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RE: 83-1307 - United States v. Powell

Dear Bill:

I join.

Justice Rehnquist

copies to the Conference

Regards,
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CHAMBERS OF

Supreme Qourt of fye Hnited States
Mualington, B. 4. 205%3

JUSTICE Wn. J. BRENNAN, JR.

December 5, 1984

No. 83-1307

United States v. Powell

Dear Bill,

I am joining your opinion in the
above. May I make one suggestion? I am
dissenting in your Wainwright v. Witt,
cited at page 9. Could you delete that
cite since Adams v. Texas, which you
also cite, is equally apt?

Sincerely,

Justice Rehnquist
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~ Supreme Gourt of fye Hnited Stutes
Hnelington, B. §. 20543

CHAM L
JUSTICE Wi, J. BRENNAN, JR.

December 5, 1984

No. 83-1307

United States v. Powell

Dear Bill,
I agree.
Sincerely,
J2 N

£
E
:
Justice Rehnquist V'%:
i
Copies to the Conference 1€
: 4§
, |2
1B
v
¥

8¢ KA 32 w28



CHAMBERS OF
JUSTICE BYRON R. WHITE

Supreme Gonrt of Hye Minited States

Waslington, B. €. 20543

83-1307 - United States v.

December 5,

Powell

1984

Dear Bill,
Please join me.

Sincerely yours,

g

Justice Rehnquist .. iy - o
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Copies to the Conference
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Supreme Qonrt of the Vnited Stutes

Washington, B. . 20543

CHAMBERS OF
JUSTICE THURGOOD MARSHALL

Powell

Dear Bill:

Please join me.

Justice Rehnquist

cc: The Conference

December 6, 1984

Sincerely,
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CHAMBERS OF RPN "9"1\'}

T HARRY A, BLACKMUN R
JUSTICE 5 : INNYR
g

‘December 6, 1984
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Re: No. 83-1307, United States v. Powell

Dear Bill:
Please join me.

Sincerely,

b

Justice Rehnquist

cc: The Conference
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Washington, B. 4. 20543

CHAMBERS OF
JUSTICE LEWIS F. POWELL,JR.

December 3, 1984

83-1307 United States v. Powell
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Dear Bill%
s
*Please join me.

Sincerely,

Justice Rehnquist >
1fp/ss

cc: The Conference

Sk
g

~
TAINCAATIIIY CIIIT T OAINT TACIIITATY FITT T YYASY T #rre

s T oaodaNnn 10 IYUNaTT SNOTCTATA T

e e
Ny



w . N ', “l . R

To: The Chief Justice
Justice Brennan
Justice White
Justice Marshall
Justice Blackmun
Justice Powell
Justice Stevens
Justice O’Connor

Circulated:
Recirculated:
1st DRAFT E
SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES |
No. 83-1307 :
UNITED STATES, PETITIONER v, / ;
BETTY LOU POWELL )
ON WRIT OF CERTIORARI TO THE UNITED STATES COURT OF Ve
APPEALS FOR THE NINTH CIRCUIT [
[December ——, 1984] L

JUSTICE REHNQUIST delivered the opinion of the Court.

In Dunn v. United States, 284 U. S. 390 (1932), this Court
held that a criminal defendant convicted by a jury on one
count could not attack that conviction because it was in-
consistent with the jury’s verdict of acquittal on another
count. We granted certiorari in this case to determine
whether the Court of Appeals for the Ninth Circuit correctly
enunciated an exception to Dunn when it overturned re-
spondent’s convictions.

In 1982, respondent Betty Lou Powell’s husband, Ron
Powell, aided by his 17-year-old son Jeff and others, was op-
erating a lucrative cocaine and methaqualone distributorship
from the Powell home near San Diego, California. Federal
authorities tapped the Powell’s telephone pursuant to a court
order, and many conversations were recorded, including at
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least four which indicated that respondent was playing a r'/ :
minor role in the drug distributorship. Three of these con- oo
versations indicated that respondent was helping her hus- Lot
band and son to distribute drugs and to collect money owed [
* for drugs sold. The fourth involved a conversation with a e

travel agent in which respondent booked an airline ticket for
her husband in an assumed name. In April 1982, Ron Powell
learned of the wiretap and notified his son, who called re-
spondent and told her to leave home and drive to Los Ange-
les. Respondent was followed by FBI agents, who after
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ﬂ To: The Chief Justice
, : Justice Brennan
‘ ? t‘%[s /, Justice White
p / 57[1 ¢ Q/)Q,?b P ;A Justice Marshall
‘ Justice Blackmun
o Justice Powell
Justice Stevens
Justice O’Connor

From: Justice Rehnquist

vy P

Circulated:
Recirculated:
' 2nd DRAFT
SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES
No. 83-1307

UNITED STATES, PETITIONER .
BETTY LOU POWELL

ON WRIT OF CERTIORARI TO THE UNITED STATES COURT OF
APPEALS FOR THE NINTH CIRCUIT

[December ——, 1984]

JUSTICE REHNQUIST delivered the opinion of the Court.

