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COURT" S SENTENCI NG MEMORANDUM

Moore, J.
l. | NTRODUCTI ON

M. lan Ellis Wllians, Jr. ["WIIlians" or "defendant"],
appears before ne for sentencing today upon his plea of guilty to
the Virgin Islands territorial crinme of tanpering with a w tness.
Wllians pled guilty to threatening and intimdating Ms. Brendaly
Nazario ["Nazario"] because she had provided information to the
Virgin Islands Police Departnent ["VIPD'] that he had commtted a
felony by assaulting her with a handgun on Decenber 2, 1998.

VWil e not | abel ed a domestic violence offense, it is a
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matter arising out of domestic violence that escal ated beyond the
scope of the donestic violence |aws of the Territory.

Sadly, this case presents a case study of how, unless it is
st opped, donestic violence is a cycle that continues from one
generation to the next. Equally as disturbing, this case
presents a textbook exanpl e of what psychol ogists call the
battered woman syndronme. | have the difficult task of
formulating a sentence that will punish M. WIIlians and sonehow
achi eve what the defendant, his famly, his enployer, M.
Nazario, her famly, famly advocate organi zati ons, and others
have failed to do. This is to break the cycle of domestic
viol ence so that the defendant and Ms. Nazario can live free of
violence in their relationship, and, nost inportantly, so that
their children do not growup to imtate their parents by
becom ng abusers or victins of abuse thensel ves.

Thi s case has aroused intense enotions and invol ved several
groups of the Virgin Islands conmmunity, including the Victim
Advocate Program the Fam |y Resource Center, Kidscope, and the
Pol i ce Benevol ent Association. There seens to be a good deal of
confusion and misinformation circulating in the community about
this case, fromwhat has been published in the nedia in articles,
editorials, and letters to the editor. For this reason, and

because of the gravity of the crinme to which M. WIllians, a
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police officer wwth the VIPD sworn to uphold the aws of this
Territory, has pled guilty, | have not only reviewed the file as
| do for each sentencing,! but | also have witten this

Sent enci ng Menorandumin an attenpt to set the record straight
for any and all who want to take the tine to find out what this
case is about. M intent is to make clear once and for all why
this case is properly before this Court and to explain ny
reasoni ng for inposing what | believe is the appropriate sentence

considering all the circunstances of the case.

1. FACTUAL H STORY

A H story of Donestic Violence Before Decenber 1998
As noted earlier, this case arises froma |long history of

donestic probl enms between M. WIllians and Ms. Nazario. By al

1 See, e.g., Affidavit of FBI Special Agent Robert C. Geeslin in
support of arrest and search warrants, sworn before nmgistrate judge on Feb.
3, 1999 ["FBI Aff."](Docket No. 1); Returns of search warrants executed Feb.
5, 1999 (Docket Nos. 8, 9, 12); Transcripts of detention hearings held on Feb.
9 & 26, 1999, with exhibits ["Detention H'g Tr."](Docket Nos. 86, 87); Order
setting conditions of release (Barnard, J.) (Apr. 27, 1999; Docket No. 32);
Order affirming rel ease on conditions (Mwore, J.) (June 2, 1999; Docket No.
39); Affidavit of Brendaly Nazario in support of notion to disnmiss (July 21,
1999; Docket No. 49); Oder denying nmotion to dismss (More, J.) (Aug. 12,
1999; Docket No. 56); Mdition to adnmt tapes, with transcripts (Sept. 16, 1999;
Docket No. 67); Transcript of suppression hearing held on Sept. 14, 1999, wth
exhibits ["Suppression Tr."] (Docket No. 70); Notices of expert w tness on
battered wonen syndronme and filing of expert report (filed Sept. 13 & 16,
1999; Docket Nos. 63, 71); Defendant’s Notice of Opp'n to Gov't’s Notice of
Intent to Rely on Prior Statenents of Brendaly Nazario ["Def.’s Notice of
Qop’' n"], with exhibits (Sept. 17, 1999; Docket 73); Oder ruling on |imne
notions (Moore, J.) (Sept. 20, 1999; Docket No. 85); Defendant’s sentencing
menorandum ["Def.’s Sent. Mem "], with exhibits (Decenber. 1, 1999; Docket No.
93).
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accounts, the two began dating in high school in the md- to

| at e- 1980s and have been together off and on ever since. Their
rel ati onship has produced five children. The two have never

marri ed, although each refers to the other as "common | aw'
spouse. The known al | egati ons of abuse started as early as 1992
when, according to Ms. Nazario's statenent to the Federal Bureau
of Investigation ["FBI"], WIIlians stabbed her hand during a
donmestic argunent. M. WIlians says it was an accident. M.
Nazario did not report the incident even though the wound
required nedical treatnent. WIIlians' physical abuse caused Ms.
Nazari o sonme nonths later to nove out of the residence she shared
with Wllians, taking the children with her. In early 1994, M.
Nazari o sought and obtained a restraining order fromthe
Territorial Court against M. WIllianms. On February 23, 1994,
WIllianms was arrested and charged with contenpt of court for
violating the restraining order by making threatening phone calls
and confronting Ms. Nazario at a local store. M. Nazario
dropped the charges against WIllians, apparently at his urging,
and the two reconciled and resunmed living together. That sane

year, 1994, the VIPD hired WIllianms as an officer, despite
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serious health problens? and his denonstrated inability to conply
with a court order.

WIllians did not stop his physical and enotional abuse once
he becane a police officer. According to what Ms. Nazario told
the FBI in January of 1999, WIIlians escal ated the degree of
vi ol ence using the tools of his trade and the authority of his
position as a police officer to terrorize Ms. Nazario. On one
occasion M. WIllianms chased Ms. Nazario with his expandabl e
baton and swung it in her direction wthout hitting her. Another
time he put the baton under her chin and choked her. M. Nazario
reported that WIlians had chased her around the house with his
pol i ce-issue pepper spray canister, although he did not spray her
with it. She reported that on occasion during their argunents he
woul d put his gun in his waist band and sonetines display it and
tell her that she would soon find out "what is was all about."
When she would threaten to call the police, WIlians would tel
her to go ahead, that nothing would come of it because he was one
of "them" and that reports have a way of disappearing. M.
Nazario said she did not report these incidents, which took place
at M. WIlians' residence at 41 Agnes Fancy, for fear it would

result in retaliation. Mich of this is corroborated by M.

2 M. WIlliams had applied to become a police officer imediately
after conpleting high school, but the VIPD rejected hi mbecause of his youth
and his serious heart condition, nanely, cardiac arrhythma and nmitro val ve
pr ol apse.
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Nazario’s statenents at a hearing on her renewed petition for a
restrai ning order against this defendant at the Territorial Court
on Decenber 18, 1998. (See Nazario v. WIlIlianms, DV 423/1998,
(Terr. C.).)
B. Hi story of Donestic Violence Underlying This Case

In the Fall of 1998, WIIlianms' behavior toward Ms. Nazario
began the events which eventual ly brought himbefore this Court
on federal charges. M. Nazario reported that her donestic
situation was aggravated by her use of Wllians’ credit card to
buy some clothing froma catal ogue. She cl ai med he gave her
perm ssi on; he accused her of using his card w thout perm ssion
and of fraudulently using his last name on the order. In
Novenber of 1998, WIllians went so far as to file a conplaint
with the Virgin Islands Attorney General’s Ofice alleging that
Ms. Nazario had purchased things on his credit card without his
perm ssion. He suspected Ms. Nazario was |etting another nman use
his card and wanted to confirmhis name. Mich of this is
corroborated by WIllians’ statenents at a hearing before the
Territorial Court on Decenber 18, 1998. It appears that the case
was closed after the investigator and the Assistant Attorney
General becane convinced that WIllians was using the
i nvestigation as a bargaining chip in the on-going donestic

di spute. According to a nenorandumto the Attorney GCeneral
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witten by the Assistant Attorney CGeneral assigned to the case,
WIllians again resorted to attenpting to use his job as a police
officer to influence another, telling the Assistant Attorney
Ceneral that the investigation should be continued as a favor to
Wl 1lians because he was a police officer.

The dispute over the credit card still did not end. M.
Nazario told the FBI that in very early Decenber 1998, WIIians
call ed her at work and accused her of m splacing his beeper and
of fraudulently using his credit card. He becane very angry and
told her that "I will take care of you when | get hone." M.
Nazari o becanme fearful and reported this incident and others to a
representative of the VictimAdvocate Program Despite being
advi sed by the representative not to return to the honme, M.
Nazari o neverthel ess went honme where she was confronted by the
defendant. According to the FBI agent’s affidavit and testinony
at the first detention hearing, WIIlians took one of his two
d ock sem -automati ¢ weapons out of the closet in his bedroom
put it to Ms. Nazario's head, and said, "lI’'mgoing to bl ow your
brains out."” She said he then pulled the gun from her head and

| aughed, saying, "I’mgoing to show you what it’s all about
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you re dead." (See FBI Aff. at 4-5; Detention H'g Tr. of Feb.
9, 1999, at 7.)3

Ms. Nazario fled M. WIIlianms’ house, |eaving the children
behind. After spending that night in the car, she contacted the
Victi m Advocate representative and filed a donestic viol ence
conplaint in the Territorial Court for a permanent restraining
order. (See Def.’s Sent. Mem Ex. 11.) She renmined at a
saf enouse from Decenber 3 until Decenber 18, 1998, when she noved
in with her parents. On Decenber 8'", the defendant filed his
own domestic violence conplaint agai nst Ms. Nazari o, accusing her
of credit card fraud, and of verbally and physically assaulting
himin front of their children, in response to which he
"“continued to use total restraint by wal king away and | eavi ng our
househol d to avoid any type of confrontation.” M. WIlianms al so
accused her of taking out her frustrations on himand the

children because of "an outside relationship,” and of abandoni ng

8 Def endant’ s counsel and Ms. Nazario have challenged this claim
that M. WIllians put the gun to Ms. Nazario's head, relying in part on Ms.
Nazario's statement to the Territorial Court that he raised his hand to her
head, and not a gun. The full quote fromher statenent fromthe Territoria
Court transcript of Decenber 18, 1998, foll ows:

I know M. WIlians have pulled a gun on ne before, Sir, and | was

very frightened and | was fearing for ny life. | went hone and
when | went hone, he was very angry, he took his hand and he put
it towards nmy head and he said, you see this, | going to kill you.
| becane very afraid for nmy life. | took up ny bag and ny keys
and | left.

(Nazario v. WIllianms, DV 423/1998, H'g Tr. Dec. 18, 1998, at 7 (Terr. C.).)
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their four mnor children. He too sought a restraining order.
(See Def.’s Sent. Mem Ex. 13.)

At the conclusion of the hearing on these reciprocal
donestic viol ence conplaints on Decenber 18, 1998, the
Territorial Court found that each had subjected the other to
"acts of donestic violence" and that they woul d both be
"restrai ned from abusing each other verbally or physically," and
that WIllians would have to turn in his personal weapon to the
Commi ssi oner of Public Safety, though he could keep the VIPD
i ssued weapon. (See Def.’s Sent. Mem Ex. 14.) 1In the witten
Per manent Restraining Order issued on January 15, 1999, however,
the court permanently enjoined, restrained and prohibited only
lan E. Wllians, Jr., from"harassing, nolesting, verbally or
physi cal |y abusing, assaulting, or intimdating [Brendaly
Nazari o] or subjecting her to any form of donestic violence."
The order provided to ne by the defense does not contain a
reci procal order restraining Ms. Nazario. (See id. Ex. 18.)

