§ 270.20 Trial jury; challenge for cause of an individual juror.

1. A challenge for cause is an objection to a prospective juror and
may be made only on the ground that:

(a) He does not have the qualifications required by the judiciary
| aw; or

(b) He has a state of mnd that is likely to preclude himfrom
rendering an inpartial verdict based upon the evidence adduced at the
trial; or

(c) Heis related within the sixth degree by consanguinity or
affinity to the defendant, or to the person allegedly injured by the
crime charged, or to a prospective witness at the trial, or to counsel
for the people or for the defendant; or that he is or was a party
adverse to any such person in a civil action; or that he has conpl ai ned
agai nst or been accused by any such person in a crimnal action; or that
he bears sone other relationship to any such person of such nature that
it islikely to preclude himfromrendering an inpartial verdict; or

(d) He was a witness at the prelimnary exam nation or before the
grand jury or is to be a witness at the trial; or

(e) He served on the grand jury which found the indictnment in issue
or served on a trial jury in a prior civil or crimnal action involving
t he sane incident charged in such indictnent; or

(f) The crime charged nmay be puni shabl e by death and the prospective
juror entertains such conscientious opinions either against or in favor
of such puni shnent as to preclude such juror fromrendering an inparti al
verdict or from properly exercising the discretion conferred upon such
juror by law in the determ nation of a sentence pursuant to section
400. 27.

2. Al issues of fact or law arising on the chall enge nust be tried
and determ ned by the court. |[If the challenge is allowed, the court
nmust excl ude the person challenged fromservice. An erroneous ruling by
the court allowing a challenge for cause by the peopl e does not
constitute reversible error unless the peopl e have exhausted their
perenptory chall enges at the tine or exhaust them before the sel ection
of the jury is conplete. An erroneous ruling by the court denying a
chal |l enge for cause by the defendant does not constitute reversible



error unl ess the defendant has exhausted his perenptory chal |l enges at
the tinme or, if he has not, he perenptorily chall enges such prospective
juror and his perenptory chall enges are exhausted before the sel ection

of the jury is conplete.



