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»3erry Jacobs in the bi 1

» Yes.

Grocery Store building and contents thereof with
incendiary device. Is this your verdict?
Yes. '

Do you still assent thereto?

n b111 of 1nd1ctment number 1662 in which
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he is charged w1th conspiracy to assault emergency

personnel with g§ angerous weapons. Is this your verdict?

John W. Menth, your Foreman has returned with a verdict

of gullty in the case of State of North Carolina versus

-

of indictment number 1664

in whlch he is charged with burning Mike's Grocery

Store building ang contents ereof with 1ncend1ary
device. Is this your verdlct?

Yes,

‘8o you Stlll assent thereto?

MR. FERGUSON: May we approach the bench?
Your Honor, as to the remaining defendants

Vereen, McKoy, Wright, Moore ana Epps, we will
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stipulate'fé:"£héifECord that the jury may be |
polled as'to £hem1ﬁoint1y. | |

Julian Wooteri, the jury has returned with a verdict

of guilty infthe éase of State of North Carolina versué

Willie Earl Vereéh,bjémes McRKoy, Reginald Epps, Wggne

ﬁoore, and Joe:ngghtriﬁ*bills of indictments numb?r

1665, 1668, 1671, 1674 and 1677, respectively, and/which

the are charged with conspiracy to assault emergency

personnel with dangerous weapons. 1Is

-

fes.

Do you still assent thereto?

Julian Wooten, the jury has returned with a verdict

uilty in the cases of the State of Worth Carolina

versus Willie Earl Vereen, James McKoy; Reginald Epps,
Wayne Moore and Joe Wrighﬁ in bills of indictment
number 1657, 1670, 1673, 1676 and 1679, respectively,
in which they are charged with burning Mike's Grocery
Store building and the contents thereof with incendiary
device. Is this your verdict?

Yes, 5

Do you still assent thereto?

Yeg.

James Leland Jones, your Foreman has returned with a

-
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- Yes. .

‘to assaultremergency personnel with dangerous weapons.

:jls this your verdict?

A

’ ”Do yoﬁ still assent thereto?

v

.

- James Leland Jones, your Foreman has returned with a

T,‘verdict of gullty in the cases of State of North Caro-~

lina versus W1111e ‘Earl Vereen, James McKoy, Reginald
Epps, Vayne Moore and Joe Wright in bills of indict-

ments number 1667, 1670, 1673, 1676 and 1679 respect-

ively, in which they'are charged with burning Mikes'

Grocery Store building and contents thereof with in-

‘cendiary device. Is this your verdict?

Yes.

Do you still assent thereto?

‘Yes,

Josephine Williamson, your Foreman has returned with
a verdict of guilty in the cases of the State of North

Carolina versus Willie Earl Vereen, James McKoy, Regi-

nald Epps, Wayne Moore and Joe Wright in bills of in-
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dictmeht number 1665, 1668, 1671; 1674, 1676, respect-
iﬁely, in whicﬁ he is charged with conspiracy to as-
sault emerqency'personnel with dangerous weapons. Is
this your verdict?

Yes. |

Do you still assent thereto?

Yes. |

Josephine Williamson, your Foreman has regurned with

- a verdict of guilty in the cases of State of North

Caroliné»versus Willie Eérl Vefeen, James McKoy, Regi-
nald Epps, Wdyﬁé Moore and Joé Wright in bills of in-

dictment numbers 1667, 1670, 1673, 1676 and 1679, re-

spectively, in which he is charged wifh burning Mike's
Grocery Store building with contents thereof with in-

cendiary device. Is this your verdict?

Yes. |

Do you still assent thereto?