Al t hough defense counsel clains that her client imediately
surrendered his personal weapon to the VIPD on Decenber 18",
(see id. at 9), the evidence supporting that conclusion is far
fromclear. The docunent offered by defense counsel to support
WIllians' claimonly shows that Police Chief Jose Garcia

surrendered WIllianms' weapon, on WIlianms' behalf, on February 5,
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1999, the date WIlians was arrested, (see id. Ex. 16), al nost
two nmonths after the Territorial Court's order. The testinony of
Oficer Elroy Rayno at the first detention hearing held on
February 9'", in response to previous defense counsel’s questions
that the defendant did not have any police-issue firearns does
support WIlIlians' contention:
Q Do you know whether O ficer Wllians still has
his police-issued firearns?
A.  No, he doesn't have it.
Q Wien were they taken from himor how did they
end up? Were are they?
A. One was turned in to the training acadeny, to

the Chief's Ofice, when the first restraining order

was, ah, when they went to court. And the other one

was turned in to the captain of the Zone A Command, by

nme.

Q So he has no firearns?

A. No, sir.
(Detention H'g Tr. of Feb. 9, 1999, at 28-29.) But again,
O ficer Raynp's testinony does not resolve the confusion because
FBI agents found two 9mm d ocks at WIlIlians' hone on February 5'"
whil e executing a search warrant. (See Return of Warrant (Docket
No. 9).)

While WIlianms' conpliance with the Territorial Court's
order directing himto surrender his firearns is in doubt,
WIllians' clearly violated the court's order by maki ng harassing
t el ephone calls to the residence of Ms. Nazario. During those
calls, M. Wllians told Ms. Nazario to drop the restraining

order and he would not file charges against her for credit card
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fraud. He told her that he had the right connections to insure
that she woul d be charged with fraud, once again using his
position as a police officer to intimdate Ms. Nazario. From
January 14 to January 16, 1999, Ms. Nazario tape recorded

nurmer ous t hreateni ng phone calls nmade to her by Wllians.* (See
FBI Aff. at 6-7.) To make these recordings, Ms. Nazario held a
m cro cassette recorder up to the phone, according to the
testimony of her nother at the suppression hearing. (See
Suppression Tr. at 31.)

At some point in January, 1999, Ms. Nazario hired Stephen
Brusch to represent her. On January 28 or 29, 1999, Attorney
Brusch assisted Nazario in filing a witten report and conpl ai nt
against Wllians with Internal Affairs, the VIPD unit which
i nvestigates conpl aints agai nst police officers. (See FBI Aff.
at 7.) On January 29'", they nmet with FBI Special Agent Robert
CGeeslin and related the history of the violence and abuse,
including the threats on Decenber 2" referred to above. They
al so turned over the tapes of WIllianms' threatening phone calls
whi ch Ms. Nazario recorded at her nother’s hone between January

14" and 16'", sone with the help of her nother, Virginia Nazario.

4 Interestingly, in two of these calls, the defendant referred to
his guns. |In one he says, "I already got ny gun back, | already got ny gun
back." In the other he says, "Now | ook at this here, you got restraining

order and | got two guns, you know and everything, so what? What you got now,
what you got?" (See Appendix at 5 & 9 (Call Nos. 5 & 9).)
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In the evening of January 29'", after she got honme from

giving the first tape of recorded calls fromthe defendant to the

FBI, Ms. Nazario recorded another series of calls fromWIIians.

The content of the recordings clearly identify Wllians as the

caller, and, nost inportantly, show that he used his position and

i nfluence as a police officer to discover that Ms. Nazario had

retained an attorney and that attorney's identity, and that she

and her attorney had gone to Internal Affairs and/or the FBI

WIllianms threatened to kill her:

Bitch, You're going to see what happens to you

noﬁ/for thls f**k you did today.

VWhat is Stephen Brush now? You're dead.

like..you' re going to pay for that? Go on and tell ne
what you tell that f**k too. You' re dead nother
f**ker. You hear what | say? You're dead. | pronm se
you at this time. Tape this, play it over, you're

dead.

And anot her call:

Uh huh, you taping it. Tape it, and do what you have

to do. Wen | get you, and | get you..
you, you're dead. You hear what | tel

nmy hands on

you? Tape this

now girl. This paper... | don't give a f**k about this

job, I don't give a f**k about nothin.

l’mgoing to

kill you. 1'mgoing to kill you nudderskunt now, OK?
You hearing ne? Loud and clear. You think it’s a
j oke, you’'re dead and nothing wll happen to ne.

Not hing wi Il happen to ne.

Wllians then called back and whi spered: "Hello. You dead not her

f**ker. You hear me? You' re dead. OK? You dead. You don't

know who the f**k you're dealing with. You Il be taken out."

Both Ms. Nazario and her nother told the FB

that the mal e voi ce
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on the tapes is that of lan Wllians, Jr. (See FBI Aff. at 4-5;
Suppression Tr. at 39, 41-42 (Test. of FBI Agent Jon Wis).) The

FBI transcript of all the tape-recorded calls is attached as the

Appendi x.

[11. PROCEDURAL HI STORY

Based on the events descri bed above, the FBI filed a
crimnal conplaint in this Court charging M. Wllianms with
depriving Ms. Nazario of her federal civil rights and of
assaulting her with a deadly weapon. (FBI Aff. at 1.) On
February 5, 1999, the magi strate judge issued arrest and search
warrants for M. WIllianms and his hone. Agents executed both
warrants the sane day. The United States Attorney filed an
information charging Wllians with the same two counts, depriving
Ms. Nazario of her civil rights and assaulting her with a deadly
weapon. |In March of 1999, the grand jury returned an indictnent
charging M. WIllianms with three counts, nanely: Count I, the
federal witness tanpering charge that from January 14-29, 1999,
Wllianms "did intentionally harass Brendaly Nazario and thereby
hi ndered, del ayed, prevented and di ssuaded her fromreporting to
a |l aw enforcenent officer the possible comm ssion of a federal

offense, to wit, the deprivation of Nazario's rights under col or
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of law, "® Count IIl, assault in the third degree, nanely, that on
Decenber 2, 1998, M. WIllianms "did unlawful |y assault anot her
person, to wit Brendaly Nazario, with a deadly weapon by pl acing
a handgun to her head," a violation of Virgin Islands |aw® and
Count 111, the territorial wtness tanpering charge that on
January 29, 1999, WIllianms "did use threats and intimdation
agai nst Brendaly Nazari o, who had provided information to | aw
enf orcenent personnel at the Virgin Islands Police Departnent
responsi bl e for investigating offenses that [WIllians] commtted
a felony; to wit, the assault of Brendaly Nazario on or about
Decenber 2, 1998."7

After several detention hearings and M. WIIlians' eventual
rel ease pending trial in April, 1999, the magi strate judge
scheduled this matter for trial in early Septenber of 1999. Plea
negoti ati ons began between the governnment and the defense at a
heari ng on the defendant's notion to suppress held the week
before trial. It becanme clear that an inportant elenent, if not
the nost inportant elenment, to a successful plea bargain would be
whet her or not M. WIlianms would be afforded the opportunity to

argue for a lenient sentence of probation and the |ater

5 See 18 U.S.C. § 1512(c)(2).
6 See V.1. CoE ANN. tit. 14, § 297(2).

7 See 14 V.1.C. § 1510(a)(2).
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expungenent of his felony conviction. See 5 V.I.C. 8 3711. This
sentence woul d enabl e the defendant to achi eve his goal of
enabling himto retain his job as a police officer or allow him
to resume his job as a | aw enforcenent officer at a later tine.
(See Side Bar, Suppression Tr. at 64-70.)

On Septenber 20, 1999, after the jury had been selected, the

government renewed its offer to allow M. WIllianms to plea to

either of the local charges, Counts Il or IIl. M. WIIlians at
first pled guilty to Count Il, assault with a deadly weapon.?®
8 | reproduce the plea colloquy in sonme detail
THE COURT: |1'mgoing to ask the Assistant U. S. Attorney,

M. Gomez, to put on the record, please, the facts that the
Governnent would be able to present at trial which would establish
M. WIllianms's guilt beyond a reasonabl e doubt.

| ask you to listen, M. WIllians, carefully to what M.

Gonez says, because this is what you'll be adnmitting to, that you
are guilty of doing when you enter your plea of guilty. M.
Gonez?

M5. FERRON: One nonent, please, your Honor. (Defendant and
counsel conferring)

THE COURT: All right. Sir.

MR, GOMEZ: Your Honor, if this natter were to proceed to
trial the government would show, ably, that the defendant |an
Wl lianms, a nenber of the Virgin Islands Police Department,
consistent with a | ongstanding pattern of abuse towards his common
law wi fe, Brendaly Nazario, a |ongstanding [sic] which included at
one time stabbing her, at one time choking her, and other acts of
physi cal abuse, did on or about Decenber 2nd, 1998, retrieved one
of his weapons, a handgun, a black handgun, and put it to Mss
Nazario's head and told her that he woul d bl ow her brains out.

The evi dence woul d show that the defendant went to his room
and, the tinme when he pulled the gun from her head, he laughed and
said "I'"'mgoing to show you what it it's all about, you're dead."
Thereby causing M ss Nazario at the next opportunity she had to
flee fromthe home and take residence in a safe house since that
tinme.

THE COURT: All right. The Court finds that there is
factual basis to accept the defendant's plea of guilty to Count 2.
M. WIlians, do you understand everything that |'ve discussed
with you here today?
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Before the jury panel was rel eased, however, | pointed out to the
def ense and prosecution that the | ocal sentencing provision for
probati on and expungenent of the record, 5 V.I.C § 3711

excl uded the offense of assault with a deadly weapon. Since
section 3711 woul d enconpass the other |ocal charge, however,
allowed M. WIllians to withdraw his plea to assault and he then
pled guilty to Count |11, tanmpering with the witness Brendaly

Nazario in violation of 14 V.I.C § 1510(a)(2).° This matter is

THE DEFENDANT: Yes, your Honor.

THE COURT: |'mgoing now to read Count 2 of the indictnent.
Listen carefully because at the end I will ask you how you pl ead,
and you nust then either respond orally, guilty or not guilty.

The United States of Anerica versus lan E. WIllians, Jr.,
Crimnal nunber 99-25, the Gand Jury charges that, Count 2, on or
about December 2, 1998, at &. Thomas in the District of the
Virgin Islands, the defendant lan E. Wllians, Jr. did unlawfully
assault another person, to wt, Brendaly Nazario, with a deadly
weapon by placing a handgun to her head in violation of Title 14,
Virgin |Islands Code, Section 297(2).

M. WIIlianms, how do you pl ead?

THE DEFENDANT: Guilty.

