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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA







Case No. CR-S-96-0259 GEB GGH




ORDER




UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,




Plaintiff,




vs.




THEODORE J. KACZYNSKI,




Defendant.




_____________/




Defendant's Motion to Compel Discovery Relevant to Defendant's Motion to Suppress was argued on April 1, 1997, before the undersigned. Quin Denvir and Judy Clarke appeared for defendant; R. Steven Lapham. Stephen P. Freccero, Bernard E. Hubley, and Robert L. Cleary appeared on behalf of the United States. The court has considered the arguments presented and the parties1 filings in support of and in opposition to the motion. For the reasons set forth below, defendant’s motion is granted in part and denied in part.




BACKGROUND




Defendant is charged in the indictment, filed June 18, 1996, with various counts of transportation, mailing, or use of an explosive device with intent to kill or injure. Before indictment, ...
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,

Plaintiff, 4 Case No. CR-S-96-0259 GEB GGH
vs. ORDER

THEODORE J. KACZYNSKI,

Defendant.

Defendant's Motion to Compel Discovery Relevant to Defendant's Motion to Suppress was
argued on April 1, 1997, before the undersigned. Quin Denvir and Judy Clarke appeared for
defendant; R. Steven Laphani, Stephen P. Freccero, Bernard E. Hubley, and Robert L. Cleary appeared
on behalf of the United States. The couit has considered the arguments presented and the parties’
filings in support of and in opposition to the motion. For the reasons set forth below, defendant’s
motion is granted in part and denied in part.

BACKGROUND

Defendant is charged in the indictment, filed June 18, 1996, with various counts of

transportation, mailing, or use of an explosive device with intent to kill or injure. Before indictment,





