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IN THE UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS

FOR THE ELEVENTH CIRCUIT

No. 17-12250
Non-Argument Calendar

D.C. Docket No. 1:16-¢r-00018-WS-B-2
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
Plaintiff-Appellee,
Versus
JACQUELINE BUSTAMANTE,

Defendant-Appeliant.

Appeal from the United States Distriet Court
for the Southern District of Alabama

(February 28, 2018)
Before TIOFLAT, NEWSOM and HULL, Circuit Judges.
PER CURIAM:
The Government’s motion to dismiss this appeal pursuant to the appeal
waiver in Appellant’s plea agreement is GRANTED. See United Staies v. Bushert,

997 F.2d 1343, 1350-51 (11th Cir. 1993} (sentence appeal waiver will be enforced

EXHIBIT
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if it was made knowingly and voluntarily); United States v. Grinard-Henry, 399
F.3d 1294, 1296 (11th Cir. 20G5) (waiver of the right to appeal includes waiver of
the right to appeal difficult or debatable legal issues or even blatant error),
Furthermore, and in any event, Appellant Bustamante’s unconditional guilty plea
waived her right to challenge the district court’s denial of her motion to suppress.
United States v. Ternus, 598 F.3d 1251, 1254 (11th Cir, 2010); United States v,
Charles, 757 F.3d 1222, 1227 n.4 (11th Cir. 2014); United States v. McCoy, 477

F.2d 550, 551 {5th Cir. 1973).
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF ALABAMA

SOUTHERN DIVISION
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA )
v, ; CRIMINAL NO. 16-0018-WS
PEDRO PICASSO GARCIA and ;
JACQUELINE BUSTAMANTE, ) PUBLISH
Defendants. ;
ORDER

This matter is before the Court on the defendants’ motions to suppress. {Docs. 54,
57). The government has filed a response, (Doc. 60), and the defendants a reply. (Docs.
63, 66).

On December 15, 2015, defendant Garcia was driving a vehicle east on Interstate
10; defendant Bustamante was his passenger. The defendants were pulled over by
Lieutenant Cayton for changing lanes without signaling, and a search of the stopped
vehicle uncovered suspected narcotics. The defendants are charged with drug offenses,
and Garcia is also charged with an immigration offense.

The defendants raise the following challenges: (1) the traffic stop was illegal; (2)
the detention was illegally extended; (3) the defendants were seized/arrested without
probable cause; and (4) the search was conducted without a warrant or valid consent.’
The first of these challenges implicates a purely legal threshold issue, which the Court
resolves herein. Resolution of the remainder of the first challenge, and resolution of the
other challenges, depends upon a determination of facts, for which an evidentiary hearing
is required.

As the defendants concede, (Doc. 55 at 3), “[als a general matter, the decision to

stop an automobile is reasonable [under the Fourth Amendment] where the police have

" In her reply brief, Bustamante extends her challenge to the search of her purse. (Doc.
63 at 7).

EXHIBIT
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probable cause to believe that a fraffic violation has occurred.” Whren v. United States,
517 U.S. 806, 810 (1996). “An officer’s mistake of fact may provide the objective basis
for reasonable suspicion or probable cause under the Fourth Amendment ....” United
States v. Chanthasouxar, 342 F.3d 1271, 1276 (11™ Cir. 2003). However, “a mistake of
law cannot provide reasonable suspicion or probable cause to justify a traffic stop.” /d. at
1279, The defendants argue it is not illegal under Alabama law to change lanes without
signaling, such that Lt. Cayton made a mistake of law that cannot justify the initial
detention.

“A vehicle shall be driven as nearly as practicable entirely within a single lane and
shall not be moved from such lane until the driver has first ascertained that such
movement can be made with safety.” Ala. Code § 32-5A-88(1). The defendants
correctly note that nothing in this provision requires the use of a signal when changing
lanes, (Doc. 55 at 4), but they have cited the wrong provision. As the government points
out, (Doc. 60 at 5), the provision at issue is Section 32-5A-133,

“No person shall turn a vehicle or move right or left upon a roadway unless and
until such movement can be made with reasonable safety nor without giving an
appropriate signal in the manner hereinafter provided.” Ala. Code § 32-5A-133(a), The
defendants do not deny that “moving right or left upon a roadway” includes changing
lanes, and it clearly does so.” They argue, however, that Section 32-5A-1 33(a) does not
require a signal if “‘such movement can be made with reasonable safety” without one.
(Doc. 63 at 3, 5).

IFor this proposition, the defendants first rely on United States v. One 1993 Ford
F150 Pickup, 148 F. Supp. 2d 1258 (M.D, Ala. 2001). Judge Thompson, without
discussion, described Section 32-5A-133(a) as “requirfing] a motorist to use his turn

signal whenever moving his vehicle left or right ‘uniess and until such movement can be

b L. .
Indeed, the defendants insist that the phrase encompasses “even the most miniscule
migration of a vehicle in either direction.” (Doc. 63 at 2).
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made with reasonable safety.”” Id, at 1262.° He then ruled that the arresting officer had
probable cause to stop the defendant when he merged into a turp-only lane without giving
an appropriate signal. /d. al 1262-63. The arresting officer “also could conclude
reasonably that the lane change could not be made with reasonable safety absent the use
of a turn signal.” Jd. at 1263. The defendants glean from 7993 Ford “the implication ...
that if the lane change could occur with reasonable safety, a turn signal would not be
required.” (Doc. 63 at 5).°

As a matter of policy, the defendants’ position may be defensible; there may or
may not be a good reason to require motorists to signal a lanc change when, for example,
no one else is there to see it.> The Court, however, has not been commissioned to
develop Alabama policy; its function is only to construe Section 32-5A-1 33(a) asitis
written. And the Court can discern no principled way to construe the clear language of
that provision as requiring a signal only when a lane change cannot safely be negotiated
without one.

Section 32-5A-133(a) identifies two restrictions on turning or changing lanes.
First, the movement must be capable of being made with reasonable safety. Second, the
driver must give an appropriate signal. The two restrictions are introduced by “[n]o
persor shall” and connected with “nor.” The word “nor” means “[a]nd not; or not; not

136

either.”™ It therefore denotes a second, additional negative. Section 32-5A-133(a) thus

signifies that a driver shall not change lanes when it is unsafe and shall not change lanes

¥ Several years later, Judge Thompson reached a different conclusion in Unired Siares v.
Dorsey, 2003 WL 23306149 (M.D, Ala, 2003). See infra note 15,

1t is not clear that the defendants seriously advance this argument, since they elsewhere
acknowledge that Section 32-3A-133(a) “states that once a driver ig confident reasonable safety
exists to either turn or move right or left upon a roadway, he must give an appropriate signal.”
(Doc. 63 at 1-2). Since the argument is asserted, however, the Court addresses it.

