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SUMMARY

The Montana Supreme Court affirmed Lenorse Slavin’s convictions for felony kidnapping and

misdemeanor assault. The court held that any error in quashing subpoenas for a newspaper reporter

and editor under Montana’s reporter shield statute was harmless, and that the district court did not

abuse its discretion by limiting the testimony of Slavin’s expert regarding the victim’s medical history

and prior conduct.
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Slavin appealed his convictions from the District Court of the
Eighteenth Judicial District, Gallatin County, challenging the quashing
of subpoenas directed to a newspaper reporter and editor and the

limitation of his defense expert's testimony.

The court reviewed the exclusion of the reporters' testimony for
harmless error under the trial-error framework and reviewed the

limitation of expert testimony for abuse of discretion.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the District Court properly quashed subpoenas requiring a newspaper reporter and editor to

testify at trial under Montana's reporter shield statute.

2. Whether the District Court abused its discretion by limiting the testimony of Slavin's expert witness

regarding Merryfield's prior conduct and the materials reviewed by the expert.

HOLDINGS

1. Any error in excluding the reporters' testimony was harmless because there was no reasonable

possibility that the exclusion contributed to Slavin's conviction.

2. The District Court did not abuse its discretion by allowing general testimony about Merryfield's
disorder, medication, alcohol effects, and the expert's review of records while permitting specific

testimony about only two prior incidents involving untruthful statements.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“Thus, any error manifested itself in the trial process and can be “qualitatively . . . weighed against the

admissible evidence introduced at trial.”” (9 20)

“We conclude that there was no reasonable possibility that any error in excluding their testimony contributed
to Slavin’s conviction, and affirm the District Court.” (] 26)

“We conclude that in limiting Dr. Bach’s testimony, the District Court did not abuse its discretion.” (9 33)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Slavin was the live-in caregiver and intimate partner of Marion Merryfield, who suffered from seizure and lung
disorders and took medications that could affect her behavior. After an altercation, Slavin allegedly returned to
Merryfield's home with a firearm, threatened to kill her, confined her, and prevented her from leaving for
approximately four hours. Merryfield later gave inconsistent accounts of the incident, including statements to a
newspaper reporter and editor suggesting that the incident had not occurred as police described it. Slavin sought
to subpoena the reporters and to have an expert testify specifically about several prior incidents involving

Merryfield, but the District Court restricted both forms of evidence.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Slavin was charged with felony kidnapping and felony assault with a weapon. A jury found him guilty of
kidnapping and the lesser offense of misdemeanor assault. Before trial, the District Court quashed subpoenas for
a newspaper reporter and editor under Montana's reporter shield statute and limited the specific prior-incident

testimony of Slavin's expert witness. The Montana Supreme Court affirmed.

DISPOSITION



affirmed
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