In Dunn v. United States, 284 U. S. 390 (1932), this Court
held that a criminal defendant convicted by a jury on one
count could not attack that conviction because it was in-
consistent with the jury’s verdict of acquittal on another
count. We granted certiorari in this case to determine
whether the Court of Appeals for the Ninth Circuit correctly
enunciated an exception to Dumn when it overturned re-
spondent’s convictions. .

In 1982, respondent Betty Lou Powell’s husband, Ron
Powell, aided by his 17-year-old son Jeff and others, was op-
erating a lucrative cocaine and methaqualone distributorship
from the Powell home near San Diego, California. Federal
authorities tapped the Powell’s telephone pursuant to a court
order, and many conversations were recorded, including at
least four which indicated that respondent was playing a
minor role in the drug distributorship. Three of these con-
versations indicated that respondent was helping her hus-
band and son to distribute drugs and to collect money owed
for drugs sold. The fourth involved a conversation with a
travel agent in which respondent booked an airline ticket for
her husband in an assumed name. In April 1982, Ron Powell
learned of the wiretap and notified his son, who called re-
spondent and told her to leave home and drive to Los Ange-
les. Respondent was followed by FBI agents, who after
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To: ‘The Chief Justice

-7 Justioce Brennsn
Justice White
Justice Marshall
Justice Blackmun
Justica Powell
Jingtice Stzvens
Justlce 0'Connor

’ T , Yeoipculatedy
NOTICE: This opinion is subject to formal revision before publication in the

prelimi int of the United States Rearts. Readers are requested to

notify the Reporter of Decisions, Supreme Court of the United States, Wash-

ington, D. C. 20543, of any typographical or other formal errors, in order

that corrections may be made before the preliminary print goes to press.

SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES

No. 83-1307

UNITED STATES, PETITIONER .
BETTY LOU POWELL

ON WRIT OF CERTIORARI TO THE UNITED STATES COURT OF
APPEALS FOR THE NINTH CIRCUIT

[December 10, 1984]

JUSTICE REHNQUIST delivered the opinion of the Court.

In Dunn v. United States, 284 U. S. 390 (1932), this Court
held that a criminal defendant convicted by a jury on one
count could not attack that conviction because it was in-
consistent with the jury’s verdict of acquittal on another
count. We granted certiorari in this case to determine
whether the Court of Appeals for the Ninth Circuit correctly
enunciated an exception to Dunn when it overturned re-
spondent’s convictions.

In 1982, respondent Betty Lou Powell’s husband, Ron
Powell, aided by his 17-year-old son Jeff and others, was op-
erating a lucrative cocaine and methaqualone distributorship
from the Powell home near .San Diego, Cal. Federal au-
thorities tapped the Powell’s telephone pursuant to a court
order, and many conversations were recorded, including at
least four which indicated that respondent was playing a
minor role in the drug distributorship. Three of these con-
versations indicated that respondent was helping her hus-
band and son to distribute drugs and to collect money owed
for drugs sold. The fourth involved a conversation with a
travel agent in which respondent booked an airline ticket for
her husband in an assumed name. In April 1982, Ron Powell
learned of the wiretap and notified his son, who called re-
spondent and told her to leave home and drive to Los Ange-
les. Respondent was followed by FBI agents, who after
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Supreme Qonrt of the Mnited Stutes
Washington, B. §. 20543

CHAMBERS OF
JUSTICE JOHN PAUL STEVENS

December 3, 1984

Re: 83-1307 - United States v. Betty Lou Powell

Dear Bill:
Please join me.

Respectfully,

/.

Justice Rehnquist

Copies to the Conference
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Bupreme Qourt of the ‘ﬁt&tth States
HWashington, B. . 20543

CHAMBERS OF
JUSTICE SANDRA DAY O'CONNOR

December 5, 1984

No. 83-1307 United States v. Powell

Dear Bill,

Please join me.

Sincerely,

S i

Justice Rehnquist

Copies to the Conference
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