THE COURT: Al right. The Court finds that the defendant
is conpetent, and that after being fully advised of his rights has
knowi ngly and voluntarily entered a plea of guilty to the crime of
assault with a deadly weapon in Count 2 of the indictnent.

(Change of Plea H'g, Sept. 20, 1999, Tr. ["Plea Tr."] at 11-14.)
9 The col | oquy was as foll ows:
THE COURT: Now | recognize how inportant, | think fromthe
di scussions |last week, it isto you, M. WIllians, and you're still
under oath, that the Court have the opportunity to consider 3711(c),
which is probation without conviction. That's very inportant to you, is
that right?
THE DEFENDANT: Yes, your Honor.
THE COURT: So I'mgoing toread it to you as foll ows:
Title 5, Section 3711(c)(1). [read from statute]

.o Now, | don't want to be unfair and m slead, or think that
the defendant is being msled, that that is an option. | | ooked
at it, when | sawit, first of all, and naybe you and Attorney

Gomez know sonething | don't know, but it seenms to ne that there's
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now before ne to sentence M. WIllianms on his plea of guilty to

t hat char ge.

V. TH'S MATTER I S PROPERLY BEFORE THE DI STRI CT COURT OF THE
VI RG N | SLANDS

As much as it has offended the defendant and his supporters,
this case is properly in the district court. \Were a person,
even a police officer, conmts acts which violate the crimnal
| aws of both the Virgin Islands and the United States, the United
States Attorney has full authority to prosecute both the | ocal
and federal charges in the District Court of the Virgin Islands.
As | have said nore than once, | do not relish dealing with this

case, but it was properly filed in this Court as a charge of

a very strong possibility that a plea to Count 2 would not all ow
3711(c) treatnent. So you want to sit down and speak to your
client for a nonent?

(Def endant and counsel conferring)

MS5. FERRON:. Your Honor, we thank the Court for bringing
this matter to our attention and we had di scussed previously, ny
client and defendant, pleading to Count 3 of indictnent. And |'ve
di scussed it with himand also with the U S. Attorney, M. Gonez.
And there would be no problemif we were to have himplead guilty
to Count 3 as opposed to Count 2 in order to make it possible that
he woul d be eligible for 3711(c) treatnent.

THE COURT: Well, that's what | thought was in your m nd.

So come ahead up. So M. WIIians.

THE DEFENDANT: Yes, your Honor

THE COURT: | don't want to go over everything we went over
before, unless you believe it's necessary. Because it's basically
the same proceedi ng except to reiterate that you understand that
you have certain rights and that you'll be waiving themby
pl eadi ng guilty.

So |l will allowthe record to reflect that you are
wi t hdrawi ng your plea of guilty to Count 2, and the record will so
reflect.

(Plea Tr. at 17-18.)
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federal w tness tanpering, acconpanied by two |ocal charges, and
there was and is no legal basis for me to dismss the indictnent
nmerely because M. WIlianms, Ms. Nazario, the Police Benevol ent
Associ ation, or even |, would rather it be tried by the equally
conpetent judges of the Territorial Court.! The federa
prosecutor retains authority over the | ocal charges even where,
as here, the defendant pleads guilty to a territorial charge and

any federal charges are subsequently dism ssed. !

10 | tip my hat to the judges of the Territorial Court who face these
very difficult and enotion-laden decisions day in and day out.

1 This remant of local Virgin Islands crimnal jurisdiction nmust be
retained in the district court because of the Suprene Court's interpretation
of the double jeopardy clause as applied to territories of the United States.
Al t hough the doubl e jeopardy clause of the Fifth Amendnent guarantees that no
person shall "be twice put in jeopardy of punishnment," a State of the Union
and the United States are each separate sovereigns with separate crimnal |aws
whi ch often cover the very sane conduct. Thus, one who conmits a crimnal act
in a State of the Union may offend that State’'s criminal |aws and federa
crimnal law, and both the lhited States and the State may prosecute and
puni sh that act. This rule of law, known as the "dual sovereign doctrine,"”
does not apply to crimnal prosecutions in the Virgin Islands, even though
Congress has applied the double jeopardy clause to the Territory of the Virgin
I sl ands by section 3 of the Revised Organic Act. See 48 U S.C. § 1561. This
is because the governnent of the Virgin Islands is a creation of the federa
Congress under Article IV of the Constitution and does not have the inherent
soverei gn power of a State of the Union. Wile | personally believe that the
rule is outdated and insulting to the government and people of the Virgin
Islands, the rule of law requires that | follow the current Supreme Court
doctrine that the United States is the only sovereign in the Virgin Islands.
Thus, the United States Attorney for the Virgin Islands nust prosecute any
| ocal offenses which arise out of the same acts as the federal offenses. See
United States v. Weeler, 435 U S. 313, 321 (1978)(territorial government acts
as an agency of the federal government in prosecuting locally enacted
of fenses); United States v. Sanchez, 992 F.2d 1143, 1150 (11'M Cir. 1993)
(source of prosecutorial authority for both the courts of territory and
federal district court is Congress), nodified, 3 F.3d 366 (11'" GCir. 1993);
Governnent of the Virgin Islands v. Brathwaite, 782 F.2d 399, 406 (3¢ Cr.
1986) (in certain circunstances, "the Virgin Islands and the federal governnent
are consi dered one sovereignty"). But see Harris v. Boreham 233 F.2d 110,
113-14 (3¢ Cir. 1956) (Congress nmay create a governnent for the Virgin Islands
with an autonony sinilar to that of a State, including attributes of
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Al t hough the viol ence between M. WIIlianms and Ms. Nazario
may have been going on for a decade, in early 1999, lan WIIians,
Jr., decided to raise the degree of violence to a | evel beyond
the scope of the donestic violence |aws of the Virgin Islands.
Specifically, by telephoning Ms. Nazario and threatening to kil
her or to otherw se use his position as a police officer to cause
harmto her and her nother unless she dropped her conpl aint
against him M. WIllians violated federal |aw. The evidence of
the tape recordings of M. WIlians' phone calls to Ms. Nazario
as presented to this Court during the course of these proceedings
supports the federal charge that he intentionally harassed
Brendal y Nazari o and thereby hindered, del ayed, prevented or
di ssuaded her fromreporting to authorities the possible
comm ssion of the federal offense of depriving Nazario of her
rights using his position as a | aw enforcenent officer. M.

Wl lians thereby subjected hinself to prosecution by the United
States for both the federal and territorial crines with which he

was eventual |y charged.

sovereignty, e.g., the laws enacted by the legislature of the Virgin Islands
are territorial laws and not laws of the United States.); Jackson v. West
Indian Co., 944 F. Supp. 423, 428 (D.V.I. 1996) ("The Virgin Islands is nore
anal ogous to a state governnent than to an appendage of the federa
governnent.").



United States v. WIIlians
Crim No. 1999-025

Sent enci ng Menorandum
Page 20



United States v. WIIlians
Crim No. 1999-025

Sent enci ng Menorandum
Page 21

V. THE APPROPRI ATE SENTENCE
| amcertain that the sentence |I inpose on M. WIIlians

today will not entirely please anyone. Judging fromeditorials
and letters to the editor fromwonen s advocacy groups, sone wl|
contend that the sentence should have been nmuch nore harsh. To
ot hers, the sentence will seemtoo severe. | have reviewed the
entire file and made every effort to take into consideration the
conpeting interests involved and the interests of justice to al
concerned. My goal is to fashion a punishment that is suitable
to the crine and, at the sane tine, assists M. WIlIlianms, M.
Nazari o, and, nost inportantly, their children, to break free
fromthe vicious cycle of violence in which they have lived for
t he past ten years.

| am m ndful of the inpact this sentence will have on those
close to M. Wllianms, primarily Ms. Nazario and the couple's
five children. As has becone evident through the course of these
proceedi ngs, Ms. Nazario is alnost entirely if not conpletely
dependent on M. WIllians for her support, both financially and
enotionally. During the hearing before ne on the defendant’s
notion to suppress on Septenber 14, 1999, Ms. Nazario showed j ust
how very dependent she is on M. WIIlians, despite his physical
and psychol ogi cal abuse of her. She denied that she had told the

FBI anything, denied that she had nmade any tapes or been present
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when they were nade, denied that she turned themover to the FBI
deni ed even that she had given themto her attorney or that she
knew who gave themto him and denied that either M. WIIlians’
or her voice was on the tapes. She said it was all the doing of
her attorney, Stephen Brusch, although she did acknow edge t hat
she was present when she and Attorney Brusch net with FBI Agent

Geeslin and he received the tapes.!?

12 [llustrative excerpts from M. Nazario’'s testinony follow

THE W TNESS: Your Honor, | would like to ask you to allow
me the time to say sonething.

THE COURT: Al right, go ahead.

THE WTNESS: | would like the record to state that | was
not the one that cane to the FBI and brought any tapes. M
attorney is the one that nade contact with the FBI. | never knew
the FBlI coul d have gotten involved with any donestic viol ence
case.

Nunber one, M. lan WIllians is the father of nmy five mnor
kids. The life that | have lived for nine nonths have not been a
life that anyone could i mgine. W have suffered. M kids are
devastated. M kids go sleep crying, asking for their father, for
their famly. This is not right.

And in ny two letters that | have stated to the Court, ny
intent in this matter, nobody has ever listened, nobody that was
supposed to be ny supporters are now nowhere around to be found.
As | have expressed to my counsel, Attorney Steven Brusch since
March of 1999, my intent, ny concerns about this matter and where
this matter was headi ng to, nine nonths now down the |ine, where
are we at?

M. WIlliams has committed no federal offense. He has much
| ess intimdated me.

THE COURT: Well, let ne seeif | understand, M ss Nazario.
You do recall speaking, | think you said, to Agent GCeeslin?
THE WTNESS: | was -- it was in the presence of Attorney

Steven Brusch, and | was not the one that was speaking. Attorney
Brusch was the one that nade all the, whatever coments were made.
And what ever statements were nade, it's Attorney Brusch that
spoke. | didn't have anything to say.

THE COURT: But | guess | misunderstood. | thought that you
said it was by tel ephone with Geeslin. But this was actually a
meeting with himand Attorney Brusch?

THE W TNESS: Attorney Brusch spoke to Bob Geeslin wthout
my consent, first of all. Wen Attorney Brusch contacted ne,
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Whi |l e her nother, Virginia Nazario, did not, nore |ikely would

not, identify the male voice on the tapes, she did say that it

Attorney Brusch had al ready spoken to Bob Geeslin, and all | knew
is that this case was in the U S. Attorney's Ofice.

THE COURT: You didn't answer ny question. Did you have a
nmeeting face to face, you and M. Ceeslin, Agent Ceeslin?

THE W TNESS: Yes, we did.

THE COURT: All right.

THE WTNESS: And with Attorney Brusch present.

THE COURT: Al right.

BY MR GOVEZ:

Q At that meeting, Mss Nazario, you gave Agent Geeslin
sone tapes?

A. No, | did not.

BY MR, GOVEZ:

. Did . . . you nake tape recordi ngs of conversations you
had with lan WIlians?

A No, | didn't.

Q Did you nmake a tape recordi ng on or about January 29 h,
1999, of a conversation that you had with lan WIlIlians?