* On the other hand, it might not be prudent policy to encourage motorists not to use tum
signals whenever they decide one is unnecessary.

® American Heritage Dictionary of the English Language 1201 (5lh ed. 2011); Webster’s
New College Dictionary 763 (3% ed, 2008).
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without a signal. Nothing in the statutory language supports the idea that the two
provisions are alternative restrictions rather than cumulative restrictions. Indeed, if they
were alternative restrictions, as the defendants propose, it would be equally permissible
for a driver to change lanes when it is manifestly unsafe, so long as he uses a signal. The
text of Section 32-5A-133(a) does not support such a nonsensical reading.

The Alabama Legislature did not create Section 32-5A-133 from whole cloth,
Rather, that section — and much of the 1980 Alabama Rules of the Road Act’ generally -
was derived from the Uniform Vehicle Code (“UVC™). See, e.g., Swann v. City of
Huntsville, 455 So. 2d 944, 948 (Ala. Crim. App. 1984) (Section 32-5A-1 94{a)4) was
derived from the UVC).* Section 32-5A-1 33(a) is itself a verbatim repetition of Section
11-604 of the UVC as it existed in 1979. Traffic Laws Annotated 1979 at 197 (“TLA
1979™).° Prior to 1962, Section 11-604 provided that “[n}o person shall so turn any
vehicle without giving an appropriate signal in the manner hereinafter provided in the
event any other traffic may be affected by such movement.” Id. (emphasis added).'® A
1962 amendment deleted the italicized language, and “{t]he purpose of this amendment
was to require a turn signal even though a turning movement may not apparently affect
other traffic.” Id. A 1971 amendment produced the language adopted by the Alabama
Legislature in 1980, and after that amendment “[t]he important rule that remains is that

drivers should always give a signal before turning or before moving right or left upon a

" Ala. Code §§ 32-5A-1 ef seq.

¥ See also Ala. Code §§ 32-5A-7 to -11, -30, -36, -54, -56 to -59, -89, -1 13, -115, 136,
151, -154, 155, -178, -215, -243 commentary (noting derivation from UVC),

" TLA 1979 was produced by the National Committee on Uniform Traffic Laws and
Ordinances (“the Committee”) and is available online at (ioogle Books,

'Y Prior to the 1980 revisions, Alabama law used identical language. Cox v. Miller, 361
So.2d 1044, 1047 (Ala. 1978).
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roadway.” Jd. (emphasis added).'' Because Section 32-5A-133(a) is a verbatim adoption
of Section 11-604, it inescapably is subject to the same, textually obvious construction.

Unable to support their construction within the four corners of Section 32-5A-
133(a), the defendants turn to subsection (b), which provides that “[a] signal of intention
to turn right or left when required shall be given continuously during not less than the last
100 feet traveled by the vehicle before tuming.” Ala. Code § 32-5A~133(b) (emphasis
added). The defendants rely on Bowers v. State, 473 S.E.2d 201 (Ga. App. 1996), which,
i interpreting Georgia’s similar (but not identical) statute, concluded that the quoted
phrase would be superfluous if a signal were always required. /d. at 203, The Bowers
Court avoided this superfluity by construing the statute to require a signal only if the lane
change cannot be accomplished with reasonable safety, Jd.'*

The Bowers Court, like the defendants, faited to address the UVC from which the
lane-changing statute was derived. Section 11-604(b) has included the phrase, “when
required,” since 1944, TLA 1979 at 198, The phrase was added when Section 11-604(a)
still required a signal only when “other traffic may be affected by such movement,” and it
was never deleted by the Committee after the 1962 deletion of the qualifying language
from Section 11-604(a). Because, in the post-1962 world, Section 11-604(a) always
requires a signal when changing lanes, the “when required” language of Section | 1-
604(b} and Section 32-5A-133(b) is indeed a superfluous artifact of that earlier period.”

But precisely because the clear intent of Section 11-604(a) and Section 32-5A-133(a) is

"' Consistent with the defendants’ concession, TLA 1979 confirms that “moving right or
left upon a roadway™ mcludes “when a driver changes lanes.” /d. at 198,

Pups [a} decisio[n] not concurred in by all panel members, Bowers ... do[es] not
constitute binding precedent.” Morgan v. State, 710 S.E.2d 922, 925 (Ga. App. 2011).
However, because the Eleventh Circuit has assumed that Bowers reflects Georgia law, see
Hudson v, Hall, 231 F.3d 1289, 1296 n.6 {1 1™ Cir. 20003, the Court does so as well.

1 While “there is a presumption ... that no superfluous words ... were used” ina
legislative enactment, State Superintendent of Education v. Alabama Education Association, 144
So.3d 265, 273 (Ala. 2013) (internal quotes omitted), the discussion in text rebuts that
presumption.
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to “always” require a signal, it would be improper to nnullify that clear intent for the mere
sake of avoiding a nominal superfluity. It is, after all, “th{e] Court’s responsibility in a
case involving statutory construction to give effect to the legislature’s intent in enacting a
statute when that intent in manifested in the wording of the statute ....” City of Prichard
v. Baizer, 95 So. 3d 1, 3 (Ala. 2012) (internal quotes omitted). Following Bowers as the
defendants suggest would violate that duty."

The defendants complain that the cases cited by the government do not actually
state that a signal is required even when it is safe to change lanes without one. (Doc. 63
at 3-4). Given the clarity of the result, the absence of such authority wouid not be
significant but, in any event, several federal cases have in fact reached the same
conclusion as the Court, albeit with Jess analysis.”
with each lane change, does not provide drivers with constitutionally sufficient notice as
to what sort of signal is adequate and is thus unconstitutionally vague. The asserted
vagueness arises because, while subsection (a) states that the “appropriate signal” wil] be
described “hereinafier,” subsection (b) addresses only the appropriate signal when
turning, not when changing lanes, leaving motorists to guess at how much signal is
needed. (Doc. 63 at 1-3),

" Bven were the Court to adopt the Bowers approach, under Georgia law a turn signal is
always required when another vehicle is in the vicinity, United States v. Frazier, 2008 WL
5245876 at *3 (S.D. Ga. 2008); accord United States v. Woods, 385 Fed. Appx. 914, 916 (1
Cir. 2010), The defendants have not suggested that no vehicles were in the vicinity when Garcia
changed lanes.