Yes.

nald Epps, Wayne Moore and Joe Wright in bills of in-
1668, 1671, 1674 and 1677, re-

spectively, in which he is charged with conspiracy to

assault emergency personnel with dangerous weapons.
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Is this yoﬁr:verdict? :

. A I TR

YES. ""v - e e
Do you still assent thereto?
Yes. . u u?ﬂ

- James. Bradley Sutton, your Foreman has returned w1tn-

" a verdlct of . gullty 1n the cases of State of North

Carollna versus Ulllle Earl Veraen, James Mcnoy Regi-

nald Epps, Wayne Moore and Joe Wright in bills of in-

dictment number 1667, 1670, 1673, 1676 and 16

Grocery Store building and contents thereoc

~ cendiary device. 1Is this your verdict?

Yes.
Do you still assent thereto’

Yes.
James Meredith, your Foreman has returned with a ver-

£ State of North Caro-

dict of gu

lina Versus Willie Earl Vereen, James McKoy, Reginald

Epps, Wayne Joote and JoeVW:ight bills of indictment
number 1665, 1668, 1671 1674 and 1677, respectively,
“h he is harqed w1th consplracy to assault
emergency personnel w1th dangerous weapons. Is this
your verdlct? '

Yes;

Do you still assent thefeto?

Yes,
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James Weredlth your Foreman hasrreturned with a ver-
dlct of guilty in the case of State of Vcrth Carolina
.versus Willie Earl Vereen, James McKoy, Reglnald Epps,
Wavne Moore and Joe Wright in bills of lndlctment
numbers 1667 1670 1673, 1676 and 1679 respectlvely,
in which he is charged w1th burnlng Mike's Grocery
store building and contents thereof with 1ncendlary
dev1ce. Is this your verdlct?r

Yes.- _J'- _ ) | =

Do you st111 assent tqereto?

Yes. ‘ | | 7

Agnes Day; your forenan has'returned with a verdlct of
gullty in the cases of State of North Carolina versus
Willie Lapl Vereen, James McKoy, Reglnald Epps, Wayne
Moore an& Joe Wright in bills of indictment numbers
1665, 1671, 1674 and 1677, respectively,in which he

is charged with conspiracy to assault emergency per-

"sonnel with dangerous weapons. Is this your verdict?

o]
(‘v

. .
25, 1t 1is.

Do you still assent thereto?

-

"o e
a e

Agnes Day, your Foreman has returned with a verdict

tate of North Carolina

Hh
N

ng cases O

of gn11fv in t

- -—ia

-0

versus Willie EFarl Vereen, James McKoy, Regihald Epps,

Wayne Moore and Joe Wright in bills of indictment
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numbers 1667, 1670, 1673, 1676 and 1679, respectively.

‘in which he is charged with burning Mike's Grocery

h
f
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Store building and contents thereof

device. 1s this your verdict?

Yes.
Do you still assent the:eto?

Yeos.

© Sue Murphy, your Foreman has returned with a verdict
of guilty in the cases of the State of Horth Carolina
versus Willie Earl Vereen, James McKoy;vREginald Epps,

Wayne Moore and Joe Wright in bills of indictment

numbers 1665, 1668, 1671, 1674 and 1677, respectively,
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aspiracy to assault

emergency'personnel with dangerous weapons. Is this

o you still assent thereto?

Sye Murphy, your Foreman has returned with a verdict

of guilty in the cases of State of North Carolina

versus Willie Earl Vereen, James McKoy, RBglnald Epps,

Wayne Moore and Joe Wright in bills of indictment
numbers 1667, 1670, 1673, 1676 and 1673, respectively,
in which he is charged with burning Mike's Grocery

Store building and contents thercof with incendiary
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device. Is this your verdict?
Yes- | - | _h ’ . '

Do you stili égsent_thereto?
Yes. o o o w

2

Paul Ward,.your Foteman has returned w1tﬁ a verdict
of guilty 1n the cases of the State of North Carollna
versus Willie Earl Vereen, James McKoy, xeg ld EppSs ,

Wayne Moore and Joe erght in bills of indlctment

numbers 1665, 1668 1571 1674 and 1677, respectively,

in whlch he is charged Wlth consplracy to assauit emergency

-

e
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numbers 1€5

personnel with dangerous weapons. Is this v
Yes. | | s

Do you still assent thérétc?