A, No.

Q Did you record your voice on a tape recorder, and say
the followi ng words on January 29th, 1999: "January 29th, 1999,
as of 10:00 p.m"?

A No, | didn't.

[ BY MR GOVEZ: ]
Q D d you tape that conversation, M ss Nazario?
A. No, | did not.

Q Did you have a conversation with Agent Ceeslin, where
you told himthat the two voices in that conversation were yours
and lan WIlians?

A No, | didn't.

THE COURT: Were you present when that was taped?
THE WTNESS: No, | wasn't.

BY MR GOVEZ:

Q Mss Nazario, the tape that you just heard, did you give
that tape to Stephen Brusch?

A. No, | did not.

Q You nentioned earlier that Stephen Brusch gave tapes to

the FBI; is that correct?
A Yes, | did.
Q \Were did he get those tapes fronf
A. | don't know.
Q Did you give himthose tapes?
A No, | didn't.

(Suppression Tr. at 94-105.)
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was her daughter’s voice on the recordings. She also testified
that WIlianms nmade harassing phone calls to Brendaly while she
was staying with her after Decenber of 1998, and that she had
seen brui ses on her daughter inflicted by the defendant and, on
cross-exan nation, that she had seen Wllianms hit her daughter on
one occasion. (See Suppression Tr. at 22.)

Ms. Nazario's efforts to change her story when called to
testify in court provide a textbook exanple of the "battered
worman syndrone" identified by experts in the field.*® Donestic
viol ence is described as

a pattern of coercive, violent, and controlling

behavi ors whi ch occurs between people who have, or have

had, a relationship with one another. It includes

physi cal , sexual, econom c, psychol ogi cal and enotiona

abuse. It often escalates in frequency and severity

over tinme. . . . The goal of the abuse is for one

person to achieve and nmintain power and control over

the other(s).

(See Expert Report at 1.) Frominterviews with Agent Ceeslin and
others involved with Ms. Nazario, as well as docunments filed in

this Court and in the Territorial Court and Ms. Nazario' s letters
asking that the case be dism ssed, "M ss Nazari o does appear in a

manner consistent with donestic violence." (See id. at 5.)

I ndeed, Ms. Nazario's letters of May 27 and August 18, 1999, (see

13 | am assisted by the report froman expert in donestic violence
agai nst worren filed in this case. See Gov't's Notice of Filing of Expert
Report, with report of expert Karla M Digirolanp attached (filed Sept. 17,
1999) ["Expert Report"].
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Def.” s Notice of Oopp’'n, Exs. A & B), confirmfor the expert
"[ Nazari o's] experience as a victimof abuse by M. WIIlians"

t hrough her reference to his "'self-control' problens and the

fact that his behavior stens from'generations before, (see

Expert Report at 5). M. Nazario further

i ndicates that her desire is to maintain her famly and
to get help for M. Wllians. This is a very common
reaction anong battered wonen; they routinely state
that their greatest desire is to maintain the

rel ati onship without the violence. Mny battered wonen
al so recant or backpedal on the initial conplaints
because they fear that cooperation with the crimnal
justice proceeding wll further endanger them they may
recant in an effort to prove to the abuser that they
are loyal to themand in the hope of reducing the
danger that such a "betrayal" may create for them

(See id.)*
Finally, the expert report concludes with this:

In assessing the credibility of allegations of abuse
that have been recanted it is inportant to assess

whet her there woul d have been any benefit from making
an original false allegation. There is little to

I ndi cate that M ss Nazari o woul d have benefited in any
way from nmaking fal se all egations of abuse. On the
contrary, it is clear that there may be very sound
reasons for her to now recant, nost inportantly rel ated
to her continuing safety and her comritnent to nmaintain
her fam |y and her children’s relationship with their
father. She may al so continue to hold out sone ray of
hope that he wll in fact change, that the viol ence

14 Ms. Nazario's insistence in her August 18" |etter that she is not
presenting "an enotional or dramatic reaction of a woman suffering from
"BATTERED WOMAN SYNDROME, " is another indication that she is in fact a
battered wonman. The expert observes that this "is a commpn reacti on anong
battered wonen who may recogni ze that they have experienced viol ence and ot her
forns of abuse but who resist |abeling thensel ves as battered wonen or as
suffering fromthe battered wonen syndronme." (See Expert Report at 5.)
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will end and she will have the nonviol ent hone that she
wants for herself and her children.

(See id. at 6.)

In her letters to me, and el sewhere, Ms. Nazario has
acknow edged that she needs counseling. | strongly recomrend
that she seek counseling and that those around her make every
effort to support her in this regard. Finally, although M.
Nazario may now think she regrets her actions, | comrend her for
finding the courage to cone forward when she did and to seek
help. | sincerely hope that she once again can find the strength
to realize that she does not deserve to be abused as she has been
by M. WIIians.

My overriding objective here is to end the cycle of violence
bet ween these two individuals, M. WIllians and Ms. Nazario, so
that the couple's children do not fall prey to the sane fate. As
was reveal ed at a detention hearing, it appears that M. WIIlians
grew up in a famly where abuse was present. |In fact, the
Territorial Court issued a tenporary restraining against M.
WIllians' father enjoining himfrom"threateni ng harassing,
nmol esting or interfering with" M. WIllianms' nother. (Tenporary
Restrai ning Order, Fam No. D151/1988 (Terr. C. Aug. 12, 1988).)
Li ke the defendant throughout these proceedings until today, his
father al so denies that he ever abused the defendant’s nother.

(See Detention H'g Tr. of Feb. 26, 1999, at 22.) She too would
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rat her forget about the abuse, but nevertheless verified the

trut hful ness of her conplaint for donestic violence against |an
Wlliams, Sr. (See id. at 29-31.) Wiile the defendant’s

upbri ngi ng cannot excuse his behavior in the slightest, it does
per haps offer an explanation for what is otherw se

i nconpr ehensi bl e behavior. M. Nazario's hone |ife does not seem
to have been ideal either. Although there has been no indication
of physical abuse, her famly's reaction to her having children
with M. WIlianms does not indicate a supportive or |oving

envi ronment .

Wiile M. WIlliams and Ms. Nazario are adults and
responsi ble for their actions, their five children are subject to
the whins and nercies of their parents and their surroundi ngs.
The role | can play in helping to end the violence in this
relationship is to require M. WIllianms to seek hel p and provide
Ms. Nazario the tinme and distance fromM. WIllianms to get
treatnment herself. Those involved in this situation, M.
WIllians, Ms. Nazario, and their respective famlies, should do
everything in their power to make sure that these children do not
grow up to be abusers or victins of abuse thensel ves.

Wiile | amgreatly concerned about the welfare of M.
Nazario and the children, ny primary focus nust be and is M.

Wl lianms' conduct. To dispel any doubt about the serious nature
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of the crinme to which M. WIllians pled guilty, the followng is
the transcript of M. WIllians' plea:

THE COURT: Al right. Now I'mgoing to ask
Attorney CGonmez if he would -- first of all, before we
even get to that, |I want to nmake sure, since we're
tal king about a different crime, that you understand
that the maxi mum penalty for what is alleged in Count 3
is aviolation of Title 14, Section 1510(a)(2), and the
maxi mum puni shnent for that would be a fine of no nore
t han $2, 000 or inprisonment of not nore than ten years,

or bot h.
Do you understand that's what the maxi num penalty
can be?

THE DEFENDANT: Yes, your Honor.

THE COURT: So I'mgoing to ask the Assistant U S
Attorney, M. CGonez, to please place on the record the
facts that the Governnment would be able to present at
trial which would establish the defendant's guilt
beyond a reasonabl e doubt of Count 3.

And again, M. WIllians, please |isten very
carefully to what M. CGomez says because that's what
you'll be admtting by pleading guilty to Count 3.

MR. GOMEZ: Your Honor, there are a nunber of
things that the Governnment woul d have proved if this
had gone to trial. W can, there's sone information
that we believe we woul d have proven, we can use a tape
and play it or we can submt the transcript if the
Court is so inclined, which the Governnent is willing
to represent, which is what is on those tapes is what
t he Governnent woul d have put forward at trial

THE COURT: Al right. Let ne ask M. WIIians.
You have read the transcript of the, of what's on the
tape or have you listened to the tapes, so it's not
necessary for us to play then? W can play them

THE DEFENDANT: Yes.

THE COURT: Yes, you have?

THE DEFENDANT:  Yes.

THE COURT: Al right. So if the Governnent woul d
submt themas a formal manner, | think they have been,
| don't think they were ever admtted. They may have
been marked but | don't think they were ever admtted.

MR GOMEZ: We would like to submt a copy, |
believe we've already provided a transcript to the
Court of what is on those tapes.
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Your Honor, the Governnent would, if this matter
had gone to trial, the Governnent woul d have proven
that the voice on that tape was indeed the voice of |an
WIllianms. The Government would al so prove -- the nale
voi ce, rather, on that tape was lan WIllianms. The
Governnment woul d prove that, again, consistent wth a
| ongst andi ng pattern of abusive conduct towards
Brendaly Nazario, that the defendant lan WIlians, a
nmenber of the Virgin |Islands Police Departnent did
specifically fromJanuary 14th through January 29th,
continued in a pattern of making harassing and
t hreat eni ng phone calls to Brendaly Nazario, the |ast
of which was the recording of January 29th 1999.

The Governnent woul d show that on that date, that
on January 29th 1999, Brendaly Nazario did go to the
Internal Affairs to | odge a conplaint and in fact did
file a conplaint against M. lan WIIlians.

THE COURT: M. WIllianms, | want you to |listen.
This is -- okay?

MR, GOVEZ: Subsequently on that same night Mss
Nazari o received a series of phone calls, nost of which
were -- all of which were chilling in nature,

t hreat eni ng, anong other things, to kill her, telling
her that she was dead, suggesting that the caller, who
t he Governnent woul d have proven, was lan WIIiamns,
knew t hat she had been to the police, knew that she --
or rather Internal Affairs -- knew that she had taped
phone calls, knew that she was at Internal Affairs with
St even Brusch

And all of those facts were made clear on the
t aped conversations that Mss Nazario in fact had taped
when lan WIllians called hours after Mss Nazario had
returned fromlinternal Affairs.

The Governnent woul d have proven that at the
January 29th, 1999, a neeting between M ss Nazario and
Internal Affairs individuals, that Mss Nazario had
told Internal Affairs about the assault that had taken
pl ace on or about Novenber 2, 1998. An assault in
which M. WIllianms put a gun to the head of M ss
Nazario and threatened to bl ow her brains out. That
i nformati on was conveyed.

The Governnent woul d al so show that the reason
that M ss Nazario did not report that assault before
was because in fact she had been the victimof ongoing,
| ongst andi ng and serious threatening and harassing



United States v. WIIlians
Crim No. 1999-025

Sent enci ng Menorandum
Page 30

phone calls from January 14th through the | ast one,
whi ch was recorded on January 29th 1999.

(Def endant and counsel conferring)

THE COURT: Are you ready to proceed?

M5. FERRON: | think so, your Honor.

THE COURT: Yes, sir. Are you ready to go?

