AN INTRODUCTION TO THE U.S. FEEDERAL CRIMINAL JUSTICE
SYSTEM
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THE U.S. FEEDERAL CRIMINAL JUSTICE SYSTEM
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IN THE UNITED STATES
THERE ARE 2 COURT
SYSTEMS

FEDERAL & STATE

BECAUSE THERE ISLIMITED
TIME FOR THISLECTURE, |
WILL ONLY BE SPEAKING
TODAY ABOUT THE
FEDERAL SYSTEM
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CRIMES PROSECUTED BY THE FEDERAL

GOVERNMENT INCLUDE
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AND ORGANIZED CRIME Dl padall e s
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LARGE SCALE FRAUDS Aallall 3l el 535Sl LY -
AND FINANCIAL CRIMES i ) Jlanid 360 -

INTERNET OFFENSES A8 el o g ) il Al -
CUSTOMS OFFENSES il ol i) 5 Al -
TAX MATTERS EEETRUIC

ESPIONAGE AND
TREASON
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THE AUTHORITY OF STATE COURTSISLIMITED TO THEIR BOUNDARIES
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FEDERAL AUTHORITY EXTENDS THOUGHOUT THE UNITED STATES
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IN THE U.S. IT ISTHE PROSECUTOR & THE POLICE WHO
INVESTIGATE CRIMES
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« JUDGESHAVE NO PART IN
INVESTIGATIONS
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CERTAIN PARTS OF INVESTIGATIONS CAN ONLY
PROCEED ON THE AUTHORITY OF A JUDGE
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« FOREXAMPLE
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« SEARCH WARRANTS FOR PEOPLE'SHOUSES
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ETAP ORDERS FOR PEOPLE’' STELEPHONES
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JUDGE WILL ONLY ISSUE SEARCH WARRANT OR WIRETAP ORDER
|IF HE/SHE THINKS THERE IS SUFFICIENT EVIDENCE
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STATE COURTS

CERTAIN PROCEDURES APPLY IN o - _
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RIGHT TO TRIAL BY JURY

odlaall s oAbl daSlaall 8 8l -
RIGHT TOA LAWYER "

RIGHT TO QUESTION WITNESSES ol (pad (B B -
AGAINST YOU S 3 el Gl g b all -
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AUTHORITIESINVOLVED IN INVESTIGATION,

PROSECUTION, AND TRIAL OF FEDERAL CRIMES
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. THE DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE Jaall 3 4ila -

ALL FEDERAL PROSECUTORS (e ad ol il cpalall e sall Z81S -
ARE PART OF THE Jasl) 3 il
DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
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SO ARE THE FBI, DRUG G el ¢ Al AsdK,
ENFORCEMENT VIS A 5 1S e Al
ADMINISTRATION (DEA), U.S. SAY)
MARSHALS AND VARIOUS
OTHER AGENCIES
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THE ATTORNEY GENERAL ISTHE CHIEF
LAW ENFORCEMENT OFFICER IN THE UNITED STATES

Bastall ALY gl & o ilall (a8 e J sl g alall el




THE ATTORNEY GENERAL ISTHE CHIEF
LAW ENFORCEMENT OFFICER IN THE UNITED STATES
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THERE ARE ABOUT 5,400 ede 5400 lay Lol

FEDERAL PROSECUTORS IN THE - e =
UNITED STATES basiall LY gl (8 () 08 (el

+ IN THE UNITED STATES
DISTRICT COURTS IS THE Cilakalia aSlae b A guall o8 -

RESPONSIBILITY OF THE e Sy el aatall by )

UNITED STATESATTORNEY . ;
FOR THAT DISTRICT. EACH ot Claall e e Fle
U.S. ATTORNEY IS Opalaall pde ) Aablial) bl
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FEDERAL DISTRICTS

. THE UNITED STATES ot sasiall Ly U A jaal) axSad) ki -
FEDERAL COURT SYSTEM IS @ ekl ode
DIVIDED INTO DISTRICTS
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« THERE ARE 94 U.S. DISTRICT 3l
COURTS
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ARE, 94 UNITED STATES
ATTORNEYS.




MAP SHOWING THE UNITED STATESDIVIDED INTO
FEDERAL DISTRICTS
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THE FEDERAL JUDICIARY
)l o Ladl

. 3LEVELSOF FEDERAL ol e il sine 3 Ll -
COURTS AND FEDERAL 26 = sl

JUDGES

ALL FEDERAL JUDGES s el padl sLadl :
ARE APPOINTED FOR e ol B e
LIFE BY THE

PRESIDENT

MAGISTRATE JUDGES (
(Junior Judges) ARE S ) .
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THE FEDERAL COURT SYSTEM
A0 jasl) AeSaall allas

LEVEL 1-U.S. DISTRICT
COURT - THERE ARE 94
OF THEM

LEVEL 2 -U.S. COURTS
OF APPEALS -- THERE
ARE 13 OF THEM —PLUS
THE D.C. CIRCUIT
(WHICH ISIN

WASHINGTON, D.C.)

LEVEL 3-U.S.
SUPREME COURT
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ALL TRIAL'S ORFEDERAL CRIMINAL CASES TAKE»%”'ﬂ;g

PLACE IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURTS ™ !
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TRIAL
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« MINOR OFFENSES MAY BE C_]éj\ ¢ yiae ASlas Sy -

TRIED BEFORE A U.S. . .
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TRIAL
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AT TRIAL JUDGES RULE ON ALL )Aij\ all ?@J AaSladll 2ie 3liadl) -

QUESTIONS OF LAW AND PRI PARY LS e Jleadl
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TRIAL CAN BE BY JURY
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OR BY A JUDGE | ,39!3 Q

IF THE TRIAL ISBY JUDGE —HE
OR SHE DECIDES WHAT THE EJ‘J}A. eSlaadl il 13 -

FACTSARE ; )
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SENTENCING
RN
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ADDITIONAL POWERS OF DISTRICT JUDGES
faaliall 3Liadl Adlia) Cilala
ARREST WARRANTS umsl\ gmu JA\}\ -

SEARCH WARRANTS
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PRE-TRIAL LEGAL PROCEEDINGS
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« MOTIONS TO DISMISS algd¥l el cilal yiy) -
INDICTMENT
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MOTIONS TO EXCLUDE N
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U.S. COURTS OF APPEALS
S e Calitiuy) oSlas

THERE ARE 13 COURTS OF
APPEAL IN THE UNITED
STATES

EACH CIRCUIT HANDLES
APPEALS FROM COURTS
WITHIN THE CIRCUIT

FOR EXAMPLE, THE 4™
CIRCUIT COURT OF APPEALS
HEARS APPEALS FROM
MARYLAND, WEST
VIRGINIA, NORTH
CAROLINA AND SOUTH
CAROLINA
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WHO HAS THE RIGHT TO APPEAL?
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EVERY DEFENDANT CONVICTED OF
A CRIMEHASTHERIGHT TO
APPEAL