Yes. |

'Paﬁl Ward, your Foreman has returned vith a verdict

of guilty in the cases of State of North Carolina
versus Willie Earl Vereen, James McKoy, Reginald ILpps,
Wayne Moore and Joe Wright in bills of indictment

, 1673, 1676 and 1679, respectively,
in which he is charged with burning Mike‘s Grocery

uilding and contents thereof with incendiary

Yes -~

Do you still assent thereto?

s

es.

GRetchen Simmons; your Foreman has returned with a
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verdict of guilty in the cases of State of North
CArollna versus VWillie Earl Vereen, James McRoy,

lReglnald Epps, Wajne Moore and Joe Wright in bllls

of indlctments numbers 1665, 1668, 1671, 1674 and 1677
respectlvely, in which he is charged w1th conspiracy

to assault emergency personnel with dangerous weapons.

'Is_thls your verdict?

ers‘.

'Geetchen Slmmons, your Foreman has returned with a

'verdlct of gullty in the cases of the State of Vorth

CP > L e )

.Carollna versus Wlllle Earl Vereen, James McKoy, Regi-

_nald Epps,'Wayne Hoore and Joe Wright in which he is

———- 1

narged with burnlnd mtike's Grocery Store buil
and contentsvthereof with incendiary device. 1Is this
your verdiet?
Yes.v |
Do you Still_aéeenf thereto?
Yes.

Beey Cox, your roreﬁ‘ has returned with a verdict of
guilty in the cases of the State of North Carolina
versus Willie Larl Vereen, James McKoy, Reginald Epps,
Wayne Moore and Joe Wright in bills of indictment
1674 and 1677 in which he
is charged with conspiracy to assault emexrgency per-

sonnel with dangerous weapons. Is this your verdict?
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.. Do you still_assent thereto?

Betty Cox, your Foreman has returned with a verdict
of guilty in the cases of State o North Carolina

f
Jereen, James McKoy, Reginald Epps,

‘Wayne Moore and Joe Wright in bills of indictments num=

1676 and 1679 in which he is
charged with'burning Mike's Grocery Store building and
t

ntents thereof with incendiary devic:. Is this your

.

S.

=
)

Pearcie Ann Colvin, your Foreman has :eturned with a
verdict of quilty in the cases of the State of North
Carolina versus Willie Earl Vereen, James McKoy,

Reginald Epps, Wayne Moore and Joe Wright in bills of

indictment numbers 1665, 1668, 1671, 1674, 1677 in which

he is charged with conspiracy to assault emergency
personncl with dangerous weapons. Is this your verdict?
Yes.

Do you still assent thereto?

'Yes.

Pearcie Ann Colvin, your Foreman has returned with a

verdict of guilty in the cases of the State of Horth
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C\rollna vorsus willie Earl Vereen, James McKoy, Regi-
nald Epps, Wayne Moore and Joe ¥Wright in bills of in-

dictments 1667, 1670, 1673, 1676 and 1679 in which

~he is charged with burning Mike's Grocery Store build-

ing and content" thereof with incendiary device. Is
this yonr verdict’

Yes.

Do you still assehé'thereto?

~ Yes.

John W. Menth, your Foreman has returned with a verdict
of guilty in the cases of t ate of North Carolina
versus Willie Earl Vereen, James McKoy, Reginald EppS,

Wayne Moore and Joe Wright in bills of indictment

unumbers 16565, 1668, 1671, 1674 and 1677 in which he

is charged with conspiracy to assault emergency per-—
sonnel with dangerous wWeapons. Is this your verdict?
Yes.

Do you still assent thereto?

Yes.