> See Brown v. Endo Pharmaceuticals, Inc., 38 F, Supp. 3d 1312, 1325 .13 (S.D. Ala,
2014) (“Alabama drivers are not permitted to change lanes without activating their turn signals
....7); United States v. Scott, 2014 WL 948471 at *3 (N.D. Ala. 2014) (“Based on the court’s
finding that Scott activated his tum signal at the same time he began to move into the wrn lane,
the court finds Captain Ameos had probable cause to stop Scott for failing to signal his move into
the turn lane in accordance with Alabama law ), United States v. Dorsey, 2003 WL 23306149 at
*3 (M.D. Ala. 2003} (“Rather than creating an exception to the turn signal requirement when a
turn can be exccuted safely, the statute provides that a driver must both tarn only when it is safe
te do so and signal his turn before making it.”).
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Assuming without deciding that Section 32-5A-133 is impermissibly vague in this
regard, the defendants do not explain how such vagueness could help them, They do not
assert that Garcia gave a signhal that Lt. Cayion deemed inadequate, and the government
represents without contradiction that Garcia gave no signal at all. (Doc. 60 at 1).'° In the
absence of any signal, Garcia unquestionably violated the statute’s clear command to
give some signal, and that clear violation provided Lt. Cayton probable cause for the stop,
regardless of whether he could have lawfully stopped Gareia under different
circumsiances.

For the reasons set forth above, the Court rules that it is a violation of Alabama
law to change lanes without a signal, even if the lane change can be safely accomplished
without such a signal. To the extent Lt. Cayton stopped the vehicle for changing lanes
without a signal, he did not act under a mistake of law such as (o eliminate probable
cause justifying a traffic stop.

The defendants’ motions to suppress are hereby set for an evidentiary hearing on

April 25, 2016 at 16:00 a.m. in Courtroom 2-A.
DONE and ORDERED this 14" day of April, 2016.

s/ WILLIAM H. STEELE
CHIEF UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE

' Without agserting that Garcia signaled his lane change, the defendants state that Lt.
Cayton was parked alongside the interstate and so could not have observed whether Garcia
signaled. (Doc. 57 at 2, 3). (According to the government, Lt. Cayton was not stopped but was
driving behind Garcia’s vehicle. (Doc. 60 at 1)) What Lt. Cayton did observe or could have
observed cannot be determined prior to an evidentiary hearing, but in any event the defendants’
assertion does not undermine the government's position that the stop was based on the failure to
give any signal at all, not on the giving of an inadequate signal.

10
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NTHE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FUR THE SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF ALABAMA
SOUTHERN DIVFSION

W

TEED STATES OF AMERICA x |
[ o . 5 CRINHNAL RO, 16-00018. WS
%

JACOURLINE BURTAMANTE *

PLEA AGREEMEENT

# . The defendant, JACQURLING BUS TAWIANTI, represeniod by ber eotmsed, and the
E. United Stated of Amerien have reathed 5 plea agreenent in tals case, pursuant to Rule 11 ofihe
Pederal Rules of Crinvinal Procedure, the terms arcd condlitions of which are as follows:

RIGHTS OF THE DEFENDANT

g o S Thudcfcnédﬁtii niberstards her rights as follows;
@ To be fepresented by an atrormey;
§ b, T plead not guilty;
&, To have a trial by an partial juryy
éh Vo confront and eross-examing witiesses and o eadl witnesses dng
‘ prodiee other evidence in her defense; and
?

e To neltbe compelied w incriminate herse!!

WA INER OF BIGHTS AND PLEA OF GLILTY
% Thie defBrdant waives rights b through e, Iisted wbove, and pleads gailty to Count
One ot ihc i&ﬁaﬁf';i@{;mm eharging & vicladon of Title 21, United States Code,
Section 846, _ti’fo,rm_*a%im;y i Passess with Intent to Distribute Metham phivtamine.
EX The defendnnt dnderstands that the statemaents she miakes nuder oath in te plea of
guilty st be gompletely tuthfil and that she can be prosecuted for making false

Yz, B3T4

11
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sialements oy perjury, of receive s pufury enbancement at senteneing, for any
1..«: isu %mumm“; she makes intentonally iy this plea of guily,

The c‘i@-fe;iza-{;ﬁzmj expeets the Court o rely upon her ststements here and her
response (o any questions that she may be asked during the guilty plea hearing,
This -ﬁi&f&51£i§1 ntis wotunder te inflisnce of lcobiol, drugs, or narcoties, She k
gerti that she is m Rl bossession of ber senses and iy mentally competent to
anderstand this Plea Agreement and the guilty plea hearing which will follow,
The defendant has had the benefit of legal counsel in negotisting this Pleg

has-diseussed e facts o the case with hor attorssey, and kir

Adrreerient,

stioviey hay explalned 1o the defandant the essential lega] clements of the eriminal

charge which bas been brovght against her, The defendant’s attorney hag also

explamed to the defendant her puderstanding of the United States’ evidenee and

mn;i Jowwasi H relatel to the facts of her offerse.

Thg iiei‘eii&ﬁm anderstands Gat the United Htales hay the burden of proving each
of the legal elements of the crimingl charge bevond a reasonable doubt, The
detendany and her counsel bave disoussed possible defenses to the charge. The
dﬂ‘fmmiwi bedieves thit her atiomey Fas represented her taithfully, skiltfully, and
difigenly, and"lséﬁe i completely satisfied with the lepal advice of her attorney,
Defendant recognizes that pleading guilty may have co nsequences with respect 1o

inum igration s1ates i she 15 not & oltizen of the Uhnited Siates, Under tederat Taw,

ouable offeuses, trtuding the offénse(s’ to which

s pleading puflty. Removal and ether imimigratinon conseguences are the

subject of a separate proceeding, however, and the defendsnt understands that o

¥

12
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Congy ineluding et atiomey or the distrios court, can pregiet {0 a cerlaimty the
effect of her convietion on her immigration stafus, Defendant nevertheless

alfirms that she wants (o plead guilty regardless of any imimigration cotisequences

ey ;‘ﬁw fHay @nﬁtﬁizl, even {f fhe vonseepuencs is his antomatic removal from
s Unnited Ststes,