THE GOVERNMENT ALSO HAS THE
RIGHT TO APPEAL —BUT THISIS
VERY LIMITED

(for example the Government may not
appeal after an acquittal by judge or jury)

APPEALS ARE HEARD BY PANELS
OF 3 JUDGES

IN VERY RARE CIRCUMSTANCES,
APPEALSMAY BE HEARD BY ALL
THE JUDGES OF THE COURT OF
APPEALS (USUALLY THISMEANS 12
OR 13 JUDGES)
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WHAT HAPPENS WHEN THE CASE IS
APPEALED’7

LAWY ERS FOR BOTH SIDESWRITE THEIR
ARGUMENTS DOWN ON PAPER - THE
PAPER ISCALLED A “BRIEF

THE COURT THEN ALLOWS THE
ATTORNEYSTO GIVE THEIR SPOKEN
ARGUMENTS FOR ABOUT 15-30
MINUTES EACH

ABOUT 2 MONTHS OR SO AFTER THE
ARGUMENTS, THE APPEALS COURT
ISSUES A DECISION WHICH ISIN
WRITING

IF THEIR DECISION ISPUBLISHED IT
BECOMES LEGAL PRECEDENT IN THE
CIRCUIT

IF A CASE ISLEGAL PRECEDENT, THIS
MEANSIT CAN BE RELIED ON AND
QUOTED BY OTHER LAWYERSIN
SUPPORT OF THEIR OWN CASES THAT
FOLLOW
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THE UNITED STATES SUPREME COURT
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THE UNITED STATES SUPREME COURT
S5 ey Llal) AeSaall
(continued)
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IS THE HIGHEST COURT Bl
IN THE LAND
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WASHINGTON, D.C.

IT 1S COMPOSED OF R
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ALL OF THE JUSTICES ARE PRESENT WHEN A CASE IS

ARGUED
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THERE ARE 9 JUDGES ON THE SUPREME COURT - THEY ARE
CALLED JUSTICES
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SUPREME COURT (Continued)
(&b Lalal) daSadl)

DECISIONS OF THE ol il s Y 38 -
SUPREME COURT MAY Ll ZSaal
NOT BE APPEALED '
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APPEAL TO THE i

SUPREME COURT



SUPREME COURT (continued)
(1) Lilad) daSaall

THE SUPREME COURT WILL Jadd dasl) Lled) daSaal) 2alia -
ONLY TAKE A CASE

IFIT DETERMINES THAT THE R
LEGAL ISSUE ISESPECIALLY s o4 4 gilal) Al ) Cd ) -

IMPORTANT Al
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SUPREME COURT (continued)
(&U) Lladl 4aSasl)

IN THE MAJORITY OF
CASES, THE COURT
WILL NOT TAKE THE
CASE

THE SUPREME COURT
ONLY HASTHE TIME TO
TAKE ABOUT 150 CASES
A YEAR FROM THE
ROUGHLY 6,000
APPLICATIONSIT

RECEIVES ANNUALLY
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THE INVESTIGATION OF CRIME AND FILING OF
FORMAL CHARGES

Lians ) agill azali g dag jad) (8 (ga8al

WHEN A FEDERAL AGENT
BELIEVESHE OR SHE HAS
EVIDENCE OF A VIOLATION OF
UNITED STATESLAW, THE
AGENT WILL PRESENT THEIR
EVIDENCE TO THE OFFICE OF
THE UNITED STATES
ATTORNEY IN THEIR DISTRICT

A FEDERAL PROSECUTOR
(WE ARE CALLED “AUSAS’)
WILL REVIEW THE CASE
FILE TO SEE WHETHER THE
EVIDENCE SHOWS THAT
THERE A CRIME HAS BEEN
COMMITTED OR ISBEING
COMMITTED AND
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THE INVESTIGATION OF CRIME AND FILING
OF FORMAL CHARGES (continued)
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THE AUSA MUST DECIDE IF I3 Gralaall e gaclue o any -
THE CASE NEEDS MORE Zliad duadl) il 131 Lo 2aay 1)
EVIDENCE AND IF IT DOES, ¢S Y S 135 Al e el
THE AGENTSWILL Gl sl
CONTINUE THE
INVESTIGATION
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THERE ARE 2 KINDS OF
INVESTIGATIONS

PROACTIVE

REACTIVE




THE INVESTIGATION OF CRIME AND FILING
OF FORMAL CHARGES (continued)
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« REACTIVE -- refersto situations S Ol ) jds 4SS jal) Ay jall -
where the agents only begin their led Badatll & A gall ) gala ga il
investigation after they find out a 5 Sl 8 Ay jall O 4d jre 22y L
crime has been committed after it - Yl e
Isover —such asa

PROACTIVE -- refersto Sl VT I i - ddasl) dg el -
situations where the agents know Cohale e Al il ge L () S,
that a crime is being committed Sy aiue JSE S 53 day jall
on an ongoing basis and are ol e Ll s 8 L Gl
investigating it whileit is still Jie b i
going on — such as




THE INVESTIGATION OF CRIME AND FILING
OF FORMAL CHARGES (continued)
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. WHEN THE EVIDENCE AV ALl o) ptiy Lavic -
COLLECTED CONVINCES AR o g
THE AUSA THAT CRIME HAS lfj u‘.’f“\ oy ;j;.”‘j‘
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BEEN COMMITTED AND n S 2
THAT THE DEFENDANT'S agiall e degil) il (Say
GUILT CAN BE PROVED L laaie cLall Yise s Y Lay

BEYOND A REASONABLE S ALY alal) el adiis ¢ 4aSlal
DOUBT AT TRIAL, THE AUSA AT
WILL PRESENT THE pete b 5 Lhl Gulaal 2
EVIDENCE TO THE GRAND e
JURY AND ASK THAT THEY Ayl AaiY iy yall
VOTE ON A PROPOSED

CRIMINAL CHARGE, CALLED

AN INDICTMENT




THE INVESTIGATION OF CRIME AND FILING
OF FORMAL CHARGES (continued)
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SOMETIMES, THERE ISNOT & Lo @lia gl ¢ Ulal
ENOUGH TIME TO PRESENT THE

CASE TO THE GRAND JURY &9 dual) ya yal uﬂji‘
BECAUSE OF AN URGENT NEED L]

