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UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

e *"

Criminal No: M4113-03

-

V. : RN A

. : Calendar 1: Judge Holeman
ELENA RUTH SASSOWER, :

, Trial Date: - April 12, 2004
Defendant. .

"GOVERNMENT 'S STATEMENT OF PRELIMINARY ISSURS

The United States of America, by and through its

SUPERIOR COURT OF o CTrE R
THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA ST Sy g

T R T

attorney, the United States Attorney for the District of Columbia,

respectfully submits the following statement of preliminary issues
in this case:

1. Ruling Regarding Proposed Voir Dire Questions. On

April 2, 2004, the Government filed préposed voir dire questioéns.
As far as the Government is aware, Defendant has filed no'proposed
voir dire questions. Before trial, this Court should rule on what
questions will be asked during voir dire. In additiom, this Court
should determine whether the Court or the parties will ask the
initial voir dire questions, and whether the parties will be

permitted to ask follow-up questions.

2. Ruling on Motion of Senators and Senate Employees to

Quash Subpoenas. On March 5, 2004, Defendant served subpoenas for

documents and testimony on five United States Senators and four

Senate employees. On March 26,.2004,'Senate Legal Counsel filed a
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motion to quash thosé subpoenas. This Court ordefed Defendant to
respond to any motion to quash by April 5, 2004. As far as the
Goiernment is aware, Defendant has not filed anyvresponse to the
" motion to quash. Before frial, this Court should rule on that

motion.

-3, ' Ruling on Government’s Notice of Intent to Introduce

Other Crimes Evidence Pursuant to Drew v. United States. On April

5, 2004, the Government filed noticé of its intent tc; introduce
'evidencé of Defendant’s disruptive behavior in a Senate office
building in 1996 to show motive, intent, lack of mistake or
accident, identity of the accused, and common scheme or plaﬁ in
this case. Defendant has not filed a response to this notice.
Before trial; this Court éhould rulé on whether the vaernment may
introduce evidence regarding Defendant’s disorderly conduct in
1996.

4. Clarification of Ruling on Government' 8 Motion In

Limine. On February 25, 2004, this Court issued an order granting
the Government’s Motion in Limine to Preclude Reference to
Defendant’s Political Motivations, Political Beliefs, Political -
Causes, Etc. Specifically, the Court ordered thgt “there will be
no referénce to or evidence admitted at trial regarding Defendant’s

political motivations, political causes or political beliefs.”
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Before trial, this Court should make clear exactly what evidence is .
not admissible at trial, and what relief and sanctions may result
if either of the parties violates the Court’s order.

5. Ruling Regarding Defendant’s Testimony. It is the

Government’s understanding that Defendant intends to proceed pro se
at trial. Before trial, this Court should determine how Defendant
will testify on direct examination should she choose to take the

witness stand.

6. Ruling Regarding Role of Defeﬁdant's Attorney
Adviser. I't". is the Government’s understanding“ that Mark L.
Goldstone, Esquire, will serve as Defendant’s attormey adviser at:
trial. Before trial, this Court should determine whethef and to
what extent.Mr.. Goldstone will be permitted to address "the jﬁry,
examine and cross-examine witnesses, and a;:'gue to tize Court.

7. Ruling Regarding Objections at Trial. Before trial,

this Court should instruct the parties rega:r:‘ding how to make and
respond to objections ‘at trial, including whether the parties
should state the grounds of the objection in open court or at the
bench, and whether the Court will give grounds for its ruling in
open court or at the bench. |

8. 'Rulind Regarding Judicial Notice of Comnstitution and

Statutes. At trial, the Governmment intends to introduce an
3
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enlarged copy of D;C. Code § 10;503.16, the statute that Defendant
is charged with violating, as well as enlarged copies of the United
States Constitution, art.' I, §5, cl. 2, and Authority and Rules of
Senate Committees, Rule XXVI, as trial exhibits. Before trial,
this Court should determine whether it will take judicial notice of
the Constitution and these statutes and rules, and whetﬁér it will

permit the Government to introduce them as exhibits and publish

\

- them to the jury.

Respectfully submitted,

ROSCOE C. HOWARD, Jr.
United States Attorney

ANTHONY ASUNCION
Assistant United States Attorney

Chief, Misdemeanor Trial Section

AARON MENDELSOHN :

%t%tes Attorney

s$1E k/ LIB//DCc. Bar No. 472845

ssistant United States Attorney
/ 555 Fourth Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20530
(202) 514-7700




