
Not
guilty
THESE WOMEN WERE ACCUSED OF 
DESPICABLE CRIMES, BUT IN THE END,  
ALL THREE OF THEM WALKED FREE.

Casey Anthony 
with a member of 
her defense team 

on the seventh day 
of jury selection in 

Clearwater, Florida, 
on May 16, 2011. 

Twelve jurors and 
five alternates had 
to be sequestered 
from most outside 
contact in a hotel 

after their selection.
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casey anthony

I 
didn’t ask her if she killed her daughter. I 
never asked her about that. I just tell my 
clients, ‘What you have to do is tell me the 
truth. But if you tell me a lie, and I choose 
to believe you’re a liar, then I’m going to 
[screw] your case up.’ ” That’s how J. Cheney 
Mason describes his first meeting with Casey 

Anthony, the young woman whose defense he 
would take up despite the crushing tide of public 
opinion condemning her as the heartless killer of 
her only child.

On July 15, 2008, Cindy Anthony called police 
to report she suspected her daughter, Casey, of 
stealing the family car and some money. More 
ominously, Cindy said her granddaughter, 
Caylee, might’ve been missing, and when she 
found the vehicle, it “smelled like there’d been a 
dead body in the damn car.” When questioned 
by police, Casey admitted she hadn’t seen her 
2-year-old girl in nearly 30 days. Her arrest 
was the first act in a gripping drama that would 
consume a nation and leave most asking one 
question: “Why did Casey do it?” The opening 
statements for both the defense and the 
prosecution hadn’t been uttered, and a body had 
yet to be discovered. But for most of the country, 
the case was already closed. America was 
convinced Casey was guilty of the monstrous 
sin of murdering her daughter. During the 
course of the next three years, millions of people 
found themselves watching their television 
sets, spellbound as members of the press 
and TV pundits painted a horrifying—but 
riveting—portrait of a beautiful young mother 
both unprepared and unwilling to shoulder the 
burden of parenthood and, as a consequence, 
decided to commit one deplorable act of 

violence, so she’d be free to go back to a life filled 
with hard liquor and hard living.

It was a narrative most accepted as fact. But 
for Mason watching the endless parade of legal 
experts and case commentary, the question that 
became his obsession wasn’t whether Casey 
killed her daughter—it was why, in his opinion, 
the fifth estate had been allowed to hijack this 
case and turn the deadly serious question of one 
woman’s guilt or innocence into a frenzied media 
circus. “The level of incompetence of some of 
the things I saw on the news was alarming,” says 
Mason, a criminal defense attorney with more 
than 40 years of experience. “I kept seeing this 
and saying, ‘Huh, these people don’t have a body, 
don’t have an admission of guilt, they don’t have 
a confession, don’t have any witnesses, yet they 
are crucifying her and convicting her in the news 
media with no evidence at all.’ ” 

As someone who is always drawn to the 
underdog in the fight, Mason found himself more 
and more involved with Casey’s defense team, 
informally fielding questions from Jose Baez, 
the man responsible for coordinating the legal 
defense of the accused. “I had spent numerous 
sessions mentoring Mr. Baez before he asked me 
if I wanted to try the case,” Mason says. “And I 
told him that the decision would be up to Casey.” 
Eager to get directly involved, Mason went to 
meet Casey in the jail cell where she spent 23 
hours each day. After seeing her face plastered 
across television screens, magazine covers and 
newspapers, Mason was taken aback by this 
polite young woman many had made out to be 
a monster. “She was not cocky, suspicious or 
antagonistic in any regard like some potential 
clients can be,” Mason says. “She was very polite 
and very professional, and we just talked about 
each other’s backgrounds.” It was the first in a 
long series of discussions that, for Mason, ended 
with his complete belief in the young woman’s 
innocence. “I was convinced, based on my 40 
years of being a lawyer and having handled 

J. CHENEY MASON, DEFENSE 
ATTORNEY TO THE ACCUSED 
MOTHER, ON WHY THE JURY 
COULDN’T CONVICT.

Casey enjoys a rare 
moment of levity 
during her trial. 
Despite enduring 
the harsh media 
spotlight during the 
proceedings, Casey’s 
defense attorney J. 
Cheney Mason says he 
never tried to coach 
her on how to act in 
the courtroom.
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murder cases before she was even thought of being 
born, that she did not kill her daughter,” Mason 
says. “Period.” 

Mason and the rest of the defense team, 
along with Casey, would need that conviction 
and strength to sustain them through the most 
publicized and controversial trial since O.J. 
Simpson faced murder charges in 1994. After 
Caylee’s skeletal remains were discovered in 
the woods near Casey’s house in December, the 
prosecution felt they had enough evidence to prove 
the mother’s guilt. They wanted the 22-year-old 
to pay the ultimate price for her alleged crime—
her life. In order to convince a jury of 12 that she 
was capable of slaughtering her own child, they 
showed pictures of the young woman dancing and 
drinking and claimed Casey’s shopping excursions 
and club hopping during 
the period of time when 
Caylee was missing 
proved her to be a 
remorseless killer.