The Court finds that there is a factual basis, |
think I've already said, to accept the defendant's plea

to Count 3.

'THE COURT: . . . Sol'"'mgoing to read Count 2 to
you of the indictnent, and I want you to |listen
carefully -- 3, excuse ne, Count 3 of the indictnent,

and I want you to listen carefully because at the end
' mgoing to ask you how you plead. And at that tine
you are to say you're not guilty or guilty.

Al right. In the United States of Anerica versus
lan E. Wllianms Jr., Crimnal 99-25, G and Jury charges
on Count 3 that on or about January 29, 1999, at St.
Thomas in the District of the Virgin Islands, the
defendant lan E. Wllianms, Jr., did use threats and
i ntimdation agai nst Brendaly Nazari o, who had provided
information to | aw enforcenment personnel at the Virgin
| sl ands Police Departnment who were responsible for
i nvestigating offenses, that lan EE Wllians Jr.
conmtted a felony, to wit, the assault of Brendaly
Nazari o on Decenber 2, 1998. And that's in violation
of Title 14, Virgin Islands Code Section 1510(a)(2).

M. WIIliams, how do you pl ead?

THE DEFENDANT: Quilty.

THE COURT: Al right. The Court finds that the
defendant is conpetent, and that after having been
fully advised of his rights has know ngly and
voluntarily entered a plea of guilty to the crine of
Count 3.

(Plea Tr. at 17-20 (enphasis added).)

The events recited by the governnent are the cul m nation of
a pattern of violence and intimdation that WIIlianms has enpl oyed
since becomng a Virgin Islands police officer. This pattern is

evident in the facts descri bed herein which show t hat M.
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Wl lians repeatedly used his position as a police officer to

i nfluence or threaten those around him |If there remains any
doubt in anyone's mnd that M. WIIlianms posed a significant
danger to his famly and to our community, the attached
transcript of the tape recordings of his phone calls to M.
Nazario should elimnate the questions. (See Appendix.) The
recordi ngs are shocking and quite frankly, extrenely frightening:

You going to conme up here with a police? | amthe
f**king police

You think that restraining order is going to save

you. . . . Goto court, go to the police station nmake a
report now. | am begging you, girl you are going to
get beat so bad. . . . Now look at this here, you got

restraining order, and I got two guns, you know and
everyt hing, so what? \What you got now, what you got?

You dead bitch. You hear what | say? And record
it good. Let ne see how long the restraining order is
going to help you. ay! What you do them children was
wrong and you are going to pay for it.
(See Transcript of Tel ephone Conversati ons Between lan WI i ans,
Jr. and Brendaly Nazario Jan. 14-16, 1999, at 2, 9, & 10
(attached as Appendi x.)
What is Stephen Brusch now? You're dead. | like .
: you're going to pay for that? Go on and tell ne
what you tell that f**k too. You' re dead nother
f**ker. You hear what | say? You' re dead. | prom se
you this tine. Tape this, play it over, you' re dead.
(Transcri pt of Tel ephone Conversation Between lan Wllians, Jr.
and Brendaly Nazario Jan. 29, 1999, at 1 (attached as Appendix).)

M. WIlianms' words are chilling.
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As a nmenber of the Virgin Islands Police Departnment, M.
WIllians was sworn to uphold the law. Instead of upholding the
| aw, he assuned and acted as if his badge placed hi m above the
| aw and repeatedly abused the power and respect of his position.
In so doing, M. WIlianms has scarred Ms. Nazario and their
children. He also has brought disrespect to the entire Virgin
I sl ands Police Departnent and the vast majority of officers
wi thin the departnent who go to work every day commtted to
enforcing the | aw and abiding by it thenselves. M. WIIlians'
actions also have further eroded the comunity's trust inits
police force. At a tine when this community desperately needs a
police force it can rely on to be a role nodel, especially for
the youth of the Territory, M. WIlians' actions are

destructive.

15 It is my opinion that the conduct of certain nenmbers and officers
of the Police Benevol ent Association ["PBA'] regarding this case al so has
contributed to the public’s I ow opinion of its police force. Their actions
wer e undoubt edly pronpted by an understandabl e, however m splaced, loyalty to
M. WIllianms and a m sconception of their labor union’s role in representing
fellow police officers. These police officers apparently felt so strongly
about, or so threatened by, this case being prosecuted in federal court that
they took the extraordinary action of picketing on the sidewal k bel ow
Magi strate Judge Barnard' s courtroom on Wdnesday, February 24, 1999,
intending to influence the judge to release M. WIllians with placards urging
"Free Wllie." According tothe Daily News of February 24'", the PBA
announced the picketing in advance, asserting that the union had a

constitutional right to assenble and protest: "It is our job to nake sure he
is treated fair, and we must take a stand on this issue, because today it
m ght be him and tomorrow it mght be me." It is a viol ation of federal |aw

to picket outside the district court with the intent to influence a magistrate
judge in the discharge of his duties. See 18 U.S.C. § 1507 (making it a
federal nisdeneanor to picket near a federal courthouse with the intent to

i nfl uence a judge, juror, witness, or court officer in the discharge of her or
his duties); United States v. Carter, 717 F.2d 1216, 1218 (8" Cir. 1983)
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The barbarity of M. WIIlianms' conduct requires that he
serve tine in prison. | have considered and rejected his request
for section 3711(c) treatment of probation w thout conviction and
expungenent of his record. [Inprisonnent al one, however, wll not
hel p hi m break the cycle of violence or assist Ms. Nazario and
their children. This will require M. WIllians’ active
participation in intensive counseling to uncover and uproot the
cause of his abusive behavior and rage. Unfortunately, | have no
confidence that the Virgin Islands Bureau of Corrections can
provi de the needed | evel and quality of intensive therapy. Gven
M. WIllianms’ history of contenpt for the law that he swore to
uphol d and enforce, | would prefer to inpose a substantial prison
termof nore than six nonths. The sentencing provisions of the
Virgin Islands Code constrain nme, however, tolimt M. WIIlians’
time in prison to a maxinumof six nonths if | amto require his
participation in therapy and counseling after he gets out of
prison. | nust split his sentence between period of inprisonment
and supervised probation. See 5 V.1.C § 3711(a) (authorizing

i nposition of up to maxi mum prison sentence plus probation of up

(uphol di ng conviction under statute); see also Cox v. Louisiana, 379 U S. 559
(1965). Rather than respecting and enforcing the | aw, these officers broke
it. Wile it is nmost appropriate for the union and its officers to fight to
i nprove their abysmal working conditions and to push for better pay and
benefits for the dedicated and hardworking police officers in the Territory,
it is entirely another nmatter for the union to interfere with a crimnal
prosecuti on.



United States v. WIIlians
Crim No. 1999-025

Sent enci ng Menorandum
Page 34

to five years, but only if all but first six nonths of
i ncarceration are suspended).

Bal ancing the interests of retribution and rehabilitation, |
will commt M. WIllians to the custody of the Virgin Islands
Bureau of Corrections to be inprisoned for a period of five and
one-half years. | wll suspend the execution of all but the
first six nonths of this termof inprisonnent, and will place the
def endant on supervi sed probation for the maxi num of five years.
One of the conditions of that probation will be that M. WIIlians
actively participate in domestic violence counseling.

Until he cones to grips with his abuse of the nother of his
children, M. WIllianms is not fit to remain a police officer.

Anot her condition of probation thus will be that he seek
alternative enploynment other than the field of | aw enforcenent or
any other job where a firearmwould be a requirenent. By his own
actions, M. WIlians has relinquished the privilege of being a
police officer. He has repeatedly denonstrated that he is not
capabl e of exercising restraint or good judgnent and has chosen
instead to use the instrunents of his power as a police officer,
e.g., his guns, his baton, and his pepper spray, to terrorize and
hum |iate his partner, Ms. Nazario. Based on the facts
presented in this case, the Court finds that M. WIIlians would

pose a threat to our society if heis allowed to return to a | aw
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enforcenent officer position without first learning to contro
hi s anger and his behavior. Wether he nay be able to be a
police officer again in the future is a renote possibility, but
only once he is no longer a batterer.

The sentence | inpose on M. WIlianms places a great deal of
responsibility on M. WIllianms. He has nade a good start today
by admtting for the first tinme in public and to ne that he did
i ndeed nmake the tel ephone calls which Ms. Nazario recorded in
January of 1999. What he chooses to nake of hinself and of the
opportunity provided to himw Il be his decision. M. WIIlians
can opt to waste his tine in prison by brooding over his
predi canent or he can choose to finally and fully accept
responsibility for his actions and to acknow edge the harm he has
caused. If M. WIllians violates any of the terns or
condi tions' of his probation, I will send himback to prison for

the remaining five years of his sentence.

16 The other terns and conditions of M. WIlians’ supervised
probation will be that he
1. support his dependents and neet other famly responsibilities;
2. work regularly at a | awful occupation unless excused by the
probation officer for schooling, training, or other acceptable
reasons;
3. not have contact in person or by use of a tel ephone or other

el ectronic device with Brendaly Nazario except as permitted in a
therapeutic setting and as approved by the Probation Oficer or

the Court;
4. be permitted to have supervised contact with his children; and
5. receive credit for tine already served in jail in this case

I will also reserve the right to nodify the conditions of probation, as
provided in 5 V.I.C. § 3711.
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M. WIlianms says today he is a changed man and accepts
responsibility for what he has done, but virtually every crim nal
has had an epi phany by the tine she or he cones before ne for
sentencing. Only tine and the hard work of introspection by M.
Wl liams through therapy with his counselor will tell whether he

is serious. The choice is his.

VI. CONCLUSI ON

The Court sincerely hopes that M. WIllians conmes to terns
with his actions and finally realizes that he has no one to bl anme
but hinself. He made decisions, he took certain actions. It is
time for lan Ellis WIllianms, Jr., to face the consequences of
t hose acti ons.
ENTERED this 10'" day of My, 2000.

FOR THE COURT:

/s/
Thomas K. Mbore
Judge

ATTEST:
Oinn F. Arnold
C erk of Court

By:

Deputy O erk
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Copi es to:

Hon. G W Barnard
AUSA Curtis Gonez

Cl audette Ferron, Esq.
U S. Probation Ofice
Ms. Jackson

Jul i eann Di mm ck, Esq.
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* Appendix *

FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION

Date of transcription 01/30/00

Following isatransaipt of recorded telephonic convesations beween lan E. Williams and
Brendaly Nazario during January 14-16, 1999:

.W.: lan E. Williams
B.N.: Brenday Nazario

Cal #1

I.W.:

YOU DEAD, OKAY. KEEP RUNNING TO YOUR COUNSELOR, WAIT MAN WAIT, | AM GOING
TO GET YOU FOR WHAT YOU DO MY DAUGHTER THEM, TAKE MY CHILDREN AROUND
ALL KIND OF MAN AND THING, YOU'RE A FUCKING BITCH AND YOUBETTER DON'T COME
AROUND HERE LOOK ING FOR THEM EITHER, CAUSE YOU GOING TO GET WHAT YOU'RE
GOING TO TAKE YOU THINK IT OVER? IT AIN'T GOING TO DONE NOW, IT AIN'T GOING
DONE NOW, UNDERSTAND, IT AIN'T GOING DONE NOW, AND YOU BETTER GET MY
MONEY FOR MY CREDIT CARD THEM TO, IT AIN'T GOING TO DONE NOW, YOU SHOULD
HAVE NEVER DONE WHAT YOU DO TO MY CHILDREN THEM, YOU "DIS' ME LIKETHAT,
YOU "DIS' ME FOR LIFE, I'M GOING TO DEAL WITH YOU.