TO ARREST THE PERSON i Llall fpdlaal) A

BELIEVED TO HAVE Jlsic | é‘ dulall c\;\AJ\
COMMITTED THE OFFENSE 43) Ainy (A 2|

aalladll s
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alldadll  ddlaa




THE INVESTIGATION OF CRIME AND FILING OF
FORMAL CHARGES (continued)
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THE COMPLAINT MUST
DESCRIBE SUFFICIENT
EVIDENCE TO MEET THE
PROBABLE CAUSE TO
BELIEVE THAT THE
SPECIFIC CRIME CHARGED
WAS COMMITTED BY THE
ACCUSED PERSON

|IF THE JUDGE DECIDES
THAT THERE ISSUFFICIENT
EVIDENCE, HE WILL ISSUE
THE COMPLAINT AND A
WARRANT FOR THE ARREST
OF THE ACCUSED PERSON
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THE INVESTIGATION OF CRIME AND FILING OF
FORMAL CHARGES (continued)
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WHEN A PERSON IS
ARRESTED PURSUANT TO
THIS PROCEDURE, THE
AUSA MUST THEREAFTER
PRESENT THE CASE TO THE
GRAND JURY AND OBTAIN
AN INDICTMENT

A GRAND JURY IS
COMPOSED FROM 16 TO 23
CITIZENSWHO HAVE THE
DUTY, AFTER HEARING &
SEEING THE EVIDENCE, TO
VOTE ON THE PROPOSED
CRIMINAL CHARGE CALLED
THE INDICTMENT.
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THE INVESTIGATION OF CRIME AND FILING OF
FORMAL CHARGES (continued)
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 GENERALLY, THE GRAND Llell (pilaall 4 aaiacic Lo gac -

JURY HEARS ONLY O e dadiall sy ) das
EVIDENCE FROM THE ' P \

GOVERNMENT

IN ORDER FOR AN ACCUSED e 12 Y e cagiall slalia JaY -

PERSON TO BE INDICTED, AT o) 1 sins o Ll pdladl) B eliac
LEAST 12 MEMBERS OF THE st ol e las e L A
GRAND JURY MUST FIND sl 5 day s S5l S aghal
THAT THERE IS PROBABLE JRUENTE FEN R PNV
CAUSE TO BELIEVE THE

PERSON ACCUSED

COMMITTED THE CRIME OR

CRIMES SPECIFIED IN THE

INDICTMENT.




THE INVESTIGATION OF CRIME AND FILING OF
FORMAL CHARGES (continued)

Lians ) agill agalli g day ol (8 (38all

Cadne e 3 e 2 13la -

WHAT DOES THE PHRASE
PROBABLE CAUSE MEAN?

I'T MEANS“MORE LIKELY
THAN NOT”

PERSONS ACCUSED OF
CRIMES PUNISHABLE BY
MORE THAN ONE YEARIN
PRISON HAVE A
CONSTITUTIONAL RIGHT TO
BE INDICTED BY A GRAND
JURY
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THE INVESTIGATION OF CRIME AND FILING OF
FORMAL CHARGES (continued)
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. THE GRAND JURY DOESNOT osl sl 5l il 2aa3 Y Ulall opilall Aia
DETERMINE THE GUILT OR O aa ki s GV gl
INNOCENCE OF THE ACCUSED sl Mo D sy Ly i
BUT ONLY WHETHER THERE IS A Ly gl gl L5 )
IN THEIR VIEW PROBABLE Toloe 2 ) ity o o
CAUSE TO BELIEVE THAT THE S
ACCUSED COMMITTED THE :
CHARGED CRIME, SO THAT THE
ACCUSED MUST BE SUBJECTED
TO THE ORDEAL OF A TRIAL
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GUILT OR INNOCENCE CAN , I
ONLY BE DECIDED BY A TRIAL il 43l ol yie W) agiall 5 8131 W) -

UNLESS THE ACCUSED DECIDES
TO PLEAD GUILTY




THE INVESTIGATION OF CRIME AND FILING OF
FORMAL CHARGES (continued)
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THE GRAND JURY HASVERY & g8 dadla puilaall 4 gl -
STRONG INVESTIGATIVE " Y] ol
POWERS ‘

THE GRAND JURY HAS THE 5 8% lacal ddalu e Gpilaall A -
AUTHORITY TO ISSUE A padd an s el ) sleinl
SUBPOENA OR AN ORDER ALl YO
DIRECTING A PERSON TO
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OR

TO PRODUCE EVIDENCE IN Gl e ¢ 4% n 3 AlY) 3 -
HIS POSSESSION — SUCH AS "
DOCUMENTS




THE INVESTIGATION OF CRIME AND FILING OF
FORMAL CHARGES (continued)
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THE GRAND JURY CANNOT 4l ) Sy Y plaall A -
ORDER A DEFENDANT TO Aalgdy oYa¥l ale el
TESTIFY

Al e eal) s o (Ser S -
BUT IT CAN ORDER A F Jie sl
DEFENDANT TO DO THINGS

SUCH ASTO: e LY Al i 3 il
(A) appear in aline-up ‘ ) T Tl

(b) be fingerprinted

(c) be photographed Cilananl) 347 -

(d) givevoice exemplars ab 3 g -

(e) give handwriting exemplars sisa zdsad sl -
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THE INVESTIGATION OF CRIME AND FILING OF
FORMAL CHARGES (continued)
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WHEN A WITNESS IS
CALLED BEFORE THE
GRAND JURY, HE OR SHE IS
GENERALLY QUESTIONED
BY THE AUSA

A WITNESS BEFORE THE
GRAND JURY, LIKE A
WITNESSAT A TRIAL, MAY
NOT BE COMPELLED TO
GIVE EVIDENCE WHICH
WOULD SHOW THAT HE HAS
COMMITTED A CRIMINAL
OFFENSE
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THE INVESTIGATION OF CRIME AND FILING OF
FORMAL CHARGES (continued)
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GRAND JURY PROCEEDINGS .. . . e
ARE RECORDED BY A L duls pase oo J Al

STENOGRAPHER AND ARE Lo 068y 5 Lladl cpalaall
SECRET

IT ISA CRIME FOR A ....
PROSECUTOR ORA MEMBER  plall (ceaall o day ja il -

OF THE GRAND JURY TO il X3y guiae col o
DISCUSS GRAND JURY i "..*"91_:_,}13\'\“ ’\
PROCEEDINGS IN PUBLIC s A8l ol 13) Lla

THE REASON FOR THISIS
SIMPLE:
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THE INVESTIGATION OF CRIME AND FILING OF
FORMAL CHARGES (continued)

Lians ) agill agalli g day ol (8 (38all

e (1) The secrecy protects the 5 Gl aad Ayl () -
investigation and )