John W. Menth, your Foreman has returned with a verdict
£ guil.y in the cases of the State of North Carolina
versus Willie Earl Vereen, James McKoy, Reginald Epps,
Wayne Moore and Joe Wright in bills of indictment

umbers 1667, 1670, 1673, 1676 and 1679 in which he

is charged with burning HMike's Grocery Store building
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~and contents thereof with incendiary device. 1Is this

gdﬁr verdict?
o

Do you still assent thereto?
fe?f | |

Julian Wooten, the jury has returned with a verdict of

" gullty in the case of State of North Carolina versus

Ann Sheohard in the bill of indictment number 13168

in whlch she 1s charged with accessory before the fact
of the burning of Mike's Grocery Store building and
qontents thereof w1th 1ncendlary device. 1Is this your
yeréict?

Yes. |

Do you still assent thereto?

Yes,

James Leland Jones, your Foreman has feturned with a
verdict of guilty in the case of State ©
lina versus Ann Shephard in the pill of indictment num<
ber 13168 in which she is charged with accessory hefore
the fact of the burnln of Mike's Grocery Store building
and contents thereof with incendiary device. Is this

your verdict?

Yes.

Do you still assent thereto?

w
ICO .
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Do you still assent thereto?
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Josephine Wllllamson, your Foreman has returned wi
a verdict of guilty in the case of State of North Caro-

lina versus Ann Shephard in bill of indictment number

13168 in which she is charged with accessory before

the fact of the burning of Mike's Grocery Store building
and contents thereof with incendiary device. Is this
your verdict?

Yes.

_Yes.

James Bradley Sutton, your Foreman has returned with

a verdict of guilty in the case of the State of North

Carollna versus Ann Shephard in the blll of indictment
in '

number 13168/which she is cnarged with accessory before

the fact of the burning of Mike's Grocery Store build-

ing and contents t+hereof with incendiary device. Is

Yes.

ou still assent thereto?

James Meredith, your Foreman has returned with a ver-

dict of guilty in the case of State of North Carolina

versus Ann Shephard in bill of indictment number 13168
in which she is charged with accessory before the fact

of the burning of Ilike's Grocery store building and
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incendiary device. Is this

Do vou still assent thereto?

d

es.

Agnes ﬁé§,2§6ﬁr ?o}eman has returned with a verdict

of guilty in the case of State of North Carolina versus
Ann Shephard in tﬁe bill of ‘indictment number 13163

in which she is charged with accessory before the fact

of the burning of Mike's Grocery Store building and

contents thereof with incendiary device. Is this
'your verdict?

Yes.

Do you still assent thereto?

" Yes.

Sue Murphy, yorr Foreman has returned with a verdict

of guilty in the case of State of North Carolina versus
Ann Shephard in the bill of indictment number 13168

in which she is charged with accessory hefore tne fact

of the burning of Mike's Grocery Store building and

" contents thereof with incendiary device. Is this your

verdict?

Yes.
Do you'still assent thereto?

Yes.
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raul Ward, your Foreman has returned wiht a verdict

of gullty in the case of State of North Carolina versus

; Ann Shephard in bill of indlctment number 13168 in which
- she is charged with accessory pefore the fact of the

‘ burnlnq of Mike's Grocery Store bulldlng and contents
ﬂ::thereof with 1ncend1ary device. 1Is this your verdict?

‘Yes.

Do you still assent thereto?

Yes.'

' -Gretchen Slmmons, your Forenan has returned with a

’f.”verdlct of guilty in the case of State of North Caro-

11na versus Ann Shephard in bill of 1nd1ctment number
16168 in which she is charged w1th accessory before the
fact of the burning of Mike's Grocery Stoee building
atid contents thereof with incendiary device. 1Is this
your ve;dict? |

Yes.

Do you still assent thereto?

Yes.

Betty Cox; your Foreman has returned with a verdict of

Ann_Shephard in the bill of indictment number 13168
in which she is charged with accessory before the fact
of the burning of !Mike's Grocery Store building and

ecof with incendiary device. Is this your
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‘verdict?

