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IN THE
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF UTAH
BRIEF COVER
SALT LAKE COUNTY

STATE OF UTAH’
Respondent,

9 A yyoy.

))) Case No. 16745

VSe

TOMMY OTIS FAIR,
Appellant.

APPELLANT BRIEF

Appeal from Third District Court,
Salt Lake County, State of Utah,

Honorable: A. H. Ellett, Judge.

APPEARANCES:

TOMMY OTIS FAIR
Attorney for Self

In Propria Persona.
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desired to be used circumstantially must itself bs
established by testimonial evidence; such as defendant
asking to henr the informeris testimony in regard to

'yanserive, FPage 47) The

o

the information. {See Court
defendant also pleaded that he had no knowledge of
having sn nnlawful 2ction in his pessessione He also

pleaded the fact to the Court, that if the Court would
subject matters a= to conform the nature and principls
of the informer, the defendani would form a distinction
between rassonable and unresasonable contenticn. Should

the Court have granted the de®endsnt this motion, the

C

defendann would then prove that an overt ach was in Lhe

testimony. The Appelliant further contends that the Courd
erred in its instructicns teo the jury; that err bsing anc

inference cof guilt which it could draw from the proven

fact of Unlzwiul Possass ion of a Marcotic rug, by info:
ibed by the Court. In that instruction, wh-
ich is challanged by this contentiorn, the jury was inst:

ucted as stated in (Court Transeript, Pares 15 to 41 and

48). The defendant says, the Court should nov have instr
wcted the jury in such lansuass as auoted in {Court Tran

scrint, Pages 19,[&9_50-51‘3“ The defendant, sa F3 “5113“3’. the
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not A Cade a9t invelives a little pror-aoty,
neither is it one that involves simol: the
Liberty of one man- It involves the freedom
and libeir.y of every citizen of Ulah .

he auestion to be heard before you is whe-
ther a man nas the right to Due Process of
Law; and for this reason there can be on

case of greater ilmportance submitted to Lhs

Court. It may be well for me, at the cutszetb.

I could tak: a greater an deeper interest.
Yor my part. I would not wish to live in =
world where 1 could not se my honest righhts.
Yon who deny others the rishts of edual lay
are not tc Le spentatorse I deny the vights
of any man; of any number of men. of any sta-
e, to pubt 2 padlock on the “rocess due by

law = to make the Constitutional rights unlaw-

If there is one subject in this Court worthy of

being discussed, werthy of being understood, it

IS

Due Process of ‘awe.
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is the cuestvion o
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If I may ; T would like ito peoint out some of the
violations of this fact in my Court trial.

The Court, in its denial to the defendant the
right to hear the testimony of the alle-ged infw
ormant, was wrong. In the Court's denial to the
defendant the right to be conironted with the

b

informer. he was rendered unable to submitt proo

5
kS

his innocence, and ascertain that he was being

=3y

0
framed by the said information. For some reason,
the Court Transcrint does nito guote the Court's
statement of this, but the Court did make this

stotement to the jury:

NAUOTER . #1 don®t care if the arresting officers

skin the defendant -~live. as leng as they rot the
fedant

dope off him, and I am not going to let the de
a . !a.‘ 3 3 2

know who the informer is. “he defendant looks to me

as through he might have his friends wipe cut ths

informer."®

(7)
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5o feel that the Lowwrs
wog PYartial agdinst him, to the Court making
greir a Prejudicial remark,

At this time, I wish to epenly state that so-
meone unknown to me diliberatcly planted ths
said Narcotic Drug upon my person and delibers

ately had me framed,

Cleosging Statement

Now, gentlemen of the Court, does nobt all this
strike you as being very unfair? I am notv asking
you, The Supreme Court, ta'spare me from any o
rther issues, but LI do ask you, the members of
the Court, to unechaln the shackles that bind ns
from that result.

The Appellant does hereby mék@ é motion to ad-
journ,

Appellant; In Yyopria Personn

TOMMY OTIS FuIR
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