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Thomas Peters. - Hynick, -

the ease with anyone except the District Attormey a the Defense

Attorney or one of their Staff,

A,
By The Court:

Okey.

Hs i3 excused, Mr, Flerro?

By #r. Flerro:

By The Court:

Well, frankly....let him go,.

You are excused providing one of Mr., Ertel's Staff

excuse3 you, Sir,

LIEUTENANT STEVEN HYNICK, being duly sworn according

to law, testified as follows:

By Nr. Exrtel:
Q.
A,
Q.
A,
Qe

DIRECT EXAMINATION S 4

State your full name, please?
Steven J. Hynick,

Your ocoupation? b
Lieutenant with the Pennsylvania State Police.

Lisutenant Hynick, did you have the occasion to

take into custody the car of Kim Lee Hubbard?

Ao
Q.

Yes, Sir, I did.

And were you in that car when it was transported

to the Borough Hall at 3outh Williamsport?

A.
Q.

you if you can identify that?
Yes, Sir.

hat ia 14£2

Ao

0.

Yes, Sir, I was,

I show you Coomonwealth's Exhibit No, 26 and ask

|
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Q. What i3 it?

Ae It 13 a i967 Oldsmobils sedan owned by Kim
Hubdbard fron 1030 West ;;;;Avemu in South Williamsport.

Q. I show you marked as Commonwealth's Exhibit No, 25.
can you identify that?

A. Yes, Sir, this 1s the same car showing, with the
showing of the front of the car. The first picture here is the
photograph from the back end.

Q. I show you what is Commonwealth's Exhibit No. 23,
and can you identify that?

As Yes, Sir, that is the same car,

Q. Now, when you took that car into your custody,

can you tell me what, if anything, was on the back ledge of that
particular car?

A. Yes,
By Ur, Flerro:
I would like to know when we are talking about.
By The Court:
Establish the date,
By Mr. Ertel:
Q. What was the date you took the car into
custody?
A. Octoder 31, 1973.
Q. What wvas on the back ledge when you took that
car into custody?
By ¥r. Plerro:
I objJect to that, it is too remote to the issue and
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By The Court:
'l'he objection 13 over ruled, you may answer, Sir,

A. On the ledge of the car, inside of the car, that 1
the portion of the car over the back seat, on the right side of the
car, the passenger side, was a white conatruction helnet.

By Mr. Ertel:

Q. I3 that shown in any of those photographs which
I handed to you which are Commonwealth's Exhibita?

A. Yes, Sir,

Q. Which one?

A, This one here, 3ir.

Q. Commonwealth's Exhibit No, 267

A. Yas. .

Q. I have no further questions. I would like to
recall him at a later date for other testimony.
(Conversation between Mr. Ertel and Mr. Plerre not audid
By Mr. Ertels '

Let's have it on the record,

By Mr. Plarror /[
I am asking him something if this i3 the Exhibit

with the vhite helmet, I will say it outloud, is this the
Exhibit with a wvhite helmet?
By Thd Court:

That is referring to Commonwealth's Exhibit No., 28

By Mr. Flerros

xc. 26.
Q. Is this the one, Lieutenant?
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A, Yes, Sir,
CRO33 EXAMINATION

By Kr, Plerro:
Q. Is there another one here with the picture of the
1te Q? or not?
\4 : That is all,
\¢ nggajy +~ Qe That whiteobjJect in this Exhibit No. 26, 1s that
the h.lquf
.\»“\ A, Yes, Sir.
)~ Qe It 13 upsidedown, isn't 1t?
Ao Yes,
Qe What 13 this other object next to it, do you know?
A. A palr of sneakers.
Q. What other cbjects are next to it, do you know?
A. A palir of hudb capa—and somes clothing.
Q. Did you examine those items when you took this car
into custody, did you make a list of them? -
A. Not everything, Sir.
Qe You know what they ware at the time?
A, Yes, 3ir.
Qe May I see that, please?
A, Yes, Sir.
Q. You knew what they were at the ticme?
A. Well, the hub caps were not there at the time.
Q. That is what I am trying to find ocut?
A. You asked me what was there when I first took the

car into cuatody.
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Q. Here i1s a photograph of a car that you identified
a3 Kin's and when the District Attorney questioned you, you
said that helmet was on that ledge?

A, Yes, Sir,

Q. Now, I see on that ledge various other articles,
now at the time this photograph was taken, was this car in
police custody? |

A. Yesy, 3ir.

Q. Now, at the time you took this car into custody,
I think you said Octodber 30th or 31lst?

A. 3lst.

Q. At the time you took this car into custody, you

said that helmet was on that ladge, didn't you?