i A sepataie document, entitled Faetua! Resume, will be submitted to the Courl as
{,wdenuv at the puilty plenhemrivg. The Facma] Resame fs ineargorted by
reéflrenioe iue this Plea Agrsement. The defendant and the United States ngree
that the Factual Reswse is true and correct, A feratitns to the Plea Agreetment or
Factual Resume initialed only by the defondant and her eonnged are not past of this

agreenment and sre ot agreed to by the Unsited Stutes,

0. Tis plea of ' ¥ i Treely and volutarily made and 1s not the result of force,
threais, promises, or reprasentations, apart from these reprasentations sef forth in
this Plea Agreenient. There have been no rrenises frem anvone s to the
particutar sertetice thiat the Court will impeose, The de fendant s pleading guilty
becdtust-she it puilty,

oo The defendant also knowingly and voluntarily waives all rights, whethey ssseried
dizeetly or through s representative, fo receive from (he United States sfhar
sentenelng iy furilier teeords, reports, of docurments pertaizing fo the
ivéstigation o prosecativn of this msster, This walver nchudes, bat is not
Hmited to, rights wnder the Freadom of Informat on Act and the Priviey Act of

1974

Yok

13
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3 The P [HTE prially the Ceint conld Tmipose o8-t Coutit One of the Indicment
{S}

a, 10 years mandatory wininum o 1ife Imprisommnent;

B. A fine not to exoced §10,000,000;

@ A ‘-L,exﬁs'ffzfa'a;}ﬁf*’sﬂ.}::‘.:;"ﬁs%ismﬁ rolease of five (33 vears, which would foflow gy

tetm of fmprisonment, ihe defendant violeres the condfiions of

supervised relense, she could he imptisoned for the ensre lerm of

supervised gl

d. A maintatory speetal assessneint o §160.00; and

i

Such restitution as may be ordeved by the Court.
SENTENCING.

130 The Courtwst i’ﬁ?}}i}f:ﬁﬁ'ti‘-i,i‘;-&if;.iﬁ{‘:ﬂﬁ&. inthis cage. The United States Seytiencing
Ctidelinesars. ad&isx’nx‘-;{f and do vt Viod the Court, The d{;i;‘cméiam' has réviewad
ihe application of the Guidelines with her atterney and widerstands that no one
can predic with certainiy what the senencing range will by in this case until after
4. pre-sententd vegiioation has been c_;@mp:iei"sd. end tie Court hag voled on the

rﬁmﬂﬁa {-’;:5’7 that investigation, The defendar: undersiands that o sentencing, fhe

Lot may ot necessarily senterce the defendant in sccordance with the

Guidelines, The defendant understands at she will not be allowed o withidmw

14
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LAy

i defentdant undersiands T s Fioa Agreenient does 10t oreate any vight to

be sentegwad n accordance with the Semtencing Guidelines, or below or within
any parficulal giddeline range, and fully understands that determination of ke
senitenichng range or guidetine level, or the sctunl seifence imposed, is solely the
disoretion of e Court,

The United States will provide afl relevarn sentencing information to the

Probadon Office fo purposes o fhie pre-sentence i vestigation, Relevant

;:1.;'::'51 firniaid dﬁ-j inelndes, but tywor Hmited ta, ol foers and oircimsiances
o Hids msa, and informstion concerning the defendant’s sonduct and background.
Buoils the defendan and the United States are free 1o altnoute [ully ot the time of
sexfencing,

The defendant agrees to tender $100.00 1o the U8, Distriot Court Cleck in
satistaction of the mandatory special assossment in this cage. The United States

reserves i Hght 1o withdraw any fivorable recommendations it oAy Bgree to

1. this domarmesst i s g efendant fhils 1 pay the special assessimant prior fo
oravihe tnie ol her sentencing,

RESLITUTION
Putsiai vo 18 UG, §8 9556 and IGO3(AD, restitution Is mandatory, The
defendant :au-gir@e;:q:ﬁf;: reigke Sl restitufion B emisunt to be determined by the
Court at sentencing as 10 afl relevant condue: regazdiess <}f‘x-"~"1¢;>;t§1czr it relates to

theeount af conviction,

15
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s o g fess Ty forfeiture to the Uiitied Qiates of alf

The defendantiag
properties which represent proceeds of his eriminal activities or which fheilitsted
anry aspect of these iHegal activitier.

FINANCIAL OBLIGATIONS

et enpressly suthorizes the U8, Attomey™s Office 1o oblain 4 eredic
repott in order to evaluate the Defendant’s wbility 1o satisfy any finaneial

obligation impossd by the Court, In order 1o facilitate tie colleetion of Tnancial
BueET 3] )

obligations o Be fmposed i aon nectioie with this firoscontion, the Datbndom
dgrees o disclose fully wil osket i which the Defendant his any intersst or ovir
wiieh the Detendant exercises control, divectly or indirectly, including those helsl

by aapotse, nemiiee or other third party,

UNITED 8TATES OBLIGATIONS

b

The United States will not bring any additional charges ngainst the deferdan
refated (o the facts underlying the Indicement and will move to dismiss any

sentaining.churges apninst the defendant orice sentence is imnposed in this case.

aritd o e Uelted States Atipi

This agres ai's Offine for the Sauthesn

Distiiet of" Aabama and does not bingd an y other feceral, state, or local

prosecuting sutharities,

I
o

Thie Uttited States will resonumend to e Cowrt that fe defendant be sentenced a1
the Jow enid of the ddvisory sentencing guideline range per count of Conviction as

determised by the Court,
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APPLICATION OF USSG 8 3K11 AND/OR FED. B, CRIV, P, 38

23 The deléndant understands and sgreds that she has no right @ cooperaté, and that

fie decision whether fo sHew Him o eoaperaie is reserved solely to the United

States irvthie exercise of its disoretion. IT the United States agroes {0 allow the

defendant to copperate, and if the defendant agrees o cooperate, the following

serens and conditions apply;

. The-defendant shall fully, compietedy, and truthfully respond to all

relevant by any law enforcement authority, The defendant agrees to fully

guestions put w0 her by law enforcerment authorites regarding the

uhdeshying faets of the offensels) with which she is charged, as well ¥s the

' u:azr,_{tcr-é-yhf;g‘ﬁéii:i?s_._{:E‘E?'ia};x;zy-c:::"imiiéa‘] dliermels), staie or fadesal, of which she

has information or knewledge,

. The defendant acknowledges (iat she understands that she shall provide

truthiul and complete information regarding any offéense abowt which she

has kngwledge or information vegardless of whether law enforcement

gs.question bim specifically sbout any such offense, This
ovision requives the defendant 10 divulge all infosmation availabie to

hind even when law enforeemont autho rities do ot know abowt the

deferdants frvealvenmnt, & iewledge-or fnformation seleting to Aty

pasticular offense. This requiroment extonds 1o any and sl persons abow

whom the defendant bay sueh knowledge or nformation.

