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IN THE DISTRICT IN AND FOR TULSA COUNTY

STATE OF OKLAHOMA


THE STATE OF OKLAHOMA, 
)







)





Plaintiff,
)







)

vs.




)
Case No. CF-2003-5599






)
JUDGE P. Thomas Thornbrugh

KAREUME ALLEN LAW

)






)




Defendant.
)

ADVISORY PROPOSITIONS OF ERROR


Comes now, Kevin D. Adams, Counsel for the Defendant, Kareume Allen Law, pursuant to Form 13.4 of Title 22, Oklahoma Statutes Chapter 18, Appendix (Rules, Court of Criminal Appeals), and submits the following Advisory Propositions of Error. 

1. The Trial Court erred by failing to include the statutory language “A person not entitled to possession” as an element of the Unauthorized Use of a Motor Vehicle charge in Jury Instruction 26. The OUJIs do not normally include this statutory language however, it was undisputed in this case that Mr. Law was given the keys to this vehicle by someone who was entitled to possession and it should have been a question of fact whether Mr. Law was entitled to possession. In the alternative the Court erred in not giving the defenses Theory of Defense instruction on this same issue. (White v. State, 458 P.2d 322, 327 (Okl.Cr. 1969))
2. The court erred in refusing to give a prior inconsistent instruction concerning Dr. Lowen’s testimony. 

3. The court erred in not allowing defense counsel to impeach Dr. Lowen with her prior statements as reported in a published opinion of the Rhode Island Supreme Court. 
This list is an advisory list of errors committed before, during, and after the jury trial of the defendant and is not intended to be an all-inclusive list of all errors. 







Respectfully Submitted, 







_________________________

    Kevin D. Adams, OBA# 18914

1717 S. Cheyenne

Tulsa, OK 74119








(918) 587-8100