A. Yes, Sir, I dia.

Q. Was that helmet on that ledge in the same position
that shows in this photograph?

A. To the best of my knowledge, Sir.

Q. Well, then wers those other articles that are
in this picture also on that ledge at that time?

A. The snetkers and same of the clothing was there.

Q. You mean you are telling this Jury that there is
other articles on that ledge that are shown in this picture

that wvere not on the ledge when you toock the car into
custody, isn’'t that correct?

A. I didn't say that, Sir.
Q. I am agking you, ian't that raght?
A. I sald the sneakers and clothing was thers.
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Q. I know what you said, but you are not answering
my question and I will ask you again, at the time you took
this car into custody on October 31lst, aren't there soame
articles that appear on the ledge of this car in this picture, Exhe-
1bit No. 26 that were not there when you got the car?

A. With the exception of the hub capas, 3ir.

Q. What does that mean?

A. The clothing and the sneakers wers there,

Q. You haven't answered my question, have you?

A, I an trying to.

By Mr. Ertel:
«é;f I object, he is badgering the witness.
By The Courtt
The objection is over ruled.
By Mr. Fierro:

Q. How long have you been a Polics Officer?

A. 36 years.

Q. You are now a Lisutenant of the State Police?

A. Yes,

Q. You have been with the Criminal Investigation
Division, whatever it is called, for how, for many years?

A. Yes.

Q. You have testified in Court many times?

A. I have.

Q. You say you are trying to answer my question?
A. Yes, 3ir,

Q. 0o ahead and answer 1it,
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By Mr. Ertel:
I object, there i3 no question on the floor.

By Mr, FPlerro!

Q. Do you know what the question vwaa?

A. You asked me what articles were on the ledge of tha
car when that car was taken into custody.

Q. By you?

A, Yes, Sir, and I am trying to answer, I said the
sneakers and the clothing ware there,

Q. Then I asked you another question, and I will ask
you again, look at Exhibit No, 26, look at what i3 on the
ledge of the car, you told this Jury this car was always in Po%’
custody from the time you took 1t until the photograph was madé%a’

A. That is correct.

Q. I an saying to you that I can aee there are other
articles on the ledge of that car, aren't there, Lieutenant?

A. There 1is.

-

Q. Those articles wers not on the ledgs of that car
when you took it into custody were they?t

A. No, Sir,

Q. Were they?

A. TNo, Sir., You are talking about the hud caps?

Q. I dom't know what you are talking adout, hud caps
are on the ledge of the car?

A. Right, They were not there when that car was
first takxen into custody by you?

A, Yes, Sir,




(@

MCK .

Q.

131.

Was that clothing there on the ledges when you

brought the car in?

A.
Q.

There was 3ome clothing there.
Was all of that clothing thers that appears in

this photograph?

A.

Q.
article?

A.

Q.

As far as I could see.
And to the right of the helmet, what is that

I can't make it out.
You cant't make out what 1t is, but you will tell

the Jury that there is an article on e ladge of that car in
this Exhibit to the right of ths Helmat, ian't that right?

A,
Q.
A.
Q.

There 13 some articles there.

You don't know what it is?

Not offhand.

That article waa not on the ledge of the car when

you took it in custody on Cctober 31lst, was 1t?

A.
Q.
A.
Q.

I can't answer that,

You can't answer that?

Ro, Sir.

Lieutenant, the day you took this car in custody,

you talked to Kim Lee Hubbard about taking that car, didn't you?

A.
Q.
A.
Q.

Yes, Sir,

e e e

h’ Sl!‘o

You didn't have a search warrant, did you?

You asked him if he would voluntarily surrender

that car, isn't that correct?
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A.
Q.
A,
Q.
A.
Qe
A.
Q.
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Yes, Sir.

And he 4id, didn't he?

That 1is right.

You told him he didn't have to, isn't that right?
That is correct,

KNevertheless, he went along with you, didn't he?
Yes, Sir.

Now, think back, Lieutenant, remember now asking

Kim to also surrender certain articles of clothing and his

sneakers?
A,
Q.
A.
Q.
A,
Q.

I 4idn't ask him that, 3ir,

You are sure?

Yaes, Sir.

Was Mr, Ertel with you at the time?

Yes, sir. “

How, you are sure you don't remember asking Kinm

to also surrender sneakers and clothing? -

A.
Q.
A.
Q.
Ae
Q.
A.
Qe

this white helmet?

A.

Ho, Sir.

You don't remember?

No, 3ir, I didn't ask him,

Who asked him?

I don't know, I would not know, 3ir,
You would not know?

NHo.

Did you ask him that day when or where he got

No, 3ir, I 4id not,

. e




Hynick,

Q.

white helmet?

A.
Q.

you asked him

A,
Q.
A.
Q.
Ao
Q.
A.
Q.

133,

Do you know how long he owned or possessed that

Mo, Sir, I don't,

Did you ask hin for anything else at the time
to surrender the car?

Yes, Sir,

What did you ask hin for?

A pair of combat boots.

Did he give them to you?

Yes, Sir.