- The defendant agrees 1 coaperate completely with all law enforcement

Authiesives in sty tadiers 1o which her coopeiation may be deemed

¥

;
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L comply -yt:r;i.;i:i:_.a’i:=i;‘i;n;s:%*rﬁg;;‘io sfem Jaw enfoteshront mithorites. segarding

- the spoeific assistanee she shall previde. Thiy inclodes, but is not Hinited

%

koo

part

ter, cansenting o monitored and/or recerded telephone conversations,

ipating fis sadercover operations, testifying comypletely and truthfslly
E%c_fofgw:m:r@;"gﬁm&ix ey dif any pre-tiad proveeding. during any trial, dud

any posttin! proceeding,

LW the Umted States deems it necessary, the defendant may be requived w

take wpolygraph exsmination(s) which will be administered by &

i potygeaphier. The defondant pprees that the wsvlis of any

govermis
polygraph examingtion may be used by the United Siates in its svalugtion
of whether there Ras Been substantisl assistance, and are admissible at

sehtenping to rebut an g¥sertion by the defendant of bad Tuith or

shsonstituional miotive on e et of e United Staws:

- The defendant agrees to tum over to the Uiited States any and il

documents, tapes and other tangible objevts witich are in her possession or

undler her vordeol and which are relevant 1o his participation in and

wirof eriminal acibities, regardless of whether # relates 1o fhe
charged offense. This obligaton is continuing one and includes
mmateiials that the defendant may acquive, ohial or have aveess o afier the

execution of thishgrecrient,

Tersdinii alionpress 1o identify the assets of dny oilter person which

wire obiained through or Geilitated the defenda's itlegal activites or fhe

itlegal activities of another,

g
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. Ifthe de;’:ﬁ:-nd-iiﬂi provides full, complete, truthful and substangal
Geoperstion o the United States, which results in substantial assistanion 1o
i United States i the investieatian or prosecition of anether erfpiias
offersse, a decision specifically reserved by the United States in the
gnerelse of ity sole disertion, then the United Stares agrees o move-for o
duwitward deparivee il acoerdance with Seotion SK1.1 of the United
Blatey fﬁ‘ﬁa’ﬁ?m‘_ﬁz?ing Ciuldelines or Rigle 35 of the Federal Rules of Critrisal
Procedure, whishever the United Stales deems applicabie; The Lnited
States specifically reserves the right to make the deeigion redating (o the
exfent of afy such diepartuie soquest made wader this agiweement based

el uaton of the-gature st exterd of the defendant™s coopératon,

T
The defendin understunds tat the United States will malke 1o
rephizsentation of promvise with regard 1o the exact amourt of redued! on,if

tod States nyipht make B the event that i deterniimes that the

defendant nus provided substantial assistnee. The defendant understande

that a4 mere iiterview with law enforcement authorities doas 1ot constitute
substantial assiztance, The defondant also understands that, should she
E;‘:‘_af'fsﬂ;i-cil'c:i unfruthfil nformation w gre United States at any Tusie, or 41l fo
«15{13Sﬁ-]ﬁiﬁ.ﬂﬁ:-'ilﬁﬁiieﬁ{-%:i" facts i the Unfed States ot any time, o7 commfis 5 new

eritninal offense, the Uniled States wil} net make & motion Tor dowinward

deprrtuee. the defendants effort 16 cocperate with the Undted States

ingd solety by the
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otense; fuiling 1o coope

Ulidftod States, the Unided Brates. agices to recommend, that the defendant

réceive a sentence ar the low end of the advisory guideling Lange.

v The United States and the defendant apres that any breach pf this

agreement by the defiendant, fnchuding but not fimited to commiiting a new

wle, intentivnally withhold ng information, giving

fﬁ%ﬁé infbrnation, conmiitng perjury, fatling to identiy assets obtained
by e from her illegat detivities or obtained by othars associnted with her
orof which bie has knowledge, vefusing to ke o polygragh examination,
fatling & polygraph examination, or retlising 1o testify before the grand
Juty ovat any fudicial procesding, would:
(1) permit the United States w0 reinstate and provged with
prosccution onany other charges avising Trom the matters

widerlving the Tndistinent: and

ﬁ._
b
:

permit the United States 1o inftiate and proceed with the
prasecition on any othier churges arisivig from a breach of
thigagreement, The Ubited Stares will not be Hintted, in
sy respect, in the use it may make againgt the defendioit of
any information provided by the defendam during her
brenclicd covperation. Such breach will sonstitute a walves

cant vould make vider the United

ol g claim e de
States Comstiteion, the Federe! Bules of Fviden e, they
Federul Bules of Crimisal Procedure, Or-Eny shEule obvase

lusy by which, the defendant seels 1 suppress the use of

1
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stk information or any evidenice derived fom such

information.
3 Nc hing in this agreement siall protect the defendant in any way from
prosecution for any offense comniifed afier the date of this agredment,
including perjury, false declaration, false statement, and ubstruetion of

Justice, shoald e

defendantsommil any of thess pifenges harbag i
cooperation, The defendant scknowisdpes and agreey thal e information
that she discloses o the United States pursuant to this agreement inay he

wsed against her in any suel prosecution,

i The Gnbted Staton and e defendunt agred tiid the defendmt will continte
ey cilaperation cven affey ghe i3 sentenced Tn the instant matter, Hor
fatlizre to contimue his cooparation will constitune & breach of (his
agrepraent, and the defendant agrees that vnder such conditions, e

d fiathe wili Ui free s reinstate the charges and fhie prosecution of

.:'tfﬁ_i%
| !I-’ﬂﬁ chmgm i thie lndictment, which ae to be dismrissed in gocorlanse
with this agreement. Under these cifcumstances, the defendant expressly
wiivel any rights she may bave under the statuts of limbtations ad the
ﬂapned v hriad provisions.

