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PEOPLE

v.
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[24 C.2d

Sept. 1944]

PEOPLE

v.
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. 861

[24 C.2d 8601

[Crim. No. 4fi66. In Bunk. Sept. 5, 1944.]
THE PEOPLE, Respondent, v. ROLLIE LEE Al~DERSON,
Appellant.
[1] Homicide-EVidenco.-A judgment on pIca of guilty imposing
i,

I';

the death penalty for murder was affirmed where there was
evidence showing sexual abuse .of a boy, wounds on the abdomon, .and death from shock,together with It confession of
the defendant.
APPEAL (automatically taken under. Pen. Code, § 1239)
from a judgment of the Superior Court of Lassen County.
Ben V. Curler, JudgJ. Affirmed.
Prosecntion for murder. Judgment of conviction affirmed.
No appearances.
.THE COURT.-Defendant was charged by an information filedbythc District Attorney of Lassen County with the
murder of a young boy on April 30, 1944. Defendant entered
a plea of guilty to the charge and thereafter the court took
evidence to determine the degree of the offense. Judgment
of murder in the first d('gree was entered on May 22, 1944,
imposing the death penalty. This appeal is automatically
taken pursuant to section 1239 (b) of the Penal Code.
-[1] The crime was e.ommitted in the town of Westwood,
Lassen County. .According to the e'ddence developed by the
prosecution witnesses, defendant, formerly a barkeeper, lived
marooming house in Westwood. About five o'clock in the everting of April 30th he met onc Evans in the Westwood Club
and told him that he had found a dead boy in hi!) room earlier
in the day and that the body was still therc. The two men
then went to defendant's ro')m and on the way, dcfendant
twice made the statement that he kne,v it was the" gas cham.ber
for (mm) this time." He also told Evans not to '~call the
officers until ten 0 'clock," at which time bc would "havc everything fixed." Th.. body of the child was foulld in the room
[1] Sec ]3 CaI.Jur. 7'zO.

McK. Dig. Refer(;~ce: [1J Homicide, § 145.

as defendant had stated, whereupon Evans induced defendant to eall the police officers. In response to the officers'
queries, de.fendant told them he did notkno'W who the. boy
WitS and that he had not seen him before that evening. Bedding that had been washed was drying in the room when the
officers arrived. The floor had recently been waShed in ~la.ces.
In other places, spots of blood were found. Blood.....,;tained
undergarments belonging to defendant, one of which had
recently been washed and was still damp; were found in the
bureau drawer with a child's under-garment.. Some of the
bedding was missing from the bed, and the chUd's body was
clothed with outergarments but was without underclotl;1.ing.
. Death was found to be caused by shock. The medical examination of the body disclosed wounds of such a nature as to
point to the perpetration of acts of sexual abuse of the boy.
Other medical evidence, supported by laboratory findings,
. confirmed the fact that such an offense had been accomplished.
In addition to the injuries just referred to, there were other
wounds of a superficial nature on the abdomen.'
Shortly after his arrest defendant, in the prcsenceof law
enforcement officers, made a confession that was· reduced to
writing and was signed by him. The confeSsion contains state'ments that about six or six-thirty on the evening of April
30th, defendant met the boy in the Westwood Club, at which
time the latter was looking for his father; at defendant's re ..
quest the boy accompanied defendant to his room; from that
•time on defendant did not clearly remember what took place
as his mind was "not exactly Clear," although he recalled
stabbing- the boy with a fingernail file several times, sonie
of the blows being aimed at his abdomen; later when defendant realized that the boy was dead, he placed the body on
tho floor, washed the blood stains from the articles that the
polioe officers had found drying in his bedroom, locked the
door, and returned to the club, where he met Evans. The confession concludes with the statement that defendant told the
offi(iers he "was guilty of killing a little boy and wanted to
. get it over with."
Defendant declined to put on any evidence in bis behalf
at lhe hellring to determine thc deg-ree of thect'ime. There
was no cross examination of prosecution witnesses, and the
confc~ion was introduced in evidence without opposition.
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WETTLIN V. STATE BAR

[24 C.2d

I

Jerold E. Weil and Jack J. Rimel for Respondent.