Did he give them to you voluntarily?

That is correct.

And at the tims that he surrendered these articles

of clothing and the car, you told-him that he didn't have to,

didn't you?
By Mr, Ertel:

-~

I object to the question, he never put it in, 1t

implies he asked him to surrender clothing.
By Mr. Flerros

things.

By The Court:
Q.
A,
Q.

A.

I an asking 4if 1t i3 true did he ask for these

Do you understand the question, Sir?

Yes, Sir.

You may answer, the objection is over ruled.
I didn't aszk for the clothing, Sir.
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By Mr. Flerro:

Q. You asked for boots, sneakers and the car?

A. I didn't ask for the sneakers, just for the one
iten,

Q. Who dia?

A, I don't know, Sir.

Qe Did you ask to see any articles of clothing,
including shoes?

A. Yea, 3ir, I did, at the house.

Qe This in the same day?

A. Yes, Sir,.

Qe All right, let's get this down clearer, I belicvegz
that somebody told Kim on October 313t..ece.
By Mr. Ertel:

I object, what he bvelieves i3 not relevant,
By Mr. Plerrot .

Maybe it 13 not, but he can answer.,
By The Court:

lephrase the question.
By Mr, Plerro:

Q. I believe somedbody, either you or samebody with

you told Kimon October 31st that he did not have to surrender
these things voluntarily, is that correct?

- By ¥r. Ertel:

I object, we don't even know what things he is ,;9
talking about,
By Mr. Flerrot
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have asked him for.
By Mr. Ertel:
I object.
By The Courts
The odbjection i3 over ruled, you may answer, Sir,

A. I only asked for the car and tha boots. I can't
ansywer for anybody alse, Sir.
By Mr. Flerro:

Q. Was thare anybody with you who did for anything
else on that day?

A. Yes, thers was somedbody with me.

Q. Who was 1t?

A. 3gt. Peterson,

Qs In your presence did Sgt. Paterson ask for anything?

A. No, Sir, not in my brnsence, I didn't hear 1it.

Q. Back to Octomr 31lst, Lieutenant, and you asked
for boots and a car, Kim'‘s car and Xim's boots, i3 that correct?

A. Yes,

Q. And when you asked him for the boots and for the
car, didn't you tell him that he did not have to voluntarily
surrender them?

By Mr. Ertel:
I object, we have been over it the fourth time.
By Mr. Pilerros
I am trying to get it clear,
A. I 3aid I answered your question several times.

By The Court:
You may answer again, Sir.
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A, Yes, he was 'arned that he didn't have to turn the

car and the helmet or the boots tg nme.
/
/

By Mr. Flerros

Q. Nevertheless, he did voluntarily surrender them, didn't
he?

A, Yes, Sir, .

Q. He didn't have a Lawyer present, did he?

As Ro, 31ir,

Qe In fact, did he have anybody present when you mﬁde
this request?

A, Well, hiaz Father and Mother were in the house.

Q. They were in the house? %
A, Yes, Sir. o :

Q. MNow, how long did you have this car in Police
custody beginning October 31lst?
A. Approximately two_ wegju. (O» ' //
Qe Did you exhivit, point out thin car to any
prospectivo wltnosanl? ] T
u llo, str, I 414 not\
e Did anwbody point out thia car to any prOSpectiva ;
vitnes§b: in your presence? i
[  A. BNo, sir.
Q. Are you saylng that when you took this car into
custody, that you turned it over to whom?
A. Trooper Keppick, and Trooper Gomb. @
Q. Do you know where it was taken?
A. Yes, Sir.,
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Q.
A,
Building.
Q.
A,
Q.
A,
Q.
A,
Q.
A.
Q.
A.
Q.
A.
Q.
A.
Q.
A.

137.

Where?
The garage at the South Williamsport Borough

Did you go there along with the car at the time?
Yes, Sir,

And then you left the car thers?

The car was left there, yes, Sir.

Did you ever go back to that car?

Yes, Sir,

For what purpose?

To examine it, the exterior, the interior.
When did you go back?

Over a period of a couple of days.

Did you examine it the day you took it in?
Yes, 3ir.

What 4id you 4o in your examination?

Ve just made a sesrch of the inside.

Who is "we"?

Trooper Ksppick, and Trooper Gomb, then they

contimied with their examination of the car for the next day.

Q.

Let me ask you what you did on October 31st, either

alone or in association with other officers?

A,
Q.
A,
Q.
A.

In company with other officers,

Did4 you examine this car on October 3lst?
Yes, 3ir.

The interior and exterior?

Yes, 3ir.
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Q. What did you find on the interior?