(2) It offers some protection

for the reputation of the Arand Alasll (any Jisi- 2 -

person under investigation — b - Gl A8 el i)
frequently, grand jury A Gliaat (lal) alaea
Investigations do not result aadt A a8 Y (palall
in the filing of an indictment il Aa g c’jﬁ algiy) dany

and no charges are brought . Ll g
against the person who was o gl | i gl

investigated A8 (3237l




THE INVESTIGATION OF CRIME AND FILING OF
FORMAL CHARGES (continued)

Lians ) agill agalli g day ol (8 (38all

BECAUSE OF THE SECRET
NATURE OF THE
PROCEEDINGS, DEFENSE
ATTORNEYSARE NOT
ALLOWED IN THE GRAND
JURY PROCEEDINGS

THEY MAY WAIT RIGHT
OUTSIDE AND THEIR
CLIENTSMAY TAKE
REPEATED RECESSES FROM
THE GRAND JURY
PROCEEDINGS TO CONSULT
WITH THEM
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THE INVESTIGATION OF CRIME AND FILING OF
FORMAL CHARGES (continued)
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INFORMATION GATHERED 2 Letinan A1 e gladll -
BY A GRAND JURY MAY BE ' B ﬂﬂ\ o
DISCLOSED ONLY UPON THE S jadls ol S
ORDER OF A FEDERAL ol el dasd Lalddl
COURT, AND SUCH Lo 1530 5 ¢ 4l yaall aasaall
PERMISSION IS RARELY e
GIVEN 3 G

OF COURSE, EVIDENCE leade ilias A 4oy o) ¢ Laka -

OBTAINED BY THE GRAND S ey
JURY MAY BE USED AT A (2 A0S 28 Llal) (palaal) d0a

LATER TRIAL, IF THE Cregil 13) ¢ AaY dSlaa g
GRAND JURY FORMALLY Lt ey el i
ACCUSES ONE OR MORE e < L
PERSONS OF A CRIMINAL Alis 4 » AL )8
OFFENSE



THE ARREST OF THE ACCUSED
e.g.M\ 5 uail) olal)




THE ARREST OF THE ACCUSED
agiall Ao il olal)

IN THE FEDERAL SY STEM, & ol Al ¢ ) QUi 8 -
ACCUSED PERSONS ARE Opaglall (alAlY) e 5 08 SYla
OFTEN ARRESTED AFTER e Al QS Las ) agaled] aa
THEY ARE FORMALLY Cpilaall A 8
CHARGED WITH A CRIME BY

THE GRAND JURY

BUT THISDOES NOT Ladla doasy Y 13 ST -
ALWAY S HAPPEN

FOR INSTANCE IN WHITE

COLLAR (FRAUD) CASES agiall (s Jliay) Ll 3 ¢Dlia -
WHEN THE ACCUSED b Goiadll w34l ale Sl Lo
KNOWSHE ISBEING Aipd

INVESTIGATED



THE ARREST OF THE ACCUSED (continued)

agiall Ao (adll o)

GENERALLY, THE AUSA WILL
APPLY TO THE COURT FOR THE
|ISSUANCE OF A WARRANT OF
ARREST FOR THE PERSON
NAMED IN THE INDICTMENT

DEPENDING ON A NUMBER OF
FACTORS, THE ARRESTED
PERSON MAY BE RELEASED ON
BAIL PENDING HISTRIAL

OR MAY REMAIN IN PRISON

THE ONESLIKELY TO STAY IN
PRISON ARE THOSE INDICTED
FOR VIOLENT CRIMES OR DRUG
TRAFFICKING OR THOSE WHO
ARE CONSIDERED LIKELY TO
FLEE IF RELEASED
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THE ARREST OF THE ACCUSED (continued)

agiall Ao (adll o)

THE JUDGE DECIDES IF AN
ACCUSED ISTOBEHELD IN
CUSTODY OR RELEASED

|IF THE JUDGE RELEASES AN
ACCUSED, HE CAN ADD
CONDITIONSTO THE TERMS
OF RELEASE

THESE CONDITIONS MAY
INCLUDE A REQUIREMENT
THAT THE ACCUSED
PERSON, OR SOMEONE
ACTING ON HISBEHALF,
PLEDGE MONEY OR OTHER
PROPERTY WHICH WILL BE
FORFEITED IF THE ACCUSED
PERSON FAILS TO APPEAR
FOR HISTRIAL
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THE ARREST OF THE ACCUSED (continued)

agiall Ao (adll o)

. SOON AFTER THE ACCUSED i ¢ pgal Ll da g
|S ARRESTED. MUST BE T e o=l

BROUGHT BEFORE A JUDGE L LA‘ Gmm‘ ?L‘“\ Jias 8]

FOR WHAT ISCALLED HIS AN Jsa"
“INITIAL APPEARANCE.” i

SEVERAL DAYSAFTER THE Y Jsiall (e all Bac any -
INTITIAL APPEARANCE, THE Lia AaSaall L agiall sl
ACCUSED IS BROUGHT ; '
BACK TO COURT SO THAT e aalhy o oalall S
THE JUDGE CAN INFORM Al Ay pusiall pgl
HIM OF THE CHARGES

AGAINST HIM




THE ARREST OF THE ACCUSED (continued)
agall Ao (i) olAal)

« A FEW DAYSAFTER THE INTITIAL Y1 Uil (pe ALl AL aay
APPEARANCE, e el

THE ACCUSED IS BROUGHT BACK O il (S in AaSaall I agiall sl -
TO COURT SO THAT THE JUDGE Al ga gl gl Lale Alpa
CAN INFORM HIM OF THE OF THE

CHARGES AGAINST HIM,

L_,’Ad;j\\.@_\auq)é\q)jmﬂ\‘\ﬁjsuo)ﬁm =
REMIND HIM OF HIS ¥ S I S 5 e (ol
CONSTITUTIONAL RIGHTS & ‘j‘ “\j‘ﬁj‘ﬁ ¢ \(f’f*“ é\""ub“"‘“g
(INCLUDING THE RIGHT TO A FREE aei ol y8l 8 lide pe ol Loda
LAWYER IF HE CANNOT AFFORD ) dea gall
ONE), AND ASK HIM WHETHER HE
PLEADS GUILTY ORNOT GUILTY TO
THE CHARGES

PSRN Lo 138 4 -
THISIS CALLED THE “ARRAIGNMENT- g s 3




THE ARREST OF THE ACCUSED (continued)
agall Ao (i) olAal)

« ALSOAT THE 2 ga oualdl) 20ny slediny) i Loa -
ARRAIGNMENT, THE JUDGE 3 os) andl i ge 5 caaSladl

SETSTHE TRIAL DATE, THE ST y
DATE FOR FILING PRE-TRIAL ) el sl 4 gl

LEGAL PAPERS (CALLED tagfedll G ey (el ST
“motions’) AND VERIFIES 4a Y Gl il ) gal8 28 agtall
THAT THE GOVERNMENT oo agidl e LY A Kall

AND THE ACCUSED HAVE Ja Sall ) ) s 31 4l

MADE ARRANGEMENTS FOR . ot -
THE GOVERNMENT TO Aol B palbndgl] dend
SHOW THE ACCUSED’S ("LESYI" 13 anss o)
LAWY ER THE EVIDENCE

THAT THE GOVERNMENT

PLANSTO USE AT TRIAL

(Thisis called “discovery”)




THE TRIAL OF THE ACCUSED

ag-iall daSlaa

UNDER THE U.S.
CONSTITUTION, A PERSON
ACCUSED OF ALL BUT VERY
MINOR OFFENSES HAS A
RIGHT TO BE TRIED BY A
JURY.