LIMITED WAIVER OF RIGHT TO APPEAL AMGY
WALVER OF COLLATERAL ATTACK

. As portof the baspsined-for exchange represented in this plea sgreement, and

idieséeptivns below:

1 dufendant knowingly and velngarity

waives theaipht fo e any disecrappeal or any collateral attack, inchilding o

il
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.ufx'r-}iti{#zgy5%)‘*-*;1‘:1@:453&; set agide, or corredl sentence uider 28 U108, § 2255,

Accordingly, the defendant will not challenge bor gailty ples, conviction, oy
sentenos n any distriet court or appeliate cogrt proceedings,
A EXCEPTIONS. The defendant reserees the febt (o thmely
e a divect appeal challenging:
{1y any sentende mnposed in excess of the slatatory
R
A3 dny senesee wih chnstitutey an upward depasture
or variance from the advisory guideline THRge.
The defendant also reserves the o aht to elaim ineffoctive assistance of

counset in o direct appesl or § 2255 wmotion,

)
LA

1 the United Srates files o notios of appeal and sucly appes! Is entliorized by the
Swliettor General, the defendant is released from the appellawe waiver,

75, The d-:;&ifi%t}“;d'an«t Fupthrer reserves the right (o timely move the district cout for an
mensied senience dnder 18 UUS.C. § 3582 i e event of a futuee relroastive

aerdumet o the Senteneing Guiidelines which would affdel the sentenee,

P
~

7. IF the defendant veceives a sentencs within or below the advisory ouideline FEIYE,
this plea agresment shall serve as the defendant's express directive to defense
counsel & Hinely fils & “Notive of Non=Appeal™ follow ag sentencing, signed by

the defeddant,

VIGLATION OF AGREEMENT

& The detendumt spderstands that i she breaches any provision of (bis Pleg

| bl fred from any ebligitivhg imposed by this

p‘&g reement, (he: {}?ﬂiﬁ?di R
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sgreement, busall piovisions of'the agreement vemain enforconble apainst the

T défendant,  In ‘[ht ;_ clse of s ‘f:%fésm.tibﬁ, the United Slates will be free w
faifﬁgs:ﬁtx._zs,zjfﬁii_ééi'ﬁ defendat on sny charges of witich it has knowledgs. In sueh cvent,
the defendant agrees not (o assert an ¥ objections to prosecution thet she nright
harve under the Sheth Amendment and/or Speedy Trial Act,

W fn addition, i1k defendant ik released from detention price to sentancing, she
’ﬁ';l:l.zzi:ﬁﬁssiiimis ﬂ@?«f}‘t‘ the Uaited States will nos lorger be bound by this agreement if
slie vinlates any condition of Big relense prior to sentencihg or prior to serving her
sentirice afier i s hmposed,

ENTRRETYOF AGREX

N

. This document is e complete stefement of the spresment befween fhe defendant
and the United States and miy not be altered unjess done so in witting and slgned
by all the parties.

Respectfully submitted,

f‘;%‘«;‘mtma‘é Ummd Slaiv'“ Altotiaey

Chief, Criminal Division
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tHinve mrxmimd -&i’ﬂa Y eounise) a,nu fally understand ull my ights with respect 1o the
offerse charged in the ludictnent peoding agaivist me. 1 have read this Pleg Apresnvent und
earefiilly 'zfta‘\‘f.‘imw;:ll every part of it with my atiomey. | understand this agreement, sud |
volumizrlly agree b it | Herehy stpifate that the Fassust Resume, incorperated hereln, ig true
and prentEte i every respect, and that had the matter proweeded to tld, the United Btates could

have proved the same beyond a reascnable doubt,

Tt

o e

i

e the atorpey for fhe defondant, | have ully explained her tglis to her with Teapeet

b thp o s ehrged 'fi'ix the Hidbetoent i this mater. 1 lms‘é:e--mm-‘fu;li ¥ reviewed every purt of

s Plea ,ﬂau emzmi with het, To iy kiosledge, her dw ision to enter inde this agresment s an
wiormed and voluntary one. | have caretully reviewed the Factual Resume, neorporated hereln,

with the defendant and w0 iy Knowiedge, her deetsion to stipulate o the facks is an informed,

Sdelligent and viludtEn ank,

A Z/’/W@W

KT‘UX\.UE SHIELDS
Lo el

eridsm
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TN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF ALABAMA
SOUTHERN BIVISION

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA :
v * CRIMINAL NO. 16:00018-WS
JACQUELINE BUSTAMANTE *

FACTUAL RESUME .

The defendant, FACQUELINE BUSTAMANTE, admits the allegation of Count One of
the indictment.

ELEMENTS OF THE OFFENSE

JACQUELINE BUSTAMANTE understands that {n ordet to prove viotation of Title
21, United States Code, Section 846, as charged in Count One of the Indiciment, the United
Stafes must prove:
1. That twi o7 Fiore persons in some way or manmer, came (o a mitugl
understanding fo distribute methamphetamine, or o possess methamphetamine with
intent to distribute it;

4. That the defendant knowingly and willfully became a member of such canspiracy,

OFEENSE CONDUCT
Defendant, JACQUELINE BUSTAMANTE, admits in open court and under oath that
the following statement is true and correct and constitutes evidence in this case. This statement
oftfacts is provided.solely to assist the Court in determining whether a factual basis exists for

FACQUELINE BUSTAMANTE’s plea of guilty. The staternent of facts does not contain each

25
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and every fact known to the defendant and to the United States concerning the defendant’s
involvement in the charges set forth in the ples agreement.

On December 15,2013, the Mobile County Sheriff™s Office (MCSO) conducted a traffic
stop of a white. 1997 Ford. F-250 bearing a Texas license plate number heading eastbound on
Interstate 10 near the threc-mile marker for the traffic violation of failure to signal. The vehicie
was being driven by the co-defendant, Pedro Picasso-Garcia and was aise occupied by the
defendant, JACQUELINE BUSTAMANTE, and her infant child. The defendant gave officers
consent to search the vehicle as she claimed the vehicle was given to her as a gift. The
defendant spoke English and even tried to interpret for the defendant GARCIA during the stop,

MCSQ officers looked under the passenger seat of the vehicle where the defendant was
sttting and could visibly sé& several brick-sized peckages wrapped in duef tape located in the
bottont of the seat: Through knowledge; training, and experience, it is known that drug
smugglers typically package illegat contraband in this manner, MCSO officers transported the
vehicle, the co-defendant, JACQUELINE BUSTAMANTE, and her infant child to the MC$O
South Side substationfocated 4t 5%08 UL§. Highway 90 tn Theodore, Alabama, for further
examimation of the velicle,

A MCSO0 K9 alerted on the vehicle indicating that illegal narcotics were inside the
vehicle. MCSO officers searched the vehicle and found two {2} packages wrapped in duct tape
untferneath the front passenger seat: During the search, MOS0 officers noticed the backs of the
driver and passenger-seats did not appear to be the same as otlier Ford model pickup trucks.
MOS0 officers removed the clasp, which held the back seat caver in place, A piece of
cardboard was removed-and two (2) containers were found inside a natural void behind the

driver’s and passenger”s seats. Both seats contained two (2) duct taped packages similar in size

2
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January 20,2017

Respectfully submitted,

AGREED TO AND SIGNED,

KENYEN R. BROWN

SPfes Attorney

--..fusSkstant Un ited States Attor ney
Chief, Criminal Division

“‘-.

