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SUPREME COURT, STATE OF COLORADO CASE NO. 04SA93
TWO EAST 14™ AVENUE ‘
DENVER, COLORADO 80203

ORIGINAL PROCEEDING IN CONTEMPT, O03UPL35

Petitioner:

THE PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF COLORADO,
V.

Respondent:

SUZANNE SHELL

ORDER OF COURT

Upon consideration of the Motion to Preclude Use of “Media”
VHS Tapes in Parties’ Briefs (in Lieu of Official Transcript);
the Motion for Release of Video Tapes- Exhibits 16A, 16B, 16C, &
16D; the Petitioner’s Motion to Strike, and in the Alternative,
Reéponse to, Respondent’s Motion for Release of Videotapes; and
Petitioner’s Motion to Require all Parties to Return Immediately
to This Court all Copies 6f the Videotapes in Their Possession;
anqrthe Respondent’s Response to: Petitioner’sVMqtion tgwgprike,
and in the Alternative, Response to Respondent’s MotiOn for
Release of Videotapes; and Petitioner’s Motion to Require all
Parties to Return Immediately to This Court all Copies of the
Videotapes in Their Possession filed in the above cause, and now
being sufficiently advised in the premises,

IT IS THIS DAY ORDERED that said Motion to Preclude Use of
“Media” VHS Tapes in Parties’ Briefs (in Lieu of Official

Transcript) shall be, and the same hereby is, DENIED.
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IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that said Motion for Release of Video
Tapes- Exhibits 16A, 16B, 16C, & 16D shall be, aﬁd the same
hereby is, DENIED.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that said Petitioner’s Motion to
Require all Parties to Return Immediately to This Court all
Copies of the Videotapes in Their Possession shall be, and the
same hereby is, DENIED.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the Entire R'ecc;rdw be returned to
this Court by SEPTEMBER 16, 2005, for return tojthe Presiding
Disciplinary Judge. Upon receipt of the record from This Court,
the Presiding Disciplinary Judge shall resolve ail disputes and
recertify to This Court the record of proceedings before the
Hearing Master that has been properly designated pursuant to
C.R.C.P. 239(d).

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the Presiding Disciplinary Judge
is to determine whether there have been violatibns of his orders
with regard to the videotapes; and if so, to recommend action by
rthe Court based on said violations.

BY THE COURT, SEPTEMBER 9, 2005.

James Coyle Paul Grant v

Deputy Regulation Counsel 6053 South Quebec St., #101
Centennial, CO 80111

Hon. William Lucero '

Presiding Disciplinary Judge