Mason contends now, 
as he did during the trial 
in 2011, the state couldn’t 
draw a line between 
Casey’s trips to the mall 
and tattoo parlors and 
her culpability in the 
death of her daughter 
because everybody 
grieves differently. “Not 
everybody runs off 
and cries. Not everybody runs off and hides. 
Not everybody runs off and commits suicide,” 
Mason says. “Casey and Caylee played together 
and were happy. Caylee was well-fed and cared 
for, and there was never any indication she was 
abused.” Mason maintains the state had to rely on 
smearing Casey’s character because they lacked 
strong enough physical evidence to tie her to 
Caylee’s death. The prosecution accused Casey of 
first dousing her daughter with chloroform, then 
duct-taping her mouth and nose to condemn 
Caylee to death by suffocation. Despite the fact 
that pieces of duct tape where found on Caylee’s 
skeletal remains—though not on the nose or 
mouth—and a forensics expert for the prosecution 
testified there were traces of chloroform in the 

trunk of Casey’s car, neither was the slam dunk the 
prosecution hoped they’d be.

After a six-week-long trial, the jury returned 
a verdict of not guilty for Casey in the death of 
her daughter. She was convicted of four lesser 
counts of lying to police officers during the initial 
investigation into Caylee’s disappearance, two 
of which were thrown out in January 2013. In 
Mason’s opinion, the acquittal was the right 
choice based on the weak and circumstantial case 
presented by the prosecution. “I was able to argue 
to the jury, ‘You don’t know when Caylee died, 
you don’t know where Caylee died, you don’t 
know how Caylee died and you don’t know who 
was with Caylee when she died,’ ” Mason says. 
“When we came in to hear the verdict, I held my 
breath like anyone else, but I truly believed we 

had won that case.”
Nobody knows what 

happened to Caylee or how 
the 2-year-old’s remains 
ended up in those woods. 
Mason’s personal theory 
(which was put forth by 
the defense team at Casey’s 
trial) is that the toddler 
drowned at the residence’s 
above-ground pool in a 
terrible accident. “Caylee’s 
grandfather, [Casey’s 
father, George], found her 
and brought her out of the 
pool. Then he confronted 

and blamed Casey,” Mason says. “When Casey 
saw that child, that was the end of her reasonable 
cognizance. What happened after that, I don’t 
know. But I don’t believe Casey killed the child or 
participated in the disposal of the body.”

And though Caylee’s life ended in a seemingly 
unsolvable mystery, Casey is moving on with 
hers. According to Mason, Casey is holding down 
a full-time job as a researcher and clerk for an 
investigation company and has aspirations of 
being a professional photographer. Although she 
tries to keep a low profile, she’ll occasionally cut 
loose at karaoke parties hosted by Mason, where 
she prefers to man the sound equipment rather 
than belt out a tune. Seven years after the death of 
her daughter, she still doesn’t feel like singing.
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It was the trial of 
the century that 

had the entire 
nation on the edge 

of their seats.

S P E C I A L  R E P O R T :  N O T  G U I LT Y

From top: Casey is 
smothered in a group 
hug by her lawyers, 
including Dorothy 
Clay Sims (front 
center) and J. Cheney 
Mason (left). The 
attorneys billed the 
state of Florida a little 
more than $147,000 
to pay for Casey’s 
defense; an undated 
photograph of Caylee 
Anthony.
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n November 2, 2007, one of the 
most complex international crimes 
in recent memory came to light in 
Perugia, Italy. The body of 21-year-old 
Meredith Kercher, a UK exchange 
student, was discovered in her Perugia 
apartment. Police said her body was 

only partially clothed, and her throat had been cut. 
Just days later, Kercher’s roommate, American 
Amanda Knox, and Amanda’s boyfriend, Italian 
Raffaele Sollecito, were detained for questioning. 
At this time, Amanda 
implicated the owner 
of a pub where she 
sometimes worked, Diya 
“Patrick” Lumumba, for 
the murder. When his 
alibi checked out—he 
was with a customer 
at his pub all night—
Lumumba was released 
and later sued Amanda 
for defamation.  

Shortly after 
Lumumba was freed 
after a two-week prison 
term, Amanda released a statement regarding a 
“confession” that had been extracted from her by 
the Italian authorities. “I want to make clear that 
I’m very doubtful of the verity of my statements 
because they were made under the pressures of 
stress, shock and extreme exhaustion,” Amanda 
said. “Not only was I told I would be arrested and 
put in jail for 30 years, but I was also hit in the 
head when I didn’t remember a fact correctly.” 
The next month, December 2007, saw an Ivorian 

national, Rudy Guede, caught without a train ticket 
in Germany. His DNA matched a vaginal swab 
taken from Kercher’s body, and he became the 
case’s prime suspect. But rather than charging just 
Guede with the murder, Italian prosecutors chose 
to lay blame for Kercher’s murder on a conspiracy 
between Guede, Sollecito and Amanda. 