Yes.
Do you still assent thereto
Yes.

Pearcie Ann Colvin, your Foreman has

number 13168 5nrwhich she is charged

of guilty in the case of State of Worth

returned with a
State of North
of indictment

with accessory

act of the burning of Mike's Grocery Store

Carolina versus

Ann Shephard in bill of indictment number 12168 in

which she is charged with accessory before the fact

of the burning of Mike's Grocery Store building and

contents thereof with incendiary device. Is this your

verdict?
Yes.
Do you still assent thereto?

Yes.

THE COURT: !Members of the jury,

the Court wishes



to express its sincere appreciation for your

services here these several weeks. You may now

(Conference at the bench.)

e

that we wili make and also on the question of

- sentencing. |
THE COURT: Do you want to be heard now or later
tdﬁorrow morning?

c:\- L } 'v ,‘MR. FERGUSON: Tomorrow morning would suit our
T | purposes hetter.

THE COURT: Bo all of you gentlemen concur in this?
ALL ATTORNEYS: Yes, sir.

‘ THE COURT: Does the State concur?
SOL. STROUD: ¥es, sir.

':THE COURT: Let the defendants be in custody.
We'll take a recess until tomorrow morning, Sheriff,
at 9:30.

¢+~ -+ (The Court recessed at 9:40 P M.)
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october 18, 1972 © 10:13 A M.
' (A1l attorneys were present except Mr. Becton;
»All defendants present.)
THE COURT: Are you ready?
 MR. EERGUSON: Yes, your HoOnor. _o-r Honor, on
" pehalf of each of the nine defendants as to each

;charge we move to set aside the ve rdlct as being

(

if'contrary +o0 the greater weight of the evidence.
”L_rnE COURT: Motion aenlea. (EXCEPTION NO.
5 MR. FﬁRCUSbﬁ:‘We would move the Court for an arrest
:éf ju&gmehtnas to each judgﬁent és to each charge.
f_M?HE COURT: Motion denied. (EXCEPTION NQ.

" MR. FERGUSON: We move the Court for a new trial

as to each defendant as to cach defendant as to

THE COURT: Motion denied. (EXCEPTION NO.
we would renew inotions
for mistrial based upon errors committed during
the entire trial.
:¢HE COURT: Motion denied. (EXCEPTION NO.
MR. HUNEVOL; vYour Honor, I'd like to make the
same motions.

(EXCEPTION NO.
THE COURT: Motions denied,/I'1ll hear you.

(1r.” FErguson arqued to the €ourt on behalf of .

.. the nine.defendants.). - -




o~

-218-

(Mr. Hunevol argued to the Court on bahalf of
Ann Shephard.)
(Sol. Johnson argued to the Court on behalf of

the State.)
‘(Sol Stroud argued to the Court on behalf of
the State.) |
. (puring the»argument by Sol.lStroua the following
vtrahspired:) |
~ SOL. STROUD Also one of them has a crlﬁlnal charge
arlslng out of a later 1nc1dent. They are on bond
on these charges, but I do feelhliké liﬁeed to
'bring>§our attention to thése charges.v
MR. FERGUSON: Object to that. o

THE COURT: Overruled. Go ahead. (EXCEPTION NO.

is charged, along with threc others - four others,
with c@nspiriﬁq to burn
the 9th day of February of 1971 some three days after

G ~ry Store building was burned. The defend-

~ants Chavis and Patrick are charged with conspiracy to

' murder Harvey Edward Cumming on the 7th day of Fehruary,

j1te o Qg a ¥ LiWaa

1971, which would be the Sunday following the burning

of Mike's. The defendants Jerry Jacobs, Willie Earl

Vereen, Joe Wright, Ben Chavis, Marvin Patrick, James

McKoy and Connie Tyndall are charged with assault
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on emergency personnel at 5+h and Nun Street oOn

evening‘ofsthé.ﬁtb of February, 1971, So charges are

el
[}

nending against them, and in addition the «¢
rhavis is charged with an offense in March of 1971,
some month or so after the jincident in February with

being‘aﬁ‘accessory after the fact of the murder of

Cclifton Eugene'Wriqhx.'