A. You mean the contents of the car?

Q. I want to know what you found?

A. There was some paper cups there, cigarette buttsa,
a lot of dirt, and items we talked about on the ledge of the
back seat, straws, an empty soda bottle,

Q. Lieutcnnt, you have already told us that the
items that are on the back seat in thia picture, not all of then
were thers on Cctobver 3lst, not on the ledge, isn't that correct,

3ir?
A. I said with the exception of one itenm.
_ Q. Where did that item come from?
O A. It came from the wheels when the wheels wers taken<iy
off the car.

Qe Who put them there?

A. I was not there when t hey were put back there.

Q. Except they now show up in the picture?

A. That is right, the picture was taken after the
hub caps were taken off of the car,

Qe There 13 another item to the right of the helmet
that was not there on October 31lst, 1a that correct?

A, I didn't 3ay it waan't there, I don't recall
seeing it there,

Q. You don't recallseeing it there and you don't know

.jf} what 1t is?
| ' A. No, Sir, HS’

Q. #Wow, when you say you examined this car, what was
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your purpose in making the examination?

A. To detsrmine what we could find on the 1inside
of the car.

Q. Did you make a list, you or anycther officer in
conjunction with you, make a 1list of what was found on the
interior of this car?

A. I didn't at that time, no, Sir.

Q. Did you later?

A. I aidn't.

Qe Somebody else did?

A. Yes, 8ir.

- Q. Have you told us everything that you found, or
<lé“' saw found in this car?

A. What I observed on the interior.

Q. On October 3lst?

A. Yes, Sir. )

Q. I am sorry, you were anawvering and I was asking,
d1id you tell us everything that you saw or that you found, or saw
found, on the interior of this car on October 31lat?

A. To the best of my knowledge, 3Sir.

Q. Did you remove anything from this car on October 31lst?

A. No, Sir, I did not.

Q. Diad either of the other officers remove anything?

A. I have no knowledge of it, Sir,

Q. You were thers, weren't you?

A. I wasn't there for the entire examination of the car.

Q. Now, look, you ars a Policeman attached to and for
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part of this investigation?

A, Yes, Sir.

Q. You consulted with other Pollecs Officers concerning
this matter?

A. Yes,

Q. You were one of the Inveatigators on this case?

A. Right.

Q. Do you know, if the other Officers, in discussing
this investigation with you removed anything fromthis car?
By Mr. Ertel:

Wewill have the other Officers here.
By Nr. Plerro: .
I wvant to know from hinm. R 4

By The Court:

Q- Do you understand the question?

A, Yea, Sir, I understand.

Qs You may answer?

A. Not in my presence.
By Mr. Flerro:

Q. I didn't ask you if it was in your presence, do
you know anyother Officers removed anything else from this car?

A. I don't know,

Q. You don't know?

A, Ko, Sir, because I was not there for the

antire examination of the car,

Q. I didn't ask you if you were thers for the whole
examination, I only wvant to know from you ifyou know in diacussing
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with other Police Officers vhether they removed anything?
| A, ¥o, Sir, I don't know if they removed anything.

Q. You don't know?

A. No, Sir.

Q. The purpose of your investigation and examination
of this car was to determine whather or not Jennifer had been
in that car, isn't that correct?

A, Yes, 3ir.

Q. DBecause at that time Kim Hubdbard was a suspect,

——

wasn't he?
WA Y 31y Complre S,v«. A"‘f‘ 6.’:3
a8 . — "
. P VDAL Sage ol A Secpacl waT Do,

Q. S0 that you are whoever slse with , elther that‘"*7j
day or later, made an examination to sse 1f you could find
anything that belonged to Jemnifer Hill, isn't that correct?

A, Yes, Sir,

Q. You also mads an examination of that car to see
if you coulft find anything in that car that éane from the field
or the area where Jemnifer's body was found, isn't that tiue?

A. That i3 correct, yes, Sir.,

Q. lfow, Lisutenant, were you one of the first Police
¢fficers to examine this car?

A, HNo, Sir.

Q. Who was the first one?

A. Trooper Keppick and Comb,

Q. Weren't you there when they were doing it?

A« I was present, yes, but I wasn't taking an active
part at that time in examining the inside of the car.
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Q. I thought you told me you did examine the inside
of the car?

A. I did that day, you asked me 1f I examined that day.

Q. Yes?

A. Yes, I aid.

Q. You examined it for the purpose we were talking
about, that is trying to find out whether there was any evidence
related to this case?

A. That is right.

Q. Now, you examined this car on October 31st, you
aaidyou didn't remove anything from the car?

"~ A. That 1s correct.

