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session.
<You leave your targets out 

here, it9s illegal dumping,= 
Cogley said. <You bring your 
targets out, you take them 
back& Invest in some legal 
targets, like reusable ones. 
You9re not going to leave 
them out in the forest; you9re 
going to take them with you.=

Shooters should not fire at 
trees, which damages them to 
the point of killing them, and 
can pose a fire hazard if using 
steel-jacketed bullets.

The cleanup took about 
2-1/2 hours, encompass-
ing three areas popular with 
shooters on and around 
Zimmerman Butte, which 

lies about five miles west of 
Sisters. Volunteers cleaned 
up cans and bottles and paper 
targets left behind in the area 
and hauled out barbed wire, 
propane tanks and other metal 
junk. The area was not in par-
ticularly bad shape at the start, 
and by the time the volunteers 
were done, it was looking well 
spruced up.

Some volunteers expressed 
the hope that the cleanup 
could become a regular event.

Deputy Shane Zook 
of the Deschutes County 
Sheriff 9s Office, a target 
shooter himself, expressed his 
appreciation:

<It means a lot to the sher-
iff9s office that organizations 
like this are willing to step up 
and do things like this.=

For more information 
on safe, responsible recre-
ational shooting, visit www.
TrashNoLand.org.
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<The state9s brief pres-
ents a parade of horribles that 
may or may not come to pass. 
However, that is not a reason 
to continue a practice rooted 
in racial and ethnic discrimi-
nation,= said Marc Brown, a 
public defender in Oregon 
whose clients include ones 
appealing nonunanimous 
guilty verdicts.

The decision by Louisiana 
voters was not retroactive, 
and took effect on Jan. 1. The 
U.S. Supreme Court this fall 
will hear a case of Evangelisto 
Ramos, a Louisiana man con-
victed by a nonunanimous 
jury in 2016 of second-degree 
murder of a woman in New 
Orleans. Ramos is serving a 
life sentence with no chance 
of parole.

Michael Kron, special 
counsel to Oregon9s attor-
ney general, said that if the 
Supreme Court rules in favor 
of Ramos, it would be revers-
ing its 1972 ruling that the 
U.S. Constitution does not 
bar states from allowing non-
unanimous verdicts.

Rosenblum told the 
Supreme Court that if it over-
turns that ruling and decides 
that nonunanimous juries are 

unconstitutional, Oregon9s 
criminal justice system will 
be glutted. 

<Such a ruling would 
automatically require retrial 
in many hundreds, if not 
thousands, of cases on direct 
review,= Rosenblum told the 
court. 

Even convictions that were 
unanimous could be called 
into question, because a judge 
instructing jurors that they 
could reach a nonunanimous 
decision could be grounds for 
an appeal.

<In many cases, particu-
larly the older cases, retrial 
will likely be impossible 
because of the impact that the 
passage of time will have on 
the prosecution9s case as wit-
nesses disappear, memories 
fade, and evidence is lost,= 
the attorney general wrote.

Several Oregon lawmakers 
recently sponsored a resolu-
tion calling for a ballot mea-
sure to repeal an amendment 
to the state constitution allow-
ing nonunanimous verdicts. 
The resolution unanimously 
passed the House, but died in 
the Senate as it dealt with a 
walkout by Republican mem-
bers in the final days of the 
legislative session.

The decision by Oregon 
voters in 1934 to allow split-
jury verdicts was fueled by 
white supremacy and anti-
minority sentiment. One 
newspaper said immigrants 

from southern and east-
ern Europe had made the 
requirement for unanimous 
verdicts <unwieldy and 
unsatisfactory.=

Rosenblum said she sup-
ports a repeal, noting the 
jury rule links to racism and 
anti-Semitism. But she said 
such a change should be for 
cases <going forward,= not 
retroactively.

Aliza Kaplan, a professor 
at Portland9s Lewis & Clark 
Law School who has cam-
paigned to eliminate nonun-
animous jury verdicts, said 
only dozens4not hundreds4
of cases would be affected by 
a Supreme Court ruling in 
favor of Ramos.

<The attorney general has 
an opportunity to be on the 
correct side of history and 
champion getting rid of non-
unanimous juries,= Kaplan 
said in a telephone inter-
view. <Instead, she chooses 
to support a policy that we all 
know, and that she acknowl-
edges, comes from our racist 
history.=

B r o w n ,  t h e  p u b l i c 
defender, said he doubts a 
Supreme Court ruling would 
create a crisis for the state9s 
judicial system. Oregon9s 
appeals courts would deter-
mine its retroactive applica-
tion <by applying well known 
legal standards.=· 

<Our courts are certainly 
up to that task,= he said.
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