TRIAL JURIES ARE
COMPOSED OF 12 CITIZENS,
AND ALL THE JURORS MUST
AGREE ON THE GUILT OF
THE ACCUSED IFHEISTO
BE CONVICTED.
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THE TRIAL OF THE ACCUSED

agiall daSlaa

(TYPICAL COURTROOM)




THE TRIAL OF THE ACCUSED (continued)

ag-iall daSlaa

AT TRIAL, THE PROSECUTION
MUST PROVE “BEYOND A
REASONABLE DOUBT” THAT
THE DEFENDANT COMMITTED
THE CRIME WITH WHICH HE IS
CHARGED.

THE DEFENDANT HAS NO
OBLIGATION TO TESTIFY ORTO
CALL ANY WITNESSES ON HIS
BEHALF

IN FACT, THE DEFENDANT IS
PRESUMED BY THE LAW TO BE
INNOCENT UNTIL THE
EVIDENCE AT TRIAL PROVES
THAT HEISGUILTY BEYOND A
REASONABLE DOUBT
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THE TRIAL OF THE ACCUSED (continued)

ag-iall daSlaa

AND

THE DEFENDANT CANNOT BE
COMPELLED TO TESTIFY

AT A JURY TRIAL, THE JURY
DETERMINESWHETHER THE
EVIDENCE AGAINST THE
ACCUSED IS SUFFICIENT FOR

CONVICTION

BUT THE JURY ONLY ALLOWED
TO HEAR EVIDENCE THAT THE
JUDGE DECIDESISLEGALLY
ADMISSIBLE
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TRIAL BY JURY
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TRIAL (continued)
dasSlaall

OR BY A JUDGE
Lf“bw‘ Jgana g




TRIAL (continued)
daSlaall

THE JUDGE PRESIDES OVER
THE TRIAL, RULESON ALL
ISSUES OF LAW AND
EVIDENCE, AND INSTRUCTS
THE JURY ON THE LEGAL
PRINCIPLESIT ISTO APPLY
IN ITSDELIBERATIONS

A DEFENDANT MAY GIVE UP
HISRIGHT TO A JURY TRIAL

IN WHICH CASE HE WILL BE
TRIED BY A JUDGE WHO
WILL DECIDE ALL THE

FACTS & THE EVIDENCE

Lilical aSay 5 AaSlaall oaldll Wy -
Aa g g ¢ AVl Lladl) aras e
Lol iy cpalsall ) adladas

LY shie b (Bl () cany 3l s il
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TRIAL (continued)
daSlaal)

IN THIS CASE, THE JUDGE Gl 13 Le ¢ allaldl oda 8 oazaldl) daa -
THE EVIDENCE PRESENTED O S e 5 S il L
|ISSUFFICIENT TO FIND THE Al Ve g2 ¥ e MM?@_M‘M
DEFENDANT GUILTY bl
BEYOND A REASONABLE
DOUBT ) ) :

Y "@udgaj\@khdﬁgg\ O -
“Beyond a reasonable doubt” isa N

legal term that does not trandlate ¢oomnlaall o (22 e A ]
well into Arabic. So for the Jaadl il alegh o) () 0
purposes of thislecture, it is lxite 5 las (548
sufficient that you understand it

means extremely strong and

persuasive proof



TRIAL (continued)
daSlaal)

« AT TRIAL, THE JUDGE ¢ malall gy ¢ aaSlall <) -
MAY, ON OCCASION, Ll ) gariul ¢ Glaal
QUESTION A WITNESS.
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TRIAL (continued)
daSlaal)

+ HOWEVER, THE alana ¢ 3 gell Gl gaiul o -

QUESTIONING OF R
WITNESSES|S, FOR THE alall ceadll di e (Y

MOST PART, CONDUCTED ¢ lal) alsa g
BY THE PROSECUTOR AND )
THE DEFENSE ATTORNEY




TRIAL (continued)
daSlaal)

+ AFTERALL THE 52050 AlaY) IS WD) day -
EVIDENCE IS RECEIVED sl oY) (e oleiiYI
AND THE WITNESSES sl
HAVE FINISHED

TESTIFYING

:\:LQ\ .~.S‘

« THELAWYERS MAKE
THEIR CLOSING
ARGUMENTS




TRIAL (continued)
daSlaall

L awyer making closing argument tothejury
Crailaal) Aid ala) (palaall 4uilgdl) 5 JiLiall




TRIAL (continued)

aaSlaall

. THEN IN A TRIAL BY JUDGE, R
THE JUDGE GIVES THE M A eij e
VERDICT "

. INA TRIAL BY JURY, THE 5 iy ¢ ilad) i LUl ASladl b -
JURY LEAVES THE ALY A3 ASadll Aels  gila )
COURTROOM TO DISCUSS Ll i iile f uts
THE EVIDENCE (THIS CAN () 3o peidlie G i 8 )
TAKE MANY DAYS!)




TRIAL (continued)
daSlaal)

. |F A DEFENDANT ISFOUND 3 ypundl) 0 ¢ agiall e Aaglll c 13 -
GUILTY, IT ISTHE 4 it i g il e e a8
RESPONSIBILITY OF THE "

JUDGE TO IMPOSE THE
SENTENCE

FEDERAL SENTENCING o e
GUIDELINES HAVE BEEN i ol Ll Sall g -
ENACTED INTO LAW WHICH il T
INVOLVE APPLYING A SRty Slpn gl
WHOLE SET OF

RECOMMENDATIONS AND

ADJUSTMENTS




TRIAL (continued)
daSlaal)

» THE SENTENCING Al e e
GUIDELINES HAVE 7 S o
GENERATED A

_LARGE AMOUNT OF

| EGAL OPINIONS

FROM THE COURTS

— but, there is not time SN gl an gy Y (Sl -
today to go into more Oe Jualatlly Jgaall
detail about the (Sladll aSall Gilgaa 5
sentencing guidelines