- .,M@/f r"s(l A

; j,g{)am TAMANTE

RICHARD ©, SHiTind
Attorney for Defendant
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF ALARAMA
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA JUDGMENT IN A CRIMINAL CASE
V.
Case Number: 1:16-CR-00018-WS-B(2)
USM Number: 16307-643
Richard E. Shields

Defendant’s Atorney

JACQUELINE BUSTAMANTE

Wy L W Wn Wn W Wt

THE DEFENDANT:
> pleaded guiity to count{s} One of the Indiciment.
[:] pleaded nelo contendere to count{s) which was accepted by the court
was found guilty on count(s) after a plea of not guilty

ACCORDINGLY, the court has adindicated that the defendant is puilty of the following offenses;

Title & Section / Nature of Offense Offense Ended Count
21:846=Cd.F Conspiracy To Distribute Methamphetamine 12/1572048 i

The defendant is sentenced as provided in pages 2 through ____ of this Jjudgment, The sentence Is imposed pursuant to the
Sentencing Reform Act of 1984,

D The defendant has been found not guilty on count(s)
Count(s) Two @ is [:} are dismiigsed on the motion of the United States

[T IS FURTHER ORDERED that the defendant shall notify the United States Adtorney for this district within 30 days of any
change of name, residence, or mailing address until al] fines, restitation, costs, and special assessments imposed by this judgment are
{fully paid. If ordered 1o pay restitution, the defendant must notify the court and United States Attorney of material changes in
cocononzc circumstances,

Mav 11,2017

Date of lmposition of ludgment

S/WILLIAM H. STEELE

Signawre of Judge

WILLIAM H.STEELE
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE

Nume and Title of Judge

May 12,2017
Date
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AQ 2458 (ALSD 01/16) Judgment in a Criminal Case Judgment -- Page 2 of 6

DEFENDANT: JACQUELINE BUSTAMANTE
CASE NUMBER: 1:16-CR-00018-WS-B(2)

IMPRISONMENT
The defendant is hereby committed to the custedy of the LUnited States Bureay of Prisons 1o bo imprisoned for a il term of
188 months as (o count 1.

[j The court makes the following recommendations to the Bureau of Prisons:

% The defendant 13 remanded 1o the custody of the United States Marshal.
D The defendant shall surrender to the United States Marshal for this district:

Pl [0 am [ ] om. on
] esnotified by the United States Marshal.

The defendant shall surrender for service of sentenee at the institation designated by the Bureau of Prisons;

[:] before 2 p.m. on
D as notified by the United States Marshal,
D as notified by the Probation or Pretrial Services Office.

RETURN

1 have executed this Jndgment as follows:

Defendant delivered on

with a certified copy of this judgment,

UNITED STATES MARSHAL

By

DEPUTY UNITED STATES MARSHAL
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AQ 2458 (ALSD 01/16) Judgment in a Criminal Case Judgment - Page 3 of 6
DEFENDANT: JACQUELINE BUSTAMANTE

CASE NUMBER.: 1:16-CR-00018-WS-B(2)

SUPERVISED RELLEASE

Upon release from imprisoament, the defendant shall be on supervised release for s term of « five (5) years,
E Special Conditions:

1) immediately after Incarceration, the defendant is to be delivered fo a duly-authorized Emmigration efficial for possible
deportation. I deported, the defendant is to remain outside of the United States, pursuant to 18 U.S.C. Section 3583(d). 17 not
deported, within 72 hours of release from custody of the Burean of Prisons, the defendant shall report in person to the
Probation Office in the district of which she is released, and abide by their instructions; to include:

2) the defendant shall participate in a mental health evaluation and comply with any treatment consistent with the findings of
sald evaluation, as directed by the Probation Office.

3) the defendant shall submit her person, house, residence, velicle(s), papers, [computers {as defined by 18 U.8.C. Section
10304e}{1}) or other electronic communications or data storage devices ¢f media, business or place of employment, and any
other property under the defendant's control to # search, conducted by a United States Probation Officer at a reasonable time
and in 2 reasopable manuer, based upon reasenable suspicion of contraband or evidence of a violation of & condition of
refease. Failure to submit te a search in accordance with this condition may be grounds for revocation. The defendant shalt
warn any other oecupants that the premises may be subject to searches pursuant to this condition.

4} the drug testing requirement is WAIVED, as to this defendant,

For offenses committed on or after September 13, 1994: The defendant shall refrain from any unlawful use of 2 controlled
substance. The defendant shall submit to one drug test within 15 days of release from imprisonment and at least two periodic drug
tests thereafter, as direcied by the probation officer.

The above drug testing condition is suspended based on the court’s determination that the defendant poses a low risk of future
substance abuse. (Chesh, if applicable.)

D The defendant shall register with the state sex offender registration agency in the state where the defendant resides, works, or is
a studend, as directed by the probation officer. (Check, if applicable)

f:f The defendant shall participate in an approved program for domestic violence. (Check if appiicatle,

@ The defendznt shall ot possess a firearm, ammounition, destructive device, or any other dangerous weapon. (Check, i applicuble)

H this judgment imposes & fine or restitution obligation, it shall be a condition of supervised ralense that the defendant pay any such
fine or restitution that remains unpaid at the commencement of the term of supervised release in accordance with the Schedule of
Payments set forth in the Criminal Monetary Penalties sheet of this judgment. The defendant must report i the prabation office in the
district to which the defendant is released within 72 hours of release from the custody of the Bureau of Prisons,

The defendant shall not commit another federal, state or local crime.

The defendant shall not Hlegally possess a contrelled substance.