Q. Did you find any women's clothing in the car?

A. 1 didn't,

Q. Did either of the other Troopers find any women's
clothing?

A. I don't know if they did or not.

Q. You donit know and you wers there?

A. Yes, Sir,

Q. What 13 the matter, weren't you looking, Lieutenant?

A, Yes,

Q. You were locking for, I will withdraw that
question, You were looking for blood stains, if they were there?

A, Yes, Sir,

Q. Did you find any blood stains?

A, No, Sir,

Q. You were looking for evidence that might indicate

"z ===k 2® ~twmiawia tn that car. weren't you?
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A, Yes, 3ir,

Q. Did you find any evidence, tell this Jury, did
you find any evidence that indicated there vas a struggle in that
car?

A. I dian't.

Q. Vell, you were looking for it though, weren't you?

A. I said there were two Troopers making an investigation.

Q. X am asking you about you?

A. I am answering for myself, I didn't,

Q. Did you find any evidence in that car on October 313t
when you examined 1t that indicated there was a atruggle in that

car?

A. I didn't, sir,

Q. No, you didn't, that is your answer?

A. Yes,

Q. How did you go about making tb{g investigation,you,
I mean?

A. As far as my part in {t?

Q. Yes?

A. I supervised the ngamination of the car.

Q. What does that mean, explain it to us?

A. I wanted to make certain that;thera was an
exanination made of the interior of the car for any evidence
we could, would be notiamble at that time. Two of the people

&E who conducted the investigation were in charge of, were making the

check of the inside of the car.

Q. Under your supervision?
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A. Yes, Sir.

Q. And in your presence?

A. But I wasn't there during the entire
exanination of the car.

Q. But you know, they reported to you concerning the
results, didn't they?

A. Yes, Sir.

Q. So that you would know whether anything was found
or not, because these men were under your supervision, wersn't
they?

A. That 13 right.

Q. Now, tell us, these men who were under your
supervision, what aia they remove from this car?

A. They removed samples of mud and a few other items
from the inside of the car. |

Q. I am not satisfied with your sging "a few other
items”, I want to know what they were?

A. Anything that a vacuum clearwr could pick up
off the flooror the seats,

Q. Do you know what that was?

A. No, 3ir, everything that was placed in the bag
and taken to the 3tate Police Crime Ladoratory at Harrisburg.

Q. Did you make a list of that before it was sent
dowm? .y

A. Just what was, whatever was scooped up by the
sweeper was placed in a dbag and taken down,

Q. I asked you did you make a list of what was taken
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dowm?
A. No, 3ir, I didn't,
Q. Who did?'
A. The men who were making the, conducting the
exanination of the car,
Q. That i3 the fsllows you have already told us
about? |
A, Yes, Sir,
Q. Did you see the results of that Laboratory
exanination?
A, Yes, 5ir,
, Q. Do you have it here?
(%ﬁ’ A. No, 3ir, the man in charge from the Laboratory
has the results.
Q. Did you personally make an examination, I am not
talking about supervise?
A, Of what, Sir? I rades a lot of examinations.
Q. Of this car?
A, The intarior of the car?
Q. Yes?
A, Yes, Sir,
Q. You d4id?
A, Yes, 3ir. :
Q. Okey, while you were making the personal examination, °
did you see any blood inside of this car?
A. No, 5ir, I didn't,

Q. Did you see any women's clothing inside of this
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car?
A.
Q.

146.

Mo, 5ir, I didn't.

Did you sse any evidence indicating there

was a struggle inside of the car?

A,

Qe

Ae

Q.
car?

A.

Q.

No, 3ir, I didn't,

Did you lock at the sents in this car?

Yes, Sir, I looked them over,

Did you lo0k generally at the interior of the

I diqg.
Did you see the fabric, 1f it was fabric or whataver

the textile or otherwise of the seats, were they destroyed in
any way other than normel wear and tear? %%’

By Mr. Ertel:

By Mr. Fierrot

By Mr., Ertel:

By The Court:

Q.
A.

Q.

By Ur. Ertel:

A,

I objact, how can Q person tell?
Let him say it.

I do object,

Do you understand the question?
Yes, Sir.

The objection i3 over ruled.

I will withdraw the objection then.
From my observation, I couldn't say for certain. ~ﬁ?
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By Mr., Fierro:

Q. You couldn't say what for certain?

A. Anything about the wear of the fabric in the
inside of the car,

Q. Did anything appear to you in the total interior
of the car that it had recently been destroyed in any way,
recently destroyed and ....

A, HNot to me, Sir.

Q. Did you look for fingerprints in this car?

A. I didn't, Trooper Keppick did.

Q. Did you find any hair in this car?

A. 1 daian't, Sir.

Q. But we know somebody did, don't we?

A. That is correct.

Q. Who was it that found that hair, do you know?

A, To, 3ir.

Q. You don't?

A. No, 3ir.

Q. That wasn't found the day you took the car in,
was it?

A. No, Sir.

Q. Did you or your men on Octoder 31lst vacuum the
interior of this car?

A, Not until the following day.

Q. All right, the following day, but it was in Pollce
custody, wasn't it?

A. Yes, Sir.
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A.

But you were there when it was vacuumed?

Ro, Sir.

Do you know who did 1t?

Trooper Gomb was one of the members, do you know

whether anybody tried to get any fingerprinta out of this car?