TRIAL (continued)

aaSlaall

A DEFENDANT FOUND
GUILTY FOLLOWING A
TRIAL MAY ALSO APPEAL
THE SUBSTANTIVE
SUFFICIENCY AND
PROCEDURAL FAIRNESS OF
HIS CONVICTION TO A
UNITED STATES COURT OF
APPEALS

|F THE PERSON IS
ACQUITTED, THE
PROSECUTION MAY NOT
APPEAL!!
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THE PROSECUTOR'S DISCRETION

AN AUSA MAY DECLINETO
PROSECUTE AN OFFENSE BECAUSE
HE FINDSIT ISNOT SIGNIFICANT
ENOUGH TO MERIT PROSECUTION
IN FEDERAL COURT

AUSAsARE THE MOST POWERFUL
OFFICIALSIN FEDERAL LAW
ENFORCEMENT - BUT OF COURSE IF
THAT POWER ISABUSED IT IS
QUICKLY TAKEN AWAY

AN AUSA MAY ALSO REFUSE TO
BRING CHARGES WHERE,
ALTHOUGH HE HAS ENOUGH
EVIDENCE TO OBTAIN THE ARREST
OF A PERSON (that is, “ probable
cause” ) HE KNOWS HE WILL NOT BE
ABLE TO OBTAIN ENOUGH
ADDITIONAL EVIDENCE TO

CONVICT THE PERSON AT TRIAL.
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PLEA AGREEMENTS

e THISISSOMETIMES CALLED M ol Blas) any 138 4 -
“Plea Bargaining”

MANY CRIMINAL CASESIN sasiall LYl o8 Ailiadl Lliasl) (e jiS -
THE UNITED STATES ARE ) i il agiall Gl yie) Lead oy
CONCLUDED PRIOR TO ANY dSlas
TRIAL BY THE DEFENDANT

ENTERING A PLEA OF

GUILTY

USUALLY, THESE GUILTY S i e
PLEAS ARE THE RESULT OF e elan S gy
NEGOTIATIONS BETWEEN

THE PROSECUTOR AND THE

ATTORNEY FOR THE

ACCUSED




PLEA AGREEMENTS
caladd) ol lea

« |INA PLEA AGREEMENT, THE 3alaa & Lo e agiall Ty -
DEFENDANT, GENERALLY cdzalan 31k e s oyl

THROUGH HIS ATTORNEY, Oe foay
AGREES TO PLEAD GUILTY S ) ] Anilly aide aily

TO SOME OR ALL OF THE oary Jilie (8 4l dga gall agill
CHARGES AGAINST HIM IN Alall e aall Ladasl il culel jaY)

RETURN FOR CERTAIN
ACTIONSBY THE
PROSECUTOR




PLEA AGREEMENTS

ASHISPART OF THE
AGREEMENT, THE
PROSECUTOR MAY AGREE
TO DISMISS ONE OR MORE
OF THE CHARGES,

OR MAY AGREE TO MAKE A
RECOMMENDATION TO THE
JUDGE ABOUT THE
SENTENCE TO BE IMPOSED

OR AGREE NOT TO OPPOSE
A SENTENCE SUGGESTED

BY THE DEFENSE COUNSEL

D22 «QWY) (e le oS -
o il o Al el
el (o ) ) dagd olal)
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PLEA AGREEMENTS
U.HLA-\M KY-JE 9

« ITMAY ALSO BE A PART OF A aalaa (he le da () oS3 38 Jliay -

PLEA AGREEMENT THAT THE ey .
DEFENDANT AGREES TO (s e@—“}‘ di‘).-.’ ok ‘u»uﬂ‘:ﬁ\
COOPERATE & GIVE TRUTHFUL (e ABalia Balgd oy g () gladll

TESTIMONY ABOUT CRIMES OF , O
WHICH HE HAS KNOWLEDGE e ple o oSy Al il al

THEREFORE, A PROSECUTOR alll gcJAﬂ s e Sl -
MAY USE THE PLEA el 3aalga Jlazia

AGREEMENT TO OBTAIN .
TESTIMONY OF A MINOR il pil g ddled e peaall

CRIMINAL THAT IS 5 el 0S8 (A5l Aranl
NECESSARY TO CONVICT A S Agilia 2 e Ay )
MORE SIGNIFICANT Ty

CRIMINAL




PLEA AGREEMENTS

 PLEA BARGAINING HAS 5 adde &) gl 55 4 glasall ) 6 salll -

BEEN SPECIFICALLY R
APPROVED BY THE U.S. G et (8 G "“"h IS
A Y

SUPREME COURT

PLEA BARGAINING AVOIDS 5 clall cda glsal) ) ¢ galll Cuiny -

THE UNCERTAINTY OF A
TRIAL FOR BOTH THE
ACCUSED & THE VICTIM

TALSOSAVESA GREAT ool sl Ga 1aS 1538 35 4l LS -

DEAL OF TIME FOR JUDGES Cralaall
& LAWYERS




PLEA AGREEMENTS

AND THEREFORE IT HELPS
REDUCE THE BACKLOG OF
CRIMINAL CASES

A GUILTY PLEA MUST BE
MADE BEFORE A JUDGE

BEFORE THE JUDGE WILL
ACCEPT THE GUILTY PLEA,
HE WILL QUESTION THE
DEFENDANT TO MAKE SURE
THAT HE UNDERSTANDSHIS
RIGHTS

Ailial) Llaadl

alal (580 O g cdlly ) 8Y) -
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PLEA AGREEMENTS

SUCH AS:

TO ASSERT HIS INNOCENCE
AND DEMAND A TRIAL,

THAT HE MAKES HIS PLEA
VOLUNTARILY,

THAT HE UNDERSTANDS THE
TERMS OF ANY PLEA
AGREEMENT

AND THE CONSEQUENCES OF
HISGUILTY PLEA,

AND THAT HE HAS NOT BEEN
SUBJECT TO COERCION OR
IMPROPER PROMISES ON THE
PART OF THE PROSECUTOR.

JUall Japs e
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GRANTS OF IMMUNITY

OBTAINING EVIDENCE aa Ay e Jganll 4 graall o -

AGAINST PERSONS INVOLVED e . %
IN ORGANIZED CRIMINAL BA o Ostemy (pdll palaY)

GROUPS ISESPECIALLY dalaia 40l jal
DIFFICULT

THE SECRETIVE NATURE OF

THESE GROUPS AND THEIR Glelaall 03] 4yl dagulall -

POWERS OF INTIMIDATION Jza cay Al 8 4, qall ?@_\LL.; 5
MAKE IT VERY DIFFICULT el AU Jaa (I

FOR THE PROSECUTOR TO
OBTAIN NECESSARY oalgail) e J suanll plal

TESTIMONY AGAINST THE Gilelaall 308 i 4 ) 9 juiall
GROUPS LEADERS.