Guede, in a separate trial he asked for because 
he feared Amanda and Sollecito had formed an 
alliance against him, was sentenced to 30 years 
behind bars for Kercher’s murder. At Amanda’s 
trial, it became clear Italian authorities had gravely 
mistreated her in an attempt to nab a suspect. 
She claimed she was beaten and verbally abused 
while under their care, a charge authorities denied. 
Amanda was sentenced to 26 years in prison, 
and her appeal process began months later in 

November 2011. In 
June 2011, two separate 
witnesses came forward 
to testify that neither 
Amanda nor Sollecito 
had anything to do 
with Kercher’s killing. 
That same month, 
forensics specialists 
came forward to say 
the evidence presented 
against Amanda had been 
unfounded all along. By 
October, an Italian jury 
of six civilians and two 

judges overturned the previous conviction, leaving 
Amanda free to return to her home city of Seattle. 
But in 2013, Italian officials inexplicably called for 
Amanda and Sollecito to be tried yet again for the 
same crime. From America, Amanda responded to 
the accusations in a lengthy email before the court 
again returned a verdict of not guilty. 

“I’m innocent. I did not rape, I did not steal,” she 
said. “I did not kill Meredith.” Now she’ll finally be 
able to put behind her the crime she didn’t commit.

AFTER THE DEATH OF HER 
ROOMMATE, AN AMERICAN 
IS LOCKED UP ABROAD FOR 
A CRIME SHE DIDN’T COMMIT.

amanda knox
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Amanda Knox leaves 
the courtroom in 
Perugia, Italy, under 
escort from Italian 
penitentiary police 
officers on September 
16, 2008. She spent 
a total of four years 
in an Italian prison 
before she won her 
appeal and freedom.
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Years after 
she was falsely 

convicted, Amanda 
finally found  

her justice.
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he media dubbed her the female 
007—a deadly hit woman for hire 
whose skills could have given the 
cinematic super spy a run for his 
money. With her long black hair and 
slender figure, Kelly Soo Park looked 
more like a Bond girl than the 

martial arts black belt she was. But in 2010, the 
44-year-old was accused of murdering 21-year-
old Maxim model Juliana Redding with her 
bare hands. 

Redding, like so many other lithe-limbed, 
fresh faced beauties, 
had recently moved 
to Santa Monica in 
pursuit of fame and 
fortune. By 2008, with 
the exception of a shoot 
in Maxim magazine 
and a role in a small 
indie film a few years 
earlier, her dreams had 
failed to materialize 
into reality. But when 
Redding didn’t show for 
a modeling engagement in March, her mother 
began to fret. After Redding failed to get back 
in touch with both friends and family, her 
mother asked the police to check on the girl’s 
apartment. What they discovered was the scene 
of a violent struggle. Redding had been beaten 
and strangled, her photogenic face pummeled 
to a pulp, the bones in her neck crushed. 
Somebody had turned on the gas stove and lit a 
candle—a crude attempt to set the place on fire 
and destroy the evidence. Redding’s cell phone 

lay discarded beside her. Her final call? A cry for 
help to 911 that had never gone through.

It didn’t take the police long to discover DNA 
covered the apartment. It was on Redding’s 
clothes, plastered across her cell phone and 
even on her neck. And it all belonged to Kelly. 
At the time of Redding’s murder, Kelly had 
been working for Dr. Munir Uwaydah as a real-
estate and financial advisor (and, according 
to the prosecution, his unofficial muscle). 
Uwaydah not only had a romantic history with 
Redding but also had a failed business venture 
with her pharmacist father, Greg Redding. The 
two men were going to market a pain cream, 
but Redding’s father pulled out of the deal, 
souring both relationships. The prosecution 
argued Uwaydah paid Kelly to enact his 
revenge on the Redding family by brutally 

killing their daughter.
In 2010, Kelly was 

arrested and tried for 
the murder, but the 
prosecution struggled to 
prove a motive after the 
judge ruled her unofficial 
role as Uwaydah’s muscle 
as inadmissible. On June 
4, 2013, the jury found 
the evidence insufficient 
to convict Kelly of murder 
and returned a verdict of 

not guilty. The decision was a shock to all sitting in 
the courtroom, and cries went up from Redding’s 
friends and family. While Kelly wept with relief, 
two women screamed at her. “Go to hell!” one 
shouted. “Murderer!” screamed another. Redding’s 
family was speechless and left the courthouse 
without comment. One of the former prosecutors, 
who had originally presented the case in 2010, 
said, “When Kelly Soo Park walked out of that 
courtroom, justice was not served.” Redding’s 
murder still remains unsolved.

A HEAVY-HITTING FEMALE 
ENFORCER WALKS FOR THE 
BEATING AND STRANGLING 
OF A MAXIM MODEL.

Kelly Soo Park listens 
to the opening 
statements of her trial 
on May 15, 2013. After 
Kelly’s acquittal, she 
sued the Santa Monica 
police for allegedly 
intimidating witnesses 
who would have 
testified on her behalf. 

Kelly Soo Park

the prosecution 
alleged she was 
a highly skilled 
killer-for-hire.
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