DAVID G. WETTLIN, Petitioner, V. THE STATE BAR
OF CALIFORNIA, Respondent.

[3] See 9 Cal.Jur. Ten-Year SuPp. 474.
McK. Dig. References: [1, 2, 5] Attorneys at Law, § 179; [3]
.
Attorneys at Law, § 177; [4] Attorneys at Law, § 184.

[24 C.2d 862]

N. D. Meyer for Petitioner.

In Bank.. Sept. 8, 1944.J

[1] Attorneys-Reinstatement-Matters· Considered.-When passing upon the question of rehabilitation of an attOl'ney seeking
reinstatement after disbarment for grand theft, his wife's
refusal to contribute her earnings in restitution of persons
defrauded may not be held against him.
[2] Id.-Reinstatement-Restitution.-The refusal to reinstate a
disbarred attorney is proper where, although he earned substantial amounts for several years and had no one but himself
to care for, he made no effort to reimburse heirs of an estate
for money he embezzled, or to repay advances by attorneys in
settlement of a claim arising out of his appropriation of money
recovered for a client.
[3] Id.-Reinstatement-Pardon.-A pardon does not of itself reinvest an attorney disbarred because of his conviction of an
offense with the qualities required of an attorney at law.
[4] Id. - Reinstatement-Character Evidence.-In a proceeding
for reinstatement of a disbarred attorney, letters of recommendation and character testimony, while admissible, cannot,
however numerous or laudatory, overcome direct and positive
evidence as to the attorney's character.
[5] Id.-Reinstatement-Reformation.-Before a disbarred attorney can hope for reinstatement, he must show a proper attitude of mind regarding his offense, even when he has fully
restored what he has misappropriated. He must produce satisfactory and convincing proof that he has been reasonably
successful in his efforts to reform his ways.
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WETTLIN V. STATE BAR

PETITION for reinstatement of attorney. Denied.

Prior to and at the trial, defendant was fully apprised of all
his rights in the premises by the court and by his counsel.
.A. fair hearing was had, and the evidence, including the confession, affords overwhelming proof that defendant was guilty
of causing the death of which he was accused.
The judgment is affinaed.

[So F. No. 17026.

Sept. 1944]

THE COURT.-The above-named petitioner, David G.
Wettlin, was by an order of this court of date November
2, 1933, disbarred from the practice of law in this state. The
ground upon which the order was based was that petitioner
had theretofore in the Superior Court of the County of
Orange been convicted of the crime of grand theft.
On or about the first day of June, 1943, petitioner filed
before the Board of Bar Governors hlS applicatIon· to be reinstated as a member of the bar of this state. As a special
committee to hear and pass upon said application the Board
of Bar Governors appointed three members of the bar of the .
county of Orange, the county of which petitioner was a resident at the date of filing his application and in which he had
resided for thirty years immediately prior thereto with the
exception of eighteen months. A hearing on the application
was held, at which petitioner appeared personally and by
counsel. The State Bar was represented by counsel in opposition to said application. As a result of the hearing the
committee made findings and a report to The State Bar
unanimously recommending that "the present petition for
readmittment to the bar be denied UpOI). the ground that petitioner has not shown a sufficient rehabilitation since his disbarment. " When said matter came before the Board of Bar
Governors, that body unanimously recommended that petitioner's application be denied. Thereafter, within the statutory period fixed therefor, petitioner filed herein his petition
for a review of said proceedings before the Board of Governors, which petition was granted, and the matter is now
before us.
Petitioner is fifty-eight years of age. He is married and
lives with his wife in the city of Orange, Orange County,
California. They have two children, a daughter of the age
of twenty-eight years and a son two years younger. The
daughter is married and lives with her husband. The son is
unmarried and lives with his parents.
The basis of the charge against petitioner in the criminal
action in which judgment was rendered against him upon
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