GRANTS OF IMMUNITY

MEMBERS OF THE fual Y Slibianl) line) e gac -
GROUP ARE L agiledy YV (o Y a8
GENERALLY NOT ONLY Lo s gas Ll oS1;
UNWILLING TO by v o
TESTIFY, BUT ALSO SNaY) agaiad 5 gt yads

MAY ASSERT THEIR ol cse () Jom pgidled
PRIVILEGE AGAINST s 18 it 30
SELF-INCRIMINATION "
AND REFUSE TO

TESTIFY ABOUT ANY

CRIMES IN WHICH

THEY WERE INVOLVED



GRANTS OF IMMUNITY

THE SPECIAL POWERS OF
AUSAsTO “IMMUNIZE"
WITNESSES, OFTEN ALLOWS
THEM TO OBTAIN IMPORTANT

TESTIMONY IN THESE CASES

THERE ARE 2 KINDS OF
IMMUNITY

1) “TRANSACTIONAL
IMMUNITY

2) “USE IMMUNITY”

Lo ety Al AalAd) cillalil) -
"Omant ) cpaeluall (ralall
el il Lo ) iS¢ 3 5 )
238 A dals Balgd e ganll
YW

Llaall e ole o lla -

Zilasll alazin) (2) -




GRANTS OF IMMUNITY

1) “TRANSACTIONAL
IMMUNITY

the AUSA may determine
that the cooperation or
expected testimony of a
minor criminal will be
especially significant to an
Important case, and that the

Importance of the testimony

or cooperation outweighs
the need to prosecute the
minor criminal.

7idalgll Alaall (1-

O e bl alaal) aadatig
salgdll o oygladll o) &
il Gragialll aal (he da8 giall
ald Laa) uiSS 3 peaall

) oAl dl) dnea) g cdala diadl
iSlaa ) dalall (5488 ) gladll




GRANTS OF IMMUNITY

e insuch cases, the AUSA O eVl oda Jia 8

may agree not to prosecute )

the persaobn at allhfo;f] thhe e 33l 8 alall el
crimes about which heisto Lad il Aallas aae
testify or cooperate. In these e T ‘
situations, which are s 5 oslad Al Al el
admittedly rare, the 08 84 ¢ 4 glhaall 3alg il
prosecutor has granted what Sl el 3 Ul Al
Is called “tr ansactional el el B Rl (&
Immunity” from "daalgl) Ailan) “ e La

prosecution for particular T .
crimes. Abma 2 ja 48a3 Ja) (e




GRANTS OF IMMUNITY

e 2)“USEIMMUNITY” Albaall aladiu) -

e MORE OFTEN, THE
PROSECUTOR MAY
DETERMINE THAT A =l (! S| 29 D™ -
NARROWER GRANT OF 53 a0 dbas e ) ow ) plad
IMMUNITY 1S APPROPRIATE. o sl 13 mie canlie Jae s

THISNARROWER c"M\.a.a;j‘ A" ey Aliaall

IMMUNITY, CALLED “USE
IMMUNITY" ISDESIGNED 2= Sl e SV g

TO OVERCOME A WITNESS A (e 4l dglea A 28U
ASSERTION OF THE D e 30 dbeaall s3a Jlasiiad
PRIVILEGE AGAINST SELF- Seea
INCRIMINATION WHICH IS

RAISED IN RESPONSE TO A

PARTICULAR QUESTION.




GRANTS OF IMMUNITY

* IN THESE CASES, THE sl Gl Vsl oda A -

PROSECUTOR ASKS THE
COURT TO COMPEL THE J\-\A‘Y aaSadll llay alal
WITNESSTO TESTIEY, AND agil ey AR 9@_.A\

THE WITNESS IS ASSURED
THAT THE TESTIMONY HE U‘JLG-“J‘ U‘ L;; Jﬁu\‘j
‘\_1“9 (;.Lau L;\M

GIVES (AND ANY

INFORMATION DERIVED AL e slaie Cila glee
FROM THAT PARTICULAR ‘ YY) el
TESTIMONY) MAY NOT BE O Dsm ) &
USED IN A PROSECUTION 6 5o Aald) 8 a0l
AGAINST HIM a3 1




GRANTS OF IMMUNITY

« THISTYPE OF IMMUNITY IS Db il dlasl) Ge g sl 1a -

CONTROLLED BY A Sl s ol
STATUTE PASSED BY THE sl 0 A 058 Ledle

CONGRESS SPECIFICALLY USLM e Qlaill laaas
TO COPE WITH THE e B At e
PROBLEMS OF OBTAINING aaliiall day al

EVIDENCE IN ORGANIZED
CRIME CASES




GRANTS OF IMMUNITY

AN EXAMPLE OF AN daled duad e JUi -
ACTUAL CASE

: : OV ) LS5 5y Ad jime B ju 6 -
6 Bank Robberies committed by s

Mr. Allen Hurley (5in

Pennsylvania& 1 in Maryland) . :
Alia) (S agiall Aaua -

la i

Girlfriend of accused acted as a

|ookout 2y Ay Il i) (i 4gidl -

Cipadl e dualdl gaudl dlae

After the 5™ bank robbery, the
FBI learned that a Nissan truck
had been used as the getaway
vehicle




GRANTS OF IMMUNITY

All of the robberies were G Agaadl 8 Gld ) JS s ) -
committed near the border 23 ya g Liilaloay
between Pennsylvaniaand

Maryland leld A8 o JS A8 3oLl (o3 p -

<l
In each robbery, the robber wore a
mask & gloves

_ Lsdiia dAA:\j -
And carried arevolver

He also spoke with an accent that Alidl e 4 Lo 105 4L Caans LS -

Indicated he was from the region

) L 3 )
where the robberies happened sl led o3




GRANTS OF IMMUNITY

The FBI aso found out that a
used car dealership in the same
county as the bank had had a
Nissan truck stolen 3 days before
the robbery

The FBI went to the dealership
and looked at the stolen vehicle' s
file

They saw from the file that the
truck had been test driven several
times by persons who expressed
Interest in buying it

O L Nl cligatl) (i€ aa g -
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GRANTS OF IMMUNITY

Each of the potential buyers who test
drove the truck produced their
driver’slicense which was
photocopied and put in the
dealership’sfile for the Nissan truck

One of the driver’ s licenses was that
of “Allen Archie Hurley.”

