I did.  
I had the FBI and the ATF involved.  

There are always jurisdictional battles, and there is 
always the pride of the little department and whether 
they feel they probably can handle it.  But for that extra 
bit of involvement and safety and technology, if the FBI 
can become involved, at least make that attempt.  

They were extremely helpful in this case here through 
surveillance techniques.  It is available to the local de-
partments through our state government, but that takes 
two or three weeks to get everything set up.  If you have 
the feds involved, they come in and they have it at their 
fingertips.  They have it set up immediately.  They had 
GPS placed in the suspect’s car to follow him around.  
They had federal surveillance in my neighborhood and 
with the suspects.  The locals sometimes don’t have 
the ability because of lack of manpower to do that or 
because of lack of technology or lack of funding to have 
the technology, but the feds have it.  

So if any judge is ever threatened like that—and 
maybe the Bureau can get involved, maybe they can’t get 
involved—at least make that attempt.  If is there some 
way they can tie it up in a federal charge—in this case 
. . . they did—this Dawn Holin has been convicted of a 
federal offense.  I am sorry—of a felony.  She had a gun 
in her possession, which is normally a state charge, but 
they closed the loop by stating that the gun was manu-
factured in another state and one way or another it had 
to come from that state to Ohio, therefore it is a felony, 
transporting a gun across state lines, and it is now a 
federal offense.  

So if they can hang their hat on a federal offense, 
most likely if you have a good relationship with them, 
they will [help out].  I am very thankful for that.  

Plot to Kill Judge Fails, But Leaves Aftershocks, continued
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 Enclosed is a check for $  payable to AJA (Federal Tax ID #84-0505908)

 Charge $  to:   MasterCard  Visa   Discover

Card #   Exp. Date:  Mo.  Yr.

Signature

Send order form with check or money order to the American Judges Association, 300 Newport Avenue, 
Williamsburg, VA 23185-4147 or fax to (757) 259-1520.

Embroidered Patches:   $3.00 each

Membership Certificate Plaques:   $15.00 each
With clear acrylic cover

Baseball Caps:   $10.00 each
Navy with white AJA logo

Canvas Briefcases:   $25.00 each

Hawaiian Shirts, blue with white palm trees:    
 $40.00 each
 small   medium   large   extra large   XX large

Sweatshirts:   $25.00 each
Navy or royal with white AJA logo
 large   extra large   XX large

T-shirts:   $20.00 each 
Navy with white or white with navy AJA logo 
 large   extra large   XX large

Windbreakers:   $40.00 each
Navy with white AJA logo
 extra large 
Polo Shirts:   $25.00 each
Navy or royal with white AJA logo
 medium   large   extra large   XX large
 (navy only)  

Fleece Jackets: $25.00 each
Navy with white AJA logo
 medium   large   extra large   XX large 

AJA Sport/Duffle Bags:   $25.00 each
Navy with white AJA logo

Juror Certificates:  Box of 100,  $25.00 each

(preprinted certificates of appreciation for presenta-
tion to citizens serving as jurors in your court—not 
suitable for running through a laser printer)



300 Newport Ave.
Williamsburg, VA 23185-4147

(757) 259-1841

Judge Michael Cicconetti
Painsville Municipal Court
7 Richmond Street,  

P.O. Box 601
Painesville, OH  44077
 

Judge Steve Leben
100 North Kansas Avenue
Olathe, KS  66061

Judge Milt Nuzum
Marietta Municipal Court
301 Putnam St.
Marietta, OH 45750

Chuck Campbell
National Center for State Courts

Postmaster:  Please expedite
Dated material

njoy the flavor of New Orleans living, and 
support your American Judges Foundation 
too.  Experience gracious New Orleans 

hospitality at an authentic, historical New Orleans 
residence owned by one of our own judges, Toni 
Higginbotham.  Judge Higginbotham has graciously 
made her home in the French Quarter available to 
the Foundation for a fund raiser/reception.  This is 
a rare opportunity to enjoy the flavor of historical 

New Orleans, an opportunity to relax in the elegance 
of New Orleans charm after a long but exhilarating 
day, and we can help our own Foundation at the 
same time.

Lift a glass and share conversations with your 
peers before dinner.  Come join us at Jackson Square 
on Wednesday, October 11 for late afternoon cock-
tails and ensure you are ready to contribute to the 
future success of the Foundation.  


