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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
V. : Case No. 21-¢cr-00503-RCL
GLENN ALLEN BROOKS,

Defendant.

UNITED STATES’ MOTION FOR STATUS CONFERENCE
AND TO EXCLUDE TIME UNDER THE SPEEDY TRIAL ACT

The United States of America hereby moves this Court to schedule a status conference in
60 days and to exclude the time within which the trial must commence under the Speedy Trial Act,
18 U.S.C. § 3161 ef seq., on the basis that the ends of justice served by taking such actions
outweigh the best interest of the public and the defendant in a speedy trial pursuant to the factors
described in 18 U.S.C. § 3161(h)(7)(A), (B)(1), (1), and (iv). In support of the motion, the
government states as follows:

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Defendant is charged via information with offenses related to crimes that occurred at the
United States Capitol on January 6, 2021. Specifically, Defendant in this case is charged with
knowingly entering or remaining in a restricted building or grounds without lawful authority, in
violation of 18 U.S.C. § 1752(a)(1); disorderly and disruptive conduct in a restricted building or
grounds, in violation of 18 U.S.C. §1752(a)(2); disorderly conduct in a Capitol building or
grounds, in violation of 40 U.S.C. § 5104(e)(2)(D); and parading, demonstrating, or picketing in a
Capitol building, in violation of 40 U.S.C. § 5104(e)(2)(G)

On November 12, 2021, Stephen Yagman, on behalf of the defendant, filed a Motion to

Change Venue. ECF No. 20. Yagman was appearing pro hac vice for the limited purpose of
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filing the motion. Id. On January 11, 2022, Jonathan Ogata, defendant’s appointed attorney,
filed a Motion to Withdraw as Attorney. ECF No. 29. The Court granted Ogata’s Motion to
Withdraw on January 20, 2022, and ordered the Federal Public Defender in D.C