I.W.:

YEAH, | WANT YOU MAKE THE MISTAKE, RIGHT, WHEN YOU LEAVE OUT OF IN THERE
AND GO ANY PLACE, YOU GOING TO SEE WHAT GOING TO HAPPEN TO YOU, YOU THINK
THIS DONE, BRENDA THISAIN'T DONE, AND YOUHAVE THE NERVE .......

B.N.: YOU HAVE THE NERVE. . . ..

I.W.:

YOU HAVE THE NERVE TO COM E HERE AND THREATENING MY CHILDREN THEM THE
OTHER DAY BECAUSE, THEY HAD NO REASON TO OPEN UP THEIR DAM MOUTH. YOU
KNOW HOW BAD | PRAYING FORYOU, | WANT YOUTO CARRY ME BACK IN COURT,
BECAUSE | AM GOING TO DESTROY YOU, YOU HEAR WHAT I'M SAYING, YOU
THREATENING MY CHILDREN THEM. I'M WAITING FOR YOU, YOU KNOW, | WAITING FOR
YOU. BUT NOW YOU WANT TO COME HERE PLAYING MOTHER, YOU BETTER STAY THE
FUCK AWAY FROM THEM.

Investigation on 01/30/99 at St. Thomas, USVI

File# _ 282A-S3-36011 Datedictated _ 01/30/ 99
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by SA ROBERT C. GEESLIN:rcg

This document contains neither recommendations nor condusions of the FBI. It is the Property of the FBI and is loaned to your agency;
it and its contents are not to be distributed outside your agency.

B.N.:
HEY, | HAVE ASMUCH RIGHT TO THEM ASYOU, OKAY.... I'M GOING TO DEAL WITH
YOU ACCORDINGLY.

I.W.:

YOU AIN'T GOINGTO EVER GET THEM BACK AGAIN, FOR WHAT YOUDONE DO, TRY IT,
TRY IT, YOU CAN'T THING, ISMONEY DONE SPENT ALREADY, YOU CAN'T NEVERGET
THEM AGAIN NOT YOU A WHORE LIKE YOU, A WHORE LIKE YOU, YOU WAIT, YOU
GOING TO SEE WHAT YOU GOING TO GET, YOU GOING TO SEE WHAT YOU GOING TO
GET, YOUWANT TO KNOW WHERE | WENT LAST NIGHT..(LAUGHING). YOU GOING TO
SEE WHAT YOU GOING TO GET. YOU THINK YOU COULD GET THEM?....
(LAUGHING)TOO MUCH MONEY DONE SPENT GIRL, YOU CAN'T GET THEM CHILDREN
THERE, NOT YOU. NOT YOU. NOT YOU.

Call #2
B.N.:HELLO

I.W.:

HEY, YOU GOING TO WAIT MAN, YOUR WHOLE WORLD IS GOING TO FALL APART, YOU
HAVE NOTHING, LOOK AT YOU, WHERE YOUR MAN ISRIGHT NOW? TALK ABOUT
YOUR STINKING PORK SKUNT. A LIL FUCKING PUNK YOU HAD RIDING YOU, WHAT HE
COULD DO FOR YOU, WHAT HE COULD DO FOR YOU NOW, WHAT YOU HAVE?
NOTHING BUT AN OLD PIECE OF FUCKING GREY CAR, AND A STINKING, DIRTY
FUCKING PORK, A BITCH LIKE YOU, WHAT YOUR MAN, WHAT HE COULD DO FOR YOU
NOW, YOUR STUPID MOTHER SKUNT, YOUR OWN FRIEND THEM LAUGHING AT Y OU,
UNFIT MOTHER FUCKER, NOT ONE CHILD YOULOSE, YOU LOSE FOUR YOU CAN'T
BEAT ME, UNDERSTAND, YOU CAN'T BEAT ME. SO, DON'T EVEN TRY, | TRY DOING
YOU A FAVOR, BUT LET'S GO FOR THE GROOVE STONE. AFTER, WHAT YOU DO IN
FRONT OF THEM CHILDREN. WHICH COURT ON ST. THOMASISGOINGTO GIVE YOU
THEM? NOT YOU, NOT A BITCH LIKE YOU. | HAVE YOU RIGHT WHERE | WANT YOU.

Call #3

I.W.:
B.N.: HELLO.

I.W.:
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YOU GOING TO COME UP HERE WITHA POLICE? | AM THE FUCKING POLICE..YOUEVER
HEARD ABOUT CROOKED COP?
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B.N.:  YOU ISANY POLICE?

I.W.:  YOU HEAR ABOUT CROOKED COP? YOUHEAR ABOUT CROOKED COP?
B.N.: | DON'T CARE ABOUT CROOKED COP.

I.W.: GO, NOW.. GO, NOW

B.N.: TALK ALL YOUWANT, TALK ALL YOU WANT.

I.W.: GO NOW .. GO, NOW

B.N.: YOU ARE GOING TO FRIG YOUR OWN SELF.

I.W.:

YOU CAN'T DO NOTHING, NOTHING CAN'T HAPPEN TO ME. YOU HEAR WHAT | AM
TELLINGYOU, YOU HEAR WHAT | AM TELLING YOU, BUT I'M HURTING, WHO LOOK LIKEA
BITCH?

B.N.: | DON'T CARE WHAT | LOOK LIKE.

IW.:  WHO GOT FUCKED.IN FRONT OF THE CHILDREN.

B.N.: | AIN'T DO A DAMN THING, IN FRONT OF NO CHILDREN THEM. YOU COULD SAY
WHAT YOU WANT TO SAY.

I.W.:

THE CHILDREN THEM SEE, EVERYTHING. THE CHILDREN THEM SEE EVERY THING, AND
YOU THREATENING THEM SATURDAY, AND | MADE A POLICE REPORT.

B.N.: | DON'T CARE, WHAT YOU DO OR WHAT YOU SAY!

I.W.: HOW ARE YOU GOING TO COME FOR THEM? HOW ARE YOU GOING TO COME FOR
THEM? LOOK WHERE THE DUDE ISNOW. HE COULD DO ANYTHING FOR YOU BRENDA?
HE COULD DO ANYTHING FOR Y OU?

B.N.: KEEPTALKING, TALK ALL YOU WANT TO TALK, | KNOW BETTER.

.W.: YOU KNOW BETTER?



United States v. WIIlians
Crim No. 1999-025

Sent enci ng Menorandum
Page 42

B.N.: | KNOW BETTER THAN TO ANSWER AN IDIOT LIKE YOU.

lW.:  TOANSWER AN IDIOT LIKE YOU? TOANSWERAN IDIOT LIKE ME?
B.N.: OKAY.

W.: | AM HURTING?

B.N.:

OUT OF ALL PEOPLE, YOU, YOU USING THEM CHILDREN. YOUDON'T HAVE NO USE FOR
THEM. YOU KNOW I HAVEVISITATION RIGHTS FOR THOSE KIDS, AND YOURGOING TO
TELL ME, | MUST LEAVE THE CHILDREN THEM BECAUSE | MIGHT HURT THEM. | AM NOT
LIKEYOU! | AM NOT LIKE YOU!

I.W.:
WHAT YOU DO? WHAT YOU DO, YOU ARE AN UNFIT MOTHER. WHICHMOTHER YOU
KNOW ISGOING TOGO WITH THE BOY FRIEND AND CARRY THEM CHILDREN LIKE THAT.

B.N. :
I AM NOT LIKE YOU, OKAY , 1 AM NOT LIKE YOU, GOD BEWITH YOU. AND DON'T CALL
MY HOUSE BECAUSE EVERY CALL ISBEING TRACED. DONT CALL MY HOUSE.

Call #4
B.N.: HELLO.

I.W.:

ME OF ALL PEOPLE, LET THEM TRACE THEM. YOU KNOW HOW BAD | WANT, LOOK NOW,
YOU KNOW HOW BAD | WANT YOU TO GO TO THE COURT AND DO SOMETHING. | WANT
YOU TODOIT. SO THAT | COULD GET IN THERE, AND I'M BRINGING ALL OF MY
CHILDREN THEM THISTIME. | BRNGING ALL OF THEM, THEY COULD TALK AND THEY
ARE GOING TO TELL THE JUDGE EXACTLY, WHAT IT IS.

B.N.:

AND | HOPE THEY TELL THEM HOW YOU CORRUPT THEIRMIND, AND YOURTELL THEM
THAT THEY MUST NOT CALL ME, THEY MUST NOT CALL ME AND ALL KIND OF
STUPIDNESS FULLINGUP THEIR HEAD.



United States v. WIIlians
Crim No. 1999-025

Sent enci ng Menorandum
Page 43

[.W.

THEY COULD CARRY THE JUDGE, AND THE COUNSELOR THEM EXACTLY WHERE YOU
CARRY THEM. UNDERSTAND? THEY COULD CARRY YOU THERE, BECAUSE THEY
ALREADY CARRY ME THERE, OKAY. | COULD CARRY YOU THERE. YOUCAN'T.....

B.N..  YOU DON'T SEE YOU SICK, YOU AREA SICK MENTAL PATIENT.

I.W.:  YOU CAN'T BEAT ME IN THISHEAR, YOURA NASTY ASS WHORE.
LOOK ATYOU .. ...

B.N.. DO WHAT YOU GOT TO DO! DO WHAT YOU GOT TO DO!

IW.:  WHAT HE COULD DO FOR YOU NOW.

B.N.. DOWHAT YOUGOT TO DO, DO WHAT YOU GOT TO DO! YOU HAVE THE NERVE TO
BE CALLING ME AND BEGGING ME TO DROP, DROP... WHAT YOU THINK | AM GOING TO
DO?

I.\W. | ALREADY GOT MY GUN BACK, | ALREADY GOT MY GUN BACK!!

B.N.: OH, THAT'S GOOD FOR YOQOU.

I.W.:  YOU FUCKING BITCH, YOU CAN'T BEAT ME, YOU DON'T SEE| AM ON TOP OF
THINGS. YOU THINK I NEED YOU? | DON'T NEED YOU.

B.N.: STAY ON TOP OF THINGS.

I.W.:

YOUR NASTY ASS, WITH YOUR STINKING DIRTY PUSSY. HE FUCK YOU AND STILL TALK
ABOUT YOU, AND YOU RUNNING BEHIND HISMOTHER AND HISMOTHER STILL TALK
ABOUT YOU, BRENDA (CONNOR), LORRAINE THEM TALKING ABOUT YOU, EVERY BODY
TALKING ABOUT YOU.

B.N.: | DON'T CARE!