(Sol. STroud concluded his argument to the Court
on>behaifrof the State.) 7
>(Mr.'fergusbn argued to the court on behalf of
the nine defendants.)
THE COURT: Mr. FErguson, what is the month and year
. the birthdate of Mr. Vereen? |

DEFENDANT VIR

q
!
P
o
o
Q
)
g
[0
[
m
()
D
[ %]
w

DEFENDANT PATRICK: May 39, 1952.

fHE courT: Mr. Moore.

DEFENDANT MOORE: November 5, 1952.

THE COURT: And Mr. McKoy.

DEFENDANT MCKOY: December 11, 1953,
'VTHE COURT:.And Mr. Wright.

DEFENDANT WRIGHT: Dccenber 25, 1952.




** DEFEN DANT EPPS: August 20, 1953.
f“fTHE COURT: Mr. Vereen, you are now 18 years of
- age?

A Yes, 'sir. J'* o e el s

*

;.-THE COURT- How old were you on February 6, 19712
o AT '
THE COURT: In 1665, IT IS THE JUDGHMENT OF THE

- COURT tu;tkthe defendant bhe 1mprlsoned for the

_ b’i"‘the State's Prison to be a551gned to work under
{:)mf | e ; Ji‘rthe State.Deparﬁment of Correction.
| In case number 1667, IT IS THE JUDGHMENT OF THE.
EOURT that the defendant be imprisoned for the
term of not less than 29 nor more than 24 vyears
in the States P rison to be assigned to work under
 £he‘Sta£e»bepartment of Correction. Have a seat.
Mr. Jacobs, will you stand up? How old were you
on February 67
A I was 18 and a half. 7
THE COURT: In case number 1662, IT IS THE JGDG-_
MENT OF -HE COURT THAT the defendant be imprisaned '
“ifor the term of not leas than 3 nor more than 5 |
.;yeara 1n the States Prison to be assigned to

work under the State Department of Correction.

" In case number 1664, IT IS THE JUDGMENT OF THE
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COURT that the defendant be imprisoned in States

'PfiSOn for a term of not less than 20 nor more

than 24 years to be assigned to work under the
State Department of Correction.
In the case of Mr. Tyndall, would you please

ant be imprisoned for the term of not less

than 4 nor more than 5 years in the States Prison

under the State Department

" of Correction. That is in case number 1659.
.In case 1661, IT IS THE JUDGMENT OF THE COURT

 £hét:£ﬁé défendant be imprisoned for a term of not

less than 22 nor more than 26 years in the States

Prison to be assigned to work under the super-

vision of the State Départment of Correction.

Mr. Chavis, would you stand up? In case number

11665, . JUDGMENT OF THE COURT the defendant be im-

?risbnéd for a term of not lass than 25 nor more
Fhan 29 years in the Stake's Prison to be assigned
to work under the State Department of Correction.
That isviﬁ:iGSS. -In 1663, JUDGMIDNT OF THE CdURT IS5
that the defendant be imprisonedbfor not less than

4 nor more than 5 years in the States Prison to be

" assiqgned to work under the State Department of

Correction.




COURT IS that the defendant be imprisoned in the
States Prison for a term of not less than 22 nor
‘more than 26 vears to be assigned to work under

the supervision of the State Department of Cor-

GTIE‘J"‘ or TPE COURT IS that the de-
_féndant he imprisoned in the States Prison for a
term of not less than 4 nor more than 5 vears to

'l'be a531qned to work under the superv1sxon of the
' State Department of Correction. _

E;\ e  Wayne Moore. JUDGMENT OF THE COURT 1S in case

- number 1676 the defendant be imprisoned in the

North Carolina‘Department of Correction for a

period ofvnot_less thaﬁ 20 nor more than 24 years

that he.be assigned to work under the supervision
bf'the States Prison. 1674, JUDGMENT OF THE

COURT IS thevaefendant be imprisoned in the States

Prison for a perioé of not less than 3 nor more

‘than 5 years 6o be assigned to work under the

supervision of the State Departmen£ of Correction.

