In this case the government called as one of its witnesses an alleged accomplice, named as
a co-defendant in the indictment, with whom the government has entered into a plea agreement
resulting in exposure to a lesser sentence than that person would otherwise have been exposed to.
Such plea bargaining, as its called, is lawful and proper, and is expressly provided for in the rules
of this court.

An alleged accomplice, including one who has entered into a plea agreement with the
government, does not thereby become incompetent as a witness. On the contrary, the testimony of
such a witness may alone be of sufficient weight to sustain a verdict of guilty. However, you should
keep in mind that such testimony is always to be received with caution and weighed with great care.
You should never convict a defendant upon the unsupported testimony of an alleged accomplice
unless you believe that testimony beyond a reasonable doubt; and the fact that an accomplice has
entered a plea of guilty to the offense charged is not evidence, in and of itself, of the guilt of any

other person.
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