I.W.:

YOU GOING TO FIND OUT WHAT ISGOING TO HAPPEN TO YOU.
YOU GOING TO LOSE THAT SAME FUCKING JOB THERE TO, AND
WHAT YOU GOINGTO DO?
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B.N.: THANKS TO YOU, THANKS TO YOU, FOR YOU CALLING THE JOB. -
THANKSTO YOU, OKAY. THANKSTO- YOU FOR CALLING THE JOB.

I.W.:  YOUHAVE NOTHING NOW, | MAKE YOU AND | AM BREAKING YOU.

B.N..  YOU MAKE ME?

I.W.: YEAH!

B.N.:  YOU MAKE ME? YOU DIDN'T BRING ME INTO THISWORLD.

I.W.:  YEAH! AND | BREAKING YOU, YOU BREA KING DOWN NOW, THOUGH.

B.N.: BREAKING DOWN?

I.W.:  YEAH! YOU BREAKING DOWN.

B.N.:  YOU DON'T SEE | AM FAT AND PLUMP. YOU BETTER WORRY ABOUT YOURSELF.
I.W.:

YOU FAT AND PLUMP? YOUR STINKING PORK MOTHERSKUNT. YOU THINK I'LL KILL
MYSELF FOR YOU, | HAVE WHAT | WANTED FROM YOU, MY CHILDREN THEM. ALL YOU
HAVE FOR ME ISMY CREDIT CARD MONEY.

B.N.: | DON'T HAVE ANYTHING FOR YOU, WORK FOR IT YOURSELF!

I.W.: YEAH! YEAH!

I.W.:

YEAH, HELLO. YOUTHINK THISISA JOKE? RIGHT! YOU SHOULD HAVE NEVER DONE
WHAT YOU DOWITH MY CHILDREN THEM, BRENDA. AND IFIT TAKESMY LAST RED
CENT, YOU GOING TO SUFFER. YOU KNOW WHY? ZAIDA (DAUGHTER) ISA LITTLE GIRL,
YOU ARE HERMOTHER, AND YOU COULD HAVE SHOWN HER BETTER THAN THAT, YOU
UNDERSTAND, YOU COULD HAVE SHOWN HER BETTER THAN THAT. AND YOU WRONG,

AND I'M TELLING YQU, | BEGGING YOU, GOCALL THE POLICE,DO WHAT YOU THINK, I
WANT IT TO GO INTO COURT. THAT'SWHAT | WANT YOU TO DO,
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OKAY! I BEGGING YOU,BECAUSE | AM GOING TO DESTROY YQU IN THERE.

CALL #5
PHONE: RINGING

B.N.. HELLO

I.W.:

YEAH. | WANT YOU TODO ME A FAVORTO, | WANT YOUTO CALL YOUR MS. OPHELIA,
TELL HER, HEROBEARIS NOT STRONG ENOUGH. AND TELL YOURBOYFREND, RIGHT, |
AM GOING TO GET HIM FORTHE ILLEGAL TINT HE HAS ON HIS CAR, | AM GOING TO DEAL
WITH HIM AND YOU, TOO. OKAY. YOU DON'T KNOW WHAT IT ISYOU ARE DEALING
WITH. YOU DON'T KNOW. AND YOU THINK YOU COULD DO.... AND YOU GOING TO THING
... OKAY. YOU AIN'T NOWAY, IN HELL YOU COULD THING... | HOPE YOU TAPING, | HOPE
YOU RECORDING, BECAUSE | WANT TO END BACK UPIN COURT. OKAY! THISISLIKEA
GAME OF 'CHESS, YOURMOVE, AND WHAT I'M PUSHING YOU, JUST LIKE | PUSH YOU AND
| MAKE YOU MOVE OUT OF IN HERE, | WANT TOPUSH YOU TO GO BACK INTO COURT.
AND I'M GOING TO DESTROY YOU, YOU GOING TO LOOK MORE LIKE A BITCH, WHERE
YOU IS. YOU DON"T SEE YOU AIN'T GOT NOTHING. YOUDON'T HAVE CLOTHES, MONEY,
ALL YOU HAVE IS A STINKING PIECE OF PUSSY BETWEEN YOUR LEGS THAT NO BODY
WANT, ANYBODY YOU GIVE IT TO TALK ABOUT YOU.

I.W.:  HELLO, EVEN TO YOUR FUCKING BROTHERJOSE, WHAT YOU SAY BUY SNEAKER
FOR YOU. YOUKNOW WHAT YOUR FUCKING BROTHERTELL SOMEBODY, YOU'RE A
DANGEROUS MOTHERSKUNT. REMEMBER WHEN HE SAY HE FUCK YOU, HE RAPE Y OU!
YOUR LIL STINKING ASS MOTHERSKUNT, BOY, | LIKE WHERE | GET YOU. AND YOU WANT
TO KNOW WHO TYPE THE LETTERS? ONE, OF YOURFUCKING FRIENDS. YOUR FRIENDS.
HOW YOU THINK | DOES KNOW WHAT'S GOING ON ? YOUBETTER LOOK AND SEE WHOIS
YOUR FUCKING FRIENDS FROM WHO IS FUCKING ENEMIES, UNDERSTAND. NONE OF
YOUR FUCKING FRIENDS HAVE ANY LOYALTY.

CALL #6
PHONE: RINGING
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B.N.: HELLO.

I.W.:

HELLO, HELLO, YOU AIN'T SEE YOU LOSS. BRENDA, | BEGGING YOU , GOTO THE COURT,
GO TO Y OUR COUNSELOR, WHAT SHE SAY OH, WHAT SHE COUNSELING TELLING YOU,
ALL OFTHAT | AM GOING TO USE AGAINST YOU, YOU FUCKING CRAZY, YOUHAVE A
FUCKING PROBLEM, YOUR PSYCHOTIC. | AM GOING TO USE-ALL THAT FUCK TO-
DESTROY YOU. YOUR OWN FUCKINGTHING, | GOING TO DEAL WITHYOU WITH. AND |
GET THE BEST FUCKING ATTORNEY HERE FOR YOU, | CANT WAIT UNTIL MARCH Y OUR
MOTHERSKUNT, YOU KNOW WHAT YOUR BROTHER SAID ABOUT YOU, WHY THE FUCK
YOU THINK YOUR BROTHER DON'T COME AROUND DOWN THERE... (LAUGHIN) YOUR
BROTHER DONT GIVE TWO FUCK ABOUT YOU. YOUR BROTHER TOLD SOMEBODY,
YOU'RE A DANGEROUS MOTHERSKUNT AND YOU'RE A LIER. YOU TOLD
ZAIDA(DAUGHTER) THE OTHER DAY, YOUR GRANDMOTHERIN THE BATHROOM
SHOWERING, | AM JUST BUILDING, A FUCKING THINGON YOU, GIRL. AND | GOT YOU
RIGHT WHERE | WANT YOU, LIKEA DOG WITHOUT TEETH. | WANT YOU TO DO THE
RIGHT THING. GO AND CARRY THISTHING RIGHT INTO COURT, | AM BEGGING YOU,
CARRY IT INTO COURT, AND YOU GOING TO SEE WHAT TIME IT IS. DON'T LEAVE IT WAIT
UNTIL MARCH, GO NOW, GO NOW, | AM BEGGING YOU. YOU ... BOY WHEN | AM FINISH
WITH YOU YOU GOING TO WALK THE STREET OF ST. THOMAS HERE CRAZY, BECAUSE
YOU AIN'T GOING TO HAVE NOTHING, UNDERSTAND. YOU AIN'T GOING TO HAVE
NOTHING!

CALL #7
PHONE: RINGING

I.W.:

HELLO, YOU ALL HAVE SICKNESS, IN YOUR HOUSE. ONE OF YOUALL ARE GOING TO
DEAD DOWN THEIRSOON. AND YOUR PEOPLE LET YOU COME BACK DOWN THERE.
YOU... BOY, | GET YOU RIGHT WHERE | WANT YOU 'WHY YOU, WHAT YOU DOING, WHY
YOU DON'T DO SOMETHING. YOU EVER COME HERE SATURDAY , | DON'T CARE WHO THE
FUCK YOU COME WITH. AND YOU'LL SEE A JOKE, YOU'LL SEE A JOKE.

CALL #8
PHONE: RINGING
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B.N.: HELLO

I.W.:

YOU AIN'T CALL YOURPEOPLE THEM YET. YOUAIN'T CALL YOUR PEOPLE THEM YET. |
WAITING FOR YOU TO MAKE YOUR MOVE, YOU GO AHEAD. AND YOU BETTER BE
CAREFUL WHAT YOU TELLING ME FROM NOW ON, OKAY. YOU DON'T KNOW WHOTO
TALK TO, FROM WHO NOT TO TALK TO. YOUR FRIEND THEM. WHERE ARE THEY NOW-,
LOOK AT YOU AN UNFIT MOTHER, ALL FOUR OF YOUR CHILDREN THEM GONE, AND YOUR
FRIENDS THEM LAUGHING AT YOU. YOU UP AND DOWN WITH BRENDA (CONNOR) THEM,
YOU UP AND DOWN WITH THIS PERSON YOU UP AND DOWN WITH THAT. AND THE SAME
ONE THEM ... GO FIND OUT, GO CHECK IT OUT FOR YOURSELF. HOW AM | KNOWING
THINGS? OH, AND IT HAVE SO MUCH PEOPLE COMING THE LADY FOR THE LAUNDRY
COMING, THE WOMAN OVER HERE, DENISE, YOU KNOW HER? MEYERS?... OH!!l SHE
KNOWS SOMETHING ABOUT YOU, AVERY SMITH, OKAY LISTEN GOOD.

CALL #9
PHONE: RINGING

B.N. HELLO

I.W.:

YOU THINK THAT RESTRAINING ORDER ISGOING TO SAVE YOU. YOU KNOW DENISE
MEYERS, AND THE LADY FROM THE LAUNDRY? GO TO COURT, GO TO THE POLICE
STATION MAKE A REPORT NOW. | AM BEGGING YOU, GIRL YOU ARE GOING TO GET BEAT
SO BAD, ,THISTIME YOURLIL FUCKING WHORE, YOU LISTEN GOOD. YOU LOSE AND |
WON. YOU LOSE AND | WON, OKAY! AND YOU TOOK IT THERE FOR ME. | AM SO GLAD!!
COME UPHERE, BRING CHRISTMAS GIFTS, | CAN'T WAIT FOR YOU TO GO BACK INTO
COURT. AND THEN YOU WANT TO TALK ABOUT LOVING YOUR CHILDREN. YOU DON'T
EVEN PUT MONEY TO FEED THEM, BUT YOULOVE THEM ! LOVE, AND YOUWENT UPIN
THE CAR, THE HEAL YOUWOULD EVER REGAIN CUSTODY OF THEM CHILDREN, YOU
THINK RESTRAINING ORDER STAYING ON BENEFITTINGME? IT AIN'T BENEARTTING ME, |
GOT BACK EVERYTHING | NEEDED. | GET ... NOW LOOK AT THISHERE, YOU GOT
RESTRAINING ORDER AND | GOT TWO GUNS, YOU KNOW AND EVERY THING, SO WHAT?
WHAT YOU GOT NOW, WHAT YOURGOT?
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CALL #10
PHONE: RINGING

B.N.: HELLO

I.W.:  YOU DEAD BITCH YOU HEAR BITCH! TROUBLE DOWN IN YOUR HOUSE NOW, | AM
GLAD THEY TURNING ON YOU LIKE A PACK OF FUCKING WILD ANIMALS.