The FBI immediately knew they were
onto something because Mr. Hurley
had been convicted before of multiple
bank robberies—in fact he had been
released from prison less than 12
months before.
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GRANTS OF IMMUNITY

The FBI opened anew file
on Mr. Hurley

A few days later, there was
areport of another bank
robbery in the same area of

the state of Maryland

Thistime the FBI obtained a
videotape from the
survelllance system of a
store across the street from
the bank that had been
robbed
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GRANTS OF IMMUNITY

The video showed a Ford truck
driving away from the bank at a
high rate of speed

The FBI found the truck
abandoned in afiled afew miles
away from the bank

The truck had a stolen
Pennsylvanialicense plate on it

The FBI |earned that the truck had
been stolen from a used car
dealership in Pennsylvania
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GRANTS OF IMMUNITY

They interviewed the owner of the
used car dealership who said the
Ford truck had been test-driven by
only 2 people while it had been at
his dealership —awoman and a
man

The man matched Mr. Hurley’s
description

The FBI then learned that 4 other
bank robberies had been
committed in the same region —
al inatime frame of just afew
months

éﬁ\w\ Al bl e caalia | LA
3 JJ}Q&}JL}A ‘\.\;Lmj\ u\d\ﬁ
a6l al M‘@‘Mﬁ;

s adl Gy da il Caa

Gy 4 ) Beatll iSa ple lanay -
dalaial) (pudi & €Sl 8 & gill (g Al
) Amiay Badaa dnia H B 8 LIS




GRANTS OF IMMUNITY

The FBI case agent then checked
with Mr. Hurley’ s Probation
Officer and learned that, as
recently as June, Hurley claimed
he was empl oyed at alocal
|landscaping company

The agent then spoketo the
company who said Hurley had
quit the job in February, about
one month after the first of the six
bank robberies!

The FBI obtained an arrest
warrant for Mr. Hurley and a
search warrant for his house
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GRANTS OF IMMUNITY

When the agents searched Mr. L) G Giehy Galiall Cld L die -
Hurley’ s house, they found a lockbox b a8 ¢(Jita (3 5la g J )
WhICh they op’ened using akey found boss e |y jie ~Uida aladiul;
in Mr. Hurley’ s possession D sh )
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4

On that same key ring was the
glovebox key to the stolen Ford truck
used in the Maryland bank robbery

In the lockbox was arevolver like the

one used in some of the bank

il Mo Gld pudl (any & 22l
They also found a bag containing a
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GRANTS OF IMMUNITY

Not long after arresting Mr.
Hurley, the FBI found the Nissan
truck that had been used in one of
the bank robberies—it was
|located on a mountain near Mr.
Hurley’ s childhood home

At this point, the only crime that
the FBI had really strong evidence
on was the weapons charge — Mr.
Hurley was not allowed to possess
afirearm because of his previous
conviction for bank robbery
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GRANTS OF IMMUNITY

Because it had a borderline case Glleny 4l d8dle L Al oda oY -
on the bank robberies, the FBI G e bl jladl e gl
came to me and asked for Cila) ) apass ) jasl) (§raail)
suggestions

Al dsaiay Jlaiy) e @yl & -
It was decided to approach Mr. O3 o) Sl e QI (5 g sa

Hurley’ s girlfriend and seeif she
would talk

Llasll il lgaia -
The agent gave her a subpoena

Qi ) cuad ) -
She refused to cooperate

EBJGA\MMLJ -

And demanded a lawyer




GRANTS OF IMMUNITY

The court appointed alawyer for L) oaloe ASadll e -
the girlfriend i '

He contacted me and said she L s (pstaill daie ) JU 5 o Juall -

would cooperatein return for “ use Blawall &iliasll o diass ()
Immunity” "Alaall aladni)

The agent and | decided it would B 5 )SA Lgd) ) )asll (saaall WhloA -
be agood ideato go ahead and A el Abaall e g 5l 12a - Leail
grant her “use immunity.”

Mba 5 ) B4 Gl sl -
It turned out to be a worthwhile
decision




GRANTS OF IMMUNITY

The girlfriend knew all about the e st S capat Jyss wulldana -
bank robberies Sl e daull dlee

She was involved in the planning of R Llis §aS di. ol
each one sl hlee JS Lakdd (48 jife

She was the getaway driver e (el 2ol 3 @l uls -

She only committed these crimes out
of fear for her safety — she had been e B Qi all sda i ) Ledl Y -
the victim of a physically abusive A8l s S L) lld g - LDl

relationsnip at the hands of Mr. s aadl al e A Adias
Hurley : ) (5 H4 4

She advised that he had threatened lira i gla 1) LDl ada adly 4 -
her safety if she cooperated with us




GRANTS OF IMMUNITY

We were able to check out her story J st L) oSl Leiad e g8ail) e LSS -
thoroughly to make certain she was R

telling the truth i
How did we do that? 12 Liled CaS -

By interviewing her in detail about all . . e .
6 bank robberies Lo 3 s G Leda Lidh g Led WiDRa DA (e =

And by probing her story about each ol

There were things about the robberies a8 e @l 5 Gl e plee -
she knew that could only be known
by someone who had been closely
involved in the crimes
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GRANTS OF IMMUNITY
For instance: - B Jaas e -

Shetold us we had taken a mobile Sl (e J ganall ailel) Ldal Ll Wl calld s -
telephone from Mr. Hurley's 0 o allfizl St o8 gl anll gable
clothing at the time of his arrest — P L“‘:j oS 5 el
this telephone was contained in a M 0o Ao sl
small leather case

(Ol ) Aialall i o Loay cilld -

She said inside the case was the i ,
Leay dniall Jals 48 4 psdll

Ignition key to the Nissan truck!

The FBI checked the case, found S5 Sl G T B Pl 5 -
the key and verified that it fit the Aialdll milde Ldl 2S5 silial

Nissan ( Olw)




GRANTS OF IMMUNITY
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She also took the FBI to the
mountain near Mr. Hurley’s
childhood home and underneath a
rock the FBI found money from one
of the bank robberies

Shetold the FBI about how the
vehicles (the Ford and the Nissan)
were stolen

She advised Mr. Hurley also stole
license plates from other cars to use
on the stolen vehicles

She knew exactly where & when the
license plates were stolen from — the
FBI did not know this until shetold
them

(Ohsig 2y & g0 (e ) pliaalill

M)ML_AJJAM\Q_\MJL@J\Q_}SLA‘)-
‘;"a L@JW\)H\JM\M "Bjj

e

‘_;mju.\\d.uas.dh 98 =i -
USJ?]‘_A\JM\ (danal) ccila M)
\.@_\cjmu\d.ﬁc_\ujhd\cl@_a




GRANTS OF IMMUNITY

Finally, she gave the FBI numerous
letters written to her by Mr. Hurley, in
which he told her not to cooperate
with us and threatening her

Mr. Hurley was found guilty of all
charges

And he was sentenced to 38 yearsin
prison

He robbed one of the banks twicein
this series of six

It turned out this was one of the banks
he had robbed in 1993 when | last
prosecuted him
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