A.
Q.

A..

Q.

Yes, Sir.
Who was 1t?

Trooper Keppick.
Are they the two Cfficers who the next day,

presumadbly lMovember lst, did a thorough interior examination of the

car or were there others?

A.
Q.
A.
Q-
A,
Q.
A
Q.

No, they were the two.

That would have been November lst, wouldn't it?
The first, and it was a couple days after that,
Also liovember 2nd?

I don't know the exact dates.

There are scme records about iﬁis scmewhere?
Yes, Sir, there is,

Did you ask Kim Hubbard for anything else except

the boots and car, like, for example, did you ask him, excuse nme,
did you ask him for his clothing?

A.
Q.
A,
Q.
A.
Q.

NO. 311', Il...08r0 VO t&lking about cla’thing?
Yes?
No, Sir, I didn't.

Somedbody in your presence?

Hot in my presence.
Did you see any clothing that nay have been surrender-
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ed by Kim?
A. WNo, Sir, I don't,
Q. Did you interrogate him?
A, Yes, Sir, I did.
Q. Por how long?
By Mr. Ertel:

I objJect to this, we are going to recall him for
thia purpose, he was only offared for tha purposs of the car
at this time.

By Mr. PFlerro:

He is a Commonwealth witness, a member of the
investigating team, whils he i3 on the stand I think 1i: 13
just as efficient if we go ahead instead of waiting for the
District Attorney saying "Ve are going to recall him.", and
furthermore, all of the questions concern the vary meat of this
case, i
By Mr. Ertel:

I do not dispute all of these questiona as to the
interrogation of Kim Hubbard going to the meat of the case, however
I am going to recall him in order and my czse at this point, and
I am entitled to proceed in an orderly faghion.

By The Court:

Would you eatadblish whether this was on the 31st or

not, before I rule?

By ¥r. Flerros
Q. Did you interrogate him on the 3lst?
A. At his home, yes, Sir,
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By The Court:
The objection i3 over ruled for the date of

the 31st.
By Mr, Plerroi

Q. Now, we are still talking about October 31lst, did
you also interrogate him at the Borough Hall?

A. Yes, 3ir, I adid.

Q. S0 that you interrogated Kim Hubdard twice on
OCctober 31lst?

A. No, 3ir, just once at his home.

Q. How about Borough Hall?

A, That was on a different date, Sir.

Qs I was asking you about October 3lat, how long o
were you in his house on the 31st?

A. Approximately a couple of hoursa.,

Q. Did you, Lisutenant, spend a coupls of hours
interrogating this boy?

A, No, we didn't spend that much time talking to him.

Q. What were you doing there for a coupls of hours?

A. Talking to his Father and Mother.

Q. And to Kim Hubbard?

A, No, he was not home when we, when we first got there,

Q. How long did you interrogate him that day?

A. Approximitely an hour. .

Q. An hour?

A. Yes, J

Q. And I suppose you told him that hs didn't have to
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answer your questions, isn't that right?

A, Very true,

Q. And he voluntarily answered your questions,
isn't that right?

A. Yes, S5ir.

Q. You told him he had a right to have a Lawyer,
d1dn't you? o

A. Yes, Sir.

Q. You told him he had a right to remain silent,
didn's$ you?

A. Yes , Sir.

Q. In other words, you gave him what we have known

and what we know as the standard Miranda warning, isn't that
what you gave him?

A. Yes.

Q. Even after you gave him that warning, this boy
consented to anawering your questions, 1sn't.that correct?

A, Yes.

Q. And he had no Lawyer there, did he?

As No.

Q. And he didn't ask for one, did he?

A. Mo, 3Sir.

151.

Qe Was 1t during this hour interrogation or shortly

" after that, that Kim turmned over his boots and car to you?
A. That is right,

Q. Now, I would like to know, as they relate to this

cage, what questions you asked Kim Hubbard....




152,

Hynick.

A. Concerning his activities on the 19th of October,

Q. And also concerning whether or not he saw Jennifer
Hill, you asked him that, didn't you?

A, I don't remember if I asked him or somebody else
dia.

Q. Who would that somebody elss be?

A. The pecple who were in my presence.

Q. Who are they?

A. 3gt. Peterson.:

Q. You two men?

A. Yes, 3Sir,

Q. Between you two men on October 3lat, didn't you
question this boy over a period of an hour as to whether or not
he saw Jennifer Hill that day?

A. During our conversation with him that vas
mentioned by Sgt. Peterson.

Qe Lieutenant, is this the only time you were in the
Hubbard house?

A. I was thére on two occaaions.

Q. Is this the only time you interrogated Kim in the
Hudbard house?

A. That i3 correct.

Q. Are you sure that the District Attorney wasn't
there with you?

A. Yes,Sir, he was,

Q. I thought you just, you said just this other Trooper

- aa

"m+ amd makate alea  fan't that what you said?
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A. I said wvhen I first come here that Sgt. Peterson
end District Attorney, Mr. Ertel, was with me.