I.W.: YOU DEAD BITCH, YOUHEAR ME? CALL THE POLICE NOW. THEY AIN'T TURNING
ON YOU IN THERE, YOU BRING TROUBLE TO THERE HOUSE, Y OU FUCKING WHORE.

CALL #11
PHONE: RINGING

B.N.: HELLO

I.W.:

YOU DEAD BITCH, YOUHEAR WHAT | SAY? AND RECORD IT GOOD. LET ME SEE HOW
LONG THE RESTRAINING ORDER IS GOING TO HELP YOU. OKAY! WHAT YOU DO THEM
CHILDREN, WAS WRONG AND YOU ARE GOING TOPAY FORIT. OKAY. ALL OF YOU ALL
DOWN THERE ARE GOINGTO PAY FOR IT. AND BETTER GET MY MONEY, THAT'S WHAT
YOU BETTER DO. YOU THINK THIS HERE COOL, BECAUSE YOU BROUGHT SOME STINKING
ASS FUCKING BRACELET HERE FOR CHRISTMAS, YOU THINK IT COOL. | HAVE S0 MUCH
EVIDENCE. | WANT YOU TO TAKE IT TO COURT. YOUR DENISE MEYERS, YOURBRENDA
CONNOR THEM. YOU HAVE SOMETHING TO SAY. KEEPPUTTING YOUR HEAD ON THE
FUCKING BLOCK FORTHAT BITCH DOWN THERE. OKAY, YOU KNOW WHAT TIME IT IS.
YOU BETTER GET MY FUCKING MONEY .

CALL#12
PHONE: RINGING

I.W.:
SPEAK, YOU HAVE ALL THE MOUTH. PUT YOUR HEAD ON THE BLOCK FOR YOUR
DAUGHTER SPEAK. HE ISA FUCKING BITCH SHE NEED TO TELL YOUWHAT SHE DO
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YOUR GRANDCHILDREN THEM. YOUR STUPID ASS KUNT. YOU DON'T KNOW WHO YOU
ARE FUCKING WITH! SHEISA FUCKING WHORE, AND YOU FUCKING WHORE TO, YOUR
OLD MOTHERSKUNT. | AM GOING TO MAKE ONE OF YOU DROP. ONE OF YOU ALL GOING
TO DROP DOWN THERE FOR THAT MOTHERFUCKER. YOU THINK THISIS A FUCKING
GAME.

CALL #13
PHONE: RINGING

I.W.:

I AM WAITING FOR YOU. ALL OF THEM DOWN THERE KNOW WHAT KIND OF FUCKING
BITCH YOU ARE, YOUR HOE MOTHERSCUNT, TAKE THE CHILDREN THEM TO TAKE MAN
IN FRONT OF THEM, YOUR OLD WONDERFUL MOTHER, HER ONE PRECIOUS DAUGHTER, IS
A FUCKING HOE. BITCH, AND A FUCKING THIEF.

CALL #14
PHONE: RINGING

I.W.:

YOU LISTENING? WHOEVER ISLISTENING, YOURDAUGHTER ISA RUCKINGHOE, THAT'S
WHY HER CHILDREN GOT TAKING AWAY FROM HER. YOU NEED TO AX HER, SHE NEED
TO TELL YOU ALL THE FUCKING TRUTH, AND SHE IS A FUCKING THIEF, SHE NEED TO
TELL YOU ALL ABOUT JASON CHRISTOPHER, AND HERFUCKING AVERY SMITH, OKAY!
SO PUT YOURHEAD ON THE BLOCK FOR HER YOUR STUPID MOTHERSCUNT, YOU
LISTENING. AND WHAT ARE YOU GOING TO DO, CALL THE FUCKING POLICE, YOUEVER
HEARD ABOUT CROOKED COP. ALL OF YOU MOTHERSCUNT DOWN THERE ARE GOING TO
DEAD, ONE BY ONE. YOU BETTERPUT THAT FUCKING BITCH OUT.

CALL #15
PHONE: RINGING

I.W.:

THEM CHILDREN NEED FUCKING MONEY FOR GROCERY, YOU KNOW! SO, WHAT ARE YOU
GOING TO DO? HELLO... YOU THINK YOU ARE GOING TO PLAY SMART AND GET AWAY
WITH IT. WAITING FOR YOU TO COME WITH YOUR POLICE PEOPLE THEM WHAT HAPPEN?
YOU AIN'T GONE TOTHE STATION. THERE ARE SOME PEOPLE THERE WAITING ON YQU.
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YOU DON'T KNOW WHAT IT ISYOU ARE DEALING WITHYET, GIRL. THE CHILDREN THEM
TOLD ME YOU HAD THEM BY PETITE PUMP ROOM. IT'S COMING SOON, THAT ISWHY |
HAVE TO LAUGH AT YOU. LOOK AT YOU NOW. LOOK AT WHAT Y OU MAKE OF YOUR
LIFE. YOU GOT ANYTHINGACCOMPLISH, YOU GOT ANYTHING ACCOMPLISH. YOU
HURTING, SCUNT! AND | HURTING, | AM HURTING, FOR MY CHILDREN THEM FOR WHAT
YOU EXPOSE THEM TO MAN INFRONT OF THEM AND THING, AND YOU THINK THAT FUCK
ISGOING TO GO JUST SO. ISNOT GOING TO GO LIKE THAT. YOU ARE A DEAD
MOTHERFUCKER AND YOUR MOTHER TOO. SHE ISJUST ASBAD ASYOU. YOU ALL DO
WHAT YOU GOT TO DO, CALL THE FUCKING POLICE. " | AM THE POLICE." BITCH
MOTHERSCUNT.

CALL#16
PHONE: RINGING

I.W.:

| GOT YOURIGHT WHERE | WANT YOU. SOWHAT ARE YOU GOING TODO, YOUR TIRED
ASS. YOU CALL YOURSELF A MOTHER, CARRYING THOSE CHILDREN AROUND MAN AND
ALL KIND OF THING, BY MOTEL AND TAKE THEM TO MAN HOUSE AND YOU ARE SUPPOSE
TOBE A MOTHER. | CAN'T WAIT UNTIL WE GET BACK INTO COURT. |AM GOING TO
SHOW YOU WHAT ISON THE OTHER FOOT NOW. YOU ARE GOING TO BE PAYING ME
SUPPORT NOW. BROKE ASS MOTHER RUCKER. | CAN'T WAIT, WHEN | PUT MY HANDS ON
YOU. | GOING TO PUT A HITMAN OUT FORYOU, YOU WAIT. ONE OF THESE DAYS YOU
GOING TO BE COMING IN AND GOING OUT AND YOU ARE GOING TO GET GUN DOWN
YOUR MOTHERSCUNT, YOU WAIT. YOUTHINK ISA JOKE? BRENDA, IFI HAVE TO SPEND
MY LAST RED CENT, | AM NOT GOING TO BE SATISFIED UNTIL YOU DIE FOR WHAT YOU
HAVE DONE, TO MY CHILDREN THEM, YOU UNDERSTAND. THISISFOR LIFE! SUPPOSE
ZAIDA, HAD GOT RAPE BY ONE OF THOSE MAN YOU WERE AROUND. CARRYING THEM BY
MOTEL, BY MAN HOUSE. HOW ARE YOU GOING TO RAISE YOURCHILDREN THEM LIKE
THAT? HOW ARE YOU GOING TO RAISE YOUR CHILDREN THEM LIKE THAT? NOW, YOU
THINK YOU ARE GOING TO GET THEM BACK. YOU BETTER STAY AWAY FROM THEM,
YOU DO THEM CHILDREN ENOUGH, ENOUGH ISENOUGH. | CAN'T WAIT TO GET BACK
INTO COURT, BECAUSE ALL OF THISI'M GOING TO SAY. ALL OF THISHERE, | HAVE FOR
YOU. BUT IFI HAVE TO SPEND MY LAST RED CENT, YOU ARE GOING TO GET WHAT YOU
DESERVE, AND WHAT YOU DESERVE ISDEATH!! CAUSE SUPPOSE THOSE CHILDREN HAD
GOT RAPE. AND THEN YOU TELLING THEM THEY MUST NOT TELL THEIR FATHER? MUST
NOT TELL THIS, AND THAT? YEAH, LISTEN GOOD WHOEVER ISLISTENING. LISTENING
GOOD, LISTENINGREAL GOOD, WHEN IT COMESTO MY CHILDRENI AM NOT FLAYING. |
DON'T MIND IF YOUHAD TOWHAT YOU DID, ON YOUR OWN, BUT YOU ARE GOING TO
TAKE MY CHILDREN AND INVOLVE THEM. WHAT ARE YOU TRYING TO MAKE MY
DAUGHTER, A HOE LIKE YOU AND YOUR FUCKING MOTHER? HAVE THE NERVE... | AM
GOING TO DO WHAT THE FUCK | HAVE TO DO MY SELF, YOUR DAYS ARE LIMITED, YOU
AND YOUR FUCKING MOTHER. | AM GOING TO GET BOTH OF YOU ALL.
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On January 30, 1999, Brendaly Nazario delivered to the custody of SA Robert C.
Geedlin, one micro-cassette of an original recording of telephone conversations between
caller, lan E; Williams, Jr., and Brendaly Nazario, on January 29, 1999, between 10:00
p.m. and approximetely 10:15 p.m. Following is atranscript of that recording:

Brenddy Nazario (B.N.)
lan E. Williams, Jr. (I.W.)

BN: "January 29, 1999, asof 10:00 pm."

Phone Ringng....
BN: "Hello."

.W:  "Hey, you see this fuckin' thing? | going to . . Bitch, You're going to see what
happensto you now for thisfuck you did today.

What isStephen Brushnow? You're dead. | like.youre going to pay for that? Go on
and tell me what you tdl that fuck too. Y ou're dead mother fucker. You hear what | say?
You'redead. | promiseyou at thistime. Tape this, play it over, you're dead." Hang Up.

Phore Ringing....
BN: "Hello."

IW: Uh huh, your taping it. Tapeit, and do what you haveto do. When | get you, and | get
you.. my hands onyou, youre dead. Y au hear what | tell you? Tapethisnow girl. This paper... |
don't give afuck about this job, | don't give afuck about nothin'. I'm going to kill you. 1'm going
to shoot you mother scunt now, OK? You hearing me? Loud and clear. Youthink it's'ajoke,
you're dead and nothing will happen to me. Nothing will happen to me. Y ou think I'm playing
withyou. Youwait and see what youre going to get now."

Hang Up.

Phore Ringing....
BN: "Hdlo... Hello?"
Hang Up.
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Phone Ringing

BN: 'Hello Hello Hdllo?"
Hang Up.

Phone Ringng....

BN: "Hello..."

IW:  (Whispering) "Hdlo. You're dead mother fucker. You hear me? Y ou'redead.
Ok? Youredead. You don't know who the fuck you're dealing with... you'll be taken
out."

Hang Up.