James McKoy. In case number 1679, JUDGMENT OF THE

COURT IS that the defendant be imprisoned in the

States Prison for a term of not less than 20 nor

(i more than 24 years to be assigned to work under




e g

- In case numb ber 1
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the suoervision:of the Nprth'éar01ina DepartF ‘

ment oF Correctlon.' In case numbér 1668, JUDG—

g A Va2 T =)

MB\IT OF THE COURT is tnat tne defendant be .l..my;.;.auucﬁ

in the States Prison for a term of not less than

3 nor more than 5 years to be assigned to work

under the supervision of the State Department of

‘Correction. \

rer. Joe Wrigth Mr. erght, would y ou stand up°
' that the defendant be imprisoned in the States"'

f ;than 24 years to be a551gned to work under ‘the

Department of Correctlon.
In 1677, JUDGMENT OF THE COURT IS that the de-

ned in the States Prison for

~a term of not less tnan 3 nor more than 5 years
“to be ass ed to work under supervision of the
. ﬁ,‘C. Department of Cor:ectlon.

‘Mr. Epps, would you étand up? In case number
| 1673 JDDGMJNT OF THE COURT IS that the defendant

’be 1mpr150ned in States Prison for a term of not

less than 20 nore more than 24 years to be as-

signed to work under the supervision of the North

Carolina Department of Correction.

In 1671, JUDGMENT OF THE COURT IS that the defendant
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be imprisoned for a term of not less than 3 nor

more than 5 years to be ‘assigned to work under

the superv1sxon of the North Carollna Department

i of Correctlon.
Mrs. Shephard, would you stand up, please?

~ JUDGMENT OF THE COURT IS that the defendant be

imprisoned in the States Prison in quarters assigned

for female prisoners for a terﬁ of not less than

" 7 nor- more than 10 years.

< -

',MR, FER Usow- If your Honor please, as to each

“defe ndant as to each charge we give notice of

appeal T We would ask the Court to set a reason-

In the case of Mr., Tyndall the anpearance bond
is flxed in the sum of 545 000. 00 In the case

of Mr. Chavis the appearance bond is fixed in

the sum of $50,000.00, In the case of Mr.
Patrick the appearance bond is fixed in the sum

of $45,000,09, In the case of Wayne Moore the



the appearance bond is fixed in the sum of

$40,000.00. In the case of Mr. McKoy the ap-

Mrs, Shephard the appearance bond is fixed in

~the sum of $20,200.00. Now, gentlemen, do you

‘wish for me to fix in the case of Mr. Chavis

the appeal bond? It is set at the sum of $300.00,

‘There will be no necessity for appeal bond as

far as the other defendants are concerned.

Now, Mr. FErguson, do you gentlemen wish for me
to sét the time in which to prepare the case on
appeal? |

MR. FERGUSON: Yes,'your Honor, we would ask

for a maximum time in light -

THE COURT: Of course, you know that can be ex~

tended.

MR. FERGUSON: Yes, sir. -

THE COURT: What would YOu suggest?
MR, FERGUSON: I think the maximum time you could
give now would be 90 days for it to be docketed.

So I could suggest 60 - 20 at this time.

rure s -~ D
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. THE COURT: The defendants and each of them are

allowed 60 days to prepare and servec case on

appeal. And the State is allowed -

MR, JOHNSON: The most we could, your Honor.

THE COURT: 30 déys.after such service to pfepare'
and.serve countércase. Now you-gentlemen under-
stand»that thiSacan pe extended. |

MR. FERGUSON: Yes, sir.

4
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