Q. Really, is that what you told us?

A, Yes, 3ir, I144d say that,

Q. Waan't the District Attormey asking questions also?

A. Yes, Sir,

Q. Well, then there were three of you asking
Kim Hubbard questions in his house on October 31lst, right?

A, Yes, Sir,

Q. And the District Attorney was there when you asked
Kim to surrender his car and boots, is that right?

A. Yas, Sir.

Q. Xow, this is not the last time that you questioned
Kim, 1s 1t?

Ae Mo, Sir,

Qe You questioned him thereafter, didn'’t you?

A. That 13 right.

Q. Somewhere in the course of your investigation
this thing about the white helmet bvecame important, as you know,
isn't that correct?

A, That 1is correct.

Q. Did you bother to find out where or when Kim Hubbard
got this white helmet?

A. No, Sir, I didn't.

Q. Do you know if anybody did?

A. Bot to my knowledge.

Q. So far as we know through you, Lieutenant, nobody
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on the investigating staff to this minute has ever bothered to

£ind out where or when Kia got the white helmot, isn't that
c &
a correct statement? . i\.n. D0 <7 Hw-%/ o KT e Cs '”

A,
about 1it.
Q.

Mo T pwJ'D s €

Not to my knowledge. If they did, I don't know

That 13 right, 30 that you don't Imow whether

or not Kim Hubbard got this white helmet on October 24th,

you don't know that, do you?

A,
Q

Q.

Q.
A.
Q.

No, Sir.

This white helmet, you lookedat it, didn't you?
Yes, Sir. -

Do you know where it came from?

I said that I didn't.

Did you ask Kim adbout it?

ﬁo, Sir,

Was there anything on this wh%to helmet that had

a label or something you could trace?

A,
Q.

I don't recall if 1t had or not.
Was there anything about it that you could have

checked out, like for example whether there were steel shavings

in it or bdread and water or flour or anything?

A.

Q.
did you?

A,

Q.
helmet?

I didn't examine the helmet.
And you never questioned anybody about that helmet,

Do you know anybody who questioned anybody about this
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A. Not to my knowledge.

Q. Were you present when somebody fram the Pollce
showed this car to Mrs. Nevel and pointed out this white helmet
on the ledge?

By Mr. Ertel:
I object to that, that 13 a statement and not
a question,
By Mr., Flerro:
I am asking if he was present when this was done,
he either was or wasn't,
By Mr., Ertel:
I object, it implieas that was done.
By Mr. Plerro:
Yes, I say it was done and I intend to prove it.
By Mr. Ertel: ‘
I would be happy to have you do it.
By Mr. Flerro:
You heatt it at the preliminary examination.
By The Court: |
Do you expect to follow it up?
By Mr. Plerrot
I expect to follow it up through the District
Attorney taking the stand or one of his Pollicemen.
By The Court!

Q. Do you understand the quastion?
A. Yes, Sir, 1 do,.

. You may answer, the objection is over ruled.
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A. No, 3ir, I was not.

By Mr. Flerro:

Q. Were you present when these photographs were mada

of this car?

A, No, Sir, I was not.

Q. Do you know who put the other articles on the ledge

of that car that you say were not on the ledge when you toock
control of it on October 31lat?

A. No, 3ir, I don't,
By The Court:

Mr. Flsrro, we are going to take a recess at this

time., The Defendant and the Jurors are now excused.
By Mr. Plerro:

He wants to talk to me.
By The Court:

Sheriff, you will arrange that they go in the
other room over here reserved for Mr. Fierro.

Court is recessed for ten...for fifteen minutes.
(Recessed at 2:45 P.M. and reconvened at 3:00 P.M.).
(Lieutenant Steven Hynick returned to the witness stand.).
By The Courts

Proceed, Mr. Fierro,
By Mr. Fierro:

Q. Lieutenant Hynick, on Octcober 313t when you were

in the Hubbard house talking with Kim and Mr. and Mrs. Hubbard,

was that the occasion that you told Mr. Hubdbard, that i3 the

Father, that there were more than two sets of footprints at the

ampa—

R I

'
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scene where Jennifer's body was Jound?
A. Yes, Sir, Can I qualify my answer, Sir?
Q. Well, I was going to ask you another question,
you answered the queation,
By Mr. Ertel:
I believe the man is entitled to explain.
By Mr. Flerro:
Soms questions do not requlre an explanation,
By The Court:
The Court does not feel an explanation 13 necessary,
proceed.
By Mr, Fierro:
Q. And didn't you alao tell him, thess were your
words, or substantially your words, that you couldn't tell
whether it was two or more people vhose footprings were down there
where the body was found?
A. No, 8ir, I did not.
Q. Well, what did you say about it?
A, Ve talked about shoe prints, a boot print and

———

a aneaxer print. -_—
Q. You say "we", I am talking sbout you, what did
you say?
A. I am talking about Joe, Mr. Hubbard.
Q. No, T am asking what you said to him, about these
prints wvhere the body was found?
A. Just thé one set of prints where the body was found
i3 what I, what we talked about.
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Q. I thought you admitted awhile ago that you diad
make a statement such as that, you said there was more than one
set of prints made by possibly two people or more?

