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SUMMARY

The Supreme Court of Louisiana reversed the court of appeal and reinstated the trial court's denial of

Heather Smith's motion to quash charges for second-degree murder and possession of MDMA with

intent to distribute. The court held that the allegations could support a finding that Smith acted as an

intermediary by obtaining drugs from a source and transferring them to other members of a joint

venture, potentially establishing distribution and the requisite intent.

CASE DETAILS

COURT

WRITING FOR THE COURT

JURISDICTION

DECIDED

DOCKET

DISPOSITION

PROCEDURAL POSTURE

STANDARD OF REVIEW

PRECEDENTIAL VALUE

PARTIES

TOPICS

Supreme Court of Louisiana
Per Curiam

Louisiana

September 24, 2004
2004-KK-1123
reversed_and_remanded

The State sought review of a court of appeal ruling that quashed the
prosecution and discharged the defendant. The Supreme Court of
Louisiana granted the State's application, reversed the court of appeal,
reinstated the trial court's denial of the defendant's motion to quash,

and remanded for further proceedings.

The court reviewed the legal sufficiency of the charging allegations on
a pretrial motion to quash. A motion to quash based on a defense going
to the merits is appropriate before trial only when the charge rests on

factual allegations that cannot conceivably satisfy an essential element

of the offense.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the State's allegations that Smith obtained MDMA from a source and then brought and divided
it among members of the joint venture were sufficient to charge her as a principal in the distribution of a
controlled substance.

2. Whether the State's allegations were legally insufficient on a pretrial motion to quash because Smith was

allegedly only a purchaser and user.

3. Whether the allegations could support the intent-to-distribute element of the possession charge and the

charged second-degree-murder offense.

HOLDINGS

1. The allegations were sufficient to support a charge that Smith acted as an intermediary and principal in
the distribution of MDMA. A person who obtains a controlled substance from a source and then transfers
it to other users may be a link in the chain of distribution even if she also intended to use some of the

drug herself.

2. The trial court properly denied the motion to quash because the State's allegations could conceivably
establish distribution and intent to distribute; the factual issues were for the factfinder at trial.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“The state's application is granted, the ruling of the court of appeal is reversed, and the judgment of the trial

court denying defendant's motion to quash the prosecution against her for second degree murder” (509)

“If the state proves these circumstances at trial, a jury may rationally conclude that defendant made herself
an intermediary in the transaction by serving as a link in the distribution of the drug from its source to its

ultimate users” (510)

“The trial court therefore properly denied defendant's motion to quash.” (510)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

The State alleged that Smith joined three other people, including the victim, in purchasing MDMA for their own
use. Smith took money from another participant, obtained the drug from a source at a separate location, and
returned to the victim's residence, where the drug was divided among the participants. The victim later died after

ingesting some of the MDMA.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

The district court denied Smith's motion to quash charges of second-degree murder and possession of MDMA
with intent to distribute. The Louisiana First Circuit Court of Appeal reversed, concluding that Smith was merely
a purchaser and user and could not be charged with distribution. The Louisiana Supreme Court reversed the

court of appeal, reinstated the district court's ruling, and remanded the case for further proceedings.
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REMAND INSTRUCTIONS

The case was remanded to the district court for further proceedings consistent with the Supreme Court's views.

The trial court's denial of the motion to quash was reinstated.
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