The defendant shall comply with the standard conditions that have been adepted by this court.
The defendant shall also comply with the additional conditions on the attached page,

.................................................................................................................................................
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AQ 2458 (ALSD 01/16) Judgment in a Criminal Case Judgment -~ Page 4 of §

DEFENDANT: JACQUELINE BUSTAMANTE
CASE NUMBER: 1:16-CR-00018-WS-B(2)

10.

11

13,

14,

STANDARD CONDITIONS OF SUPERVISION

the defendant shall not leave the judicial district without the permission of the court or probation ¢fficer,
the defendant shall report to the probation officer in 2 manner and frequency directed by the court or
probation officer;

the defendant shall answer truthfully all inquiries by the probation officer and {ollow the instructions of
the probation officer;

the defendant shall support his or her dependents and meet other family responsibilities;

the defendant shall work regularly at a lawful occupation unless excused by the prebation officer for
schooling, training, or other acceptable reasons;

the defendant shall notify the probation officer at least ten days prior to any change in residence or
employment;

the defendant shall refrain from excessive use of alcohol and shall not purchase, possess, use, distribute,
or administer any controlled substance or any paraphernalia related to any controlled substances, except
as prescribed by a physician;

the defendant shall not frequent places where controlled substances are illegally sold, used, distributed,
or administered;

the defendant shall not associate with any persons engaged in criminal activity and shall not associate
with any person convicted of a felony unless granted permission to do so by the probation officer;

the defendant shall permit a probation officer to visit him or her at any time at home or elsewhere and
shall permit confiscation of any contraband observed in plain view of the probation officer;

the defendant shall notify the probation officer within seventy-two hours of being arrested or questioned
by a law enforcement officer;

. the defendant shall not enter into any agreement to act as an informer or a special agent of a faw

enforcement agency without the permission of the court;

as directed by the probation officer, the defendant shall notify third parties of risks that may be
occasioned by the defendant’s criminal record or personal history or characteristics and shall permit the
probation officer to make such notifications and to confirm the defendant’s compliance with such
notification requirement.

the defendant shall cooperate, as directed by the probation officer, in the collection of DNA, if
applicable, under the provisions of 18 U.S.C. §§ 3563(5)(9) and 3583(d) for those defendants convicted
of qualifying offenses.
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AQ 2458 (ALSD 01/18) Jedgment in o Criminal Case Judgment - Page 5 of 6
DEFENDANT: JACQUELINE BUSTAMANTE
CASE NUMBER: 1:16-CR-G0018-W3-B(2)

CRIMINAL MONETARY PENALTIES

The defendant shall pay the following total criminal monelary penaities in accordance with the schedule of payments set forth
on Page 6.

Assessment Fine Bestitution
TOTALS $106.00 $.00 $.00
D The determination of restitution is deferred until - AnAmended Judgment in a Criminal Case (AQ245C) will be

entered after such determination.

[:} The defeadant shall make restitution {including community restitution) fo the following payees in the amounts listed below

If the defendant makes a partial payment, each payee shall receive an approximately propertional payment unless specified otherwise
in the prierity order or percentage payment column below. (or see attached) Towever, pursuant to 18 U.S.C. § 3644(1), ali non-federal
vietims must be paid in full prior to the United States receiving payment.

If applicable, restitution amount ordered pursuant to ples agreement §

]

{:] The defendant must pay interest on any fine or restitution of more than $2,500, unless the restitution or fine is paid in full before
the fifteenth day after the date of the judgment, pursvant to 18 U.S.C. § 3612(f). Al of the payment options on Page 6 may be
subiect to penalties for default, pursiant to 18 U.S.C, § 3612{g).

D The court determined that the defendant does not have the abilify 10 pay interest and it is ordered thar
D the interast requirement is waived for the [:] fine D restitution

[] the interest requirement for the [] fine [ ] rostitution is modified as follows:

* Findings for the tofal amount of losses are required under Chapters 1094, 110, 110A, and 113A of Title 1% for offenses committed on or after
September 13, 1994, but before Aprii 23, 1996.
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AD 243B (ALSD 01/16) Judgment in 2 Criminat Case Judgment - Page 6 of §

DEFENDANT: JACQUELINE BUSTAMANTE
CASE NUMBER: 1:16-CR-00018-WS-B{2)

SCHEDULE OF PAYMENTS

Having assessed the defendant’s ability to pay, payment of the total criming) maonelary penalties shali be due as follows:

A [ Luempsum payments of § $100.00 (special assessment} due immediately, balance due not later than R ¢ 1
[] inaccordance with E:I C, ] b ] Eor [} Fbelow; or
B m Payment to begin immediately {may be combined with D C, D D, or [:] F below); or
C [ ] Paymentinequal (oo weekly monthly, guarterly) instaliments of $ .. over a perfod of
{e.g., monihs or yearsi, to commence __ fe.g., 30 or 60 davs) after the date of this fudgment; or
B [} Paymentinequal (eg., weekly, monthly, guarterly} instellments of § aver a period of

{e.g., months or years), 1o commence (e.g.. 30 or 60 days) after release from imprisonment
to a term of supervision; or

E D Payment during the ferm of supervised release will commence within e (B G0 30 OF 80 days) after release
from imprisonment. The court will set the payment plan based on an assessment of the defendant's ability to pay at that
time; or

E D Special instructions regarding the payment of criminal monetary penalties;
Tt is ordered that the Defendant shall pay to the United States a special assessment of $100.06 for Count I whick
shall be duc immediately. Said special assessment shall be paid to the Clerk, 1.8, District Court.

Unless the court has expressly ordered otherwise in the special instructions above, if this judgment imposes a period of imprisonment,
payment of eriminal monetary penalties shall be due during the period of imprisenment. Al criminal monetary penalty payments,
except those payments made through the Federal Bureau of Prisons’ Inmate Financial Respousibility Program, are made to the clerk of
the court, unless otherwise directed by the court, the prabation officer, or the United States Attorney,

The defendant will receive credit for all payments previously made toward any criminal monetary penalties imposed.

[[J fointand Several

L—J Defendant shall receive oredit on her restitution obligation for recovery from other defendants who contributed to the same
ings that gave rise to defendant's restitution obligation.

The defendant shal} pay the cost of prosecution.

The defendant shall pay the following court cost(s):

The defendant shall forfeit the defendant’s intevest in the foliowing property to the United States:

L]

Payments shall be applied in the following ordes: (1) assessment, (2) restitution principal, (3) restitation interest, {4) fine principal,
(3} fine interest, (6 community restitution, {7) penalties, and (8} costs, including cost of prosecution and court costs.
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