A. Not under, not where the bdody was found.

. What 4did you say to Joe regarding footprings?

A. There was one set of footprints right under the -

tody and there was q(fiir of sneaker prints put in the roadway.
Q. Is that whal you said to Joe Hudbbard?

A. That is correct. That was my request to explain
my answer. ,
| Q. That i3 all,
By The Court: @.’

Q Mr. Ertel,

RE~-DIRECT EXAMINATION

c .

By Mr. Ertels«n«;’;k,
(J.MVMWNS;/iE§§3, or just to clear up a few things, or
?iegso int, I am SOrry, are you the administrative head of the
Departaent?
A. That 13 correct, yes, Sir,
Q. Are yocu the actual operating personnel in the
inveatigation of the crime!?
A. I don't understand what you nean.
Q. By the "operating personnel”, I mean were you
directly in charge of thias investigation to details and things
of that sort? e )
A, No, Sir, not as far as the investigation was

concermnsed itself,
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Q. VWho waa in charge?
A. Corporal Barto.
Q. Do you make detailed inventories and examination
of vehicles or do you have a special department for that?
A Other people do that, Sir.
Q. Who is in that department in your Barracks?
A. Trooper Keppick, Sir,
Q. 30 that when you state hers that you examined
this car, did you make the detaliled thorough examination of that?
A. An....
By Mr. Fierro:
I object, he i3 leading the witneass,
By The Court:
Refrain from leading.
By Mr. Ertel:
Q. Who would nake a detailed %I examination?
By Mr. Flerro:
Not who would, who did.
By The Court:
The objection i3 sustained, it i3 what hoppened
in this case.
By Mr. Ertel:
He asked this man what he knows from various
things, but he was not there, how can he say?
By Mr, Flerro!
Don't say he was not there, the man zaid he was

there.
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By Mr, Ertel:
Q. Were you theres at all times when detalled examination
of this car was made?
A. Not in all cases,
Q. Were you there constantly when, at the time that the
detailed exanmination was made?
A. No, Sir, I was not.
By Mr, Flerro:
I object to his leading his owm witness,
By Ths Court:
Refrain from leading.
By Mr. Ertel:

L
Q. Will you describe your role in this examination

of the car?
By Mr. Plerro!
That i3 repetitiocus, it has been done twice.
By The Court: '
The Court will permit it however, the objection i3
over ruled,
By Mr. Ertel:

Q. Go ahead and explain?

A. My position is Lieutenant in the 3tate Police, oy
rols in this investigation ras administrator to see that the
proper persons were doing their jodb.

By #r. Flerro: - ,ﬁﬁg
I object to that, that is not responsive,

By The Court:
Anawer the svecific question, 3ir.



161,
Hynick.,

By Mr, Ertelt
Q. What was your role in this investigation?
By Mr, Flerro:

I object to that general, vague question, on the

grounds that it is irproper re-direct and repetitious,
By The Court:

Q. In addition to what you testified to, what was
your role in this apecific case, Sir?

A. To gsee that the proper persons wers assigned to
different phases of the investigation.,
By Mr. Ertel:

Q. Incidentally, how many days after the disappearance
of Jemnifer Hill did you confiscate or get the car from
Kim Hubbard, how many days had eleapsed?
By Mr. Plierro:

As I understand the District Attorney's original
statement and the Court's ruling, I had to uﬁ.t myself to
October 31st, because he said he was going to recall this
witness,

By The Cowurtt

He i3 opening it up now.
By Mr. Ertel:

Row, vait a minute, if I maye....
By Ur. Flerro:

You may do it at Side Bar.
By The Court:

3ide Bar,
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(31de Bar consultation not made a part of the record.).
By The Court:!

Mr, Ertel, do you want the question reed back?
By Mr. Ertel:

No.
By The Court:

Proceed.
By Mr. Ertel:

I have no further questions aubject to recall,
By The Court:

Mr., Flerro?

By Mr. Flerrog

%%’

Subject to what the Court and we discuased at Side

Bar,
By The Court:

All right. Do you have any further examination
on what he covered on re-direct?
By Mr. Flerrot

Your Honor, I got to say not on that point,
By The Courtt

Lisutenant, you are prohibited from discussing
your testimony or the case with anyone except the District
Attorney or the Defenae Attorney or memders of their Starf,

A. Yes, 3ir, I understand. -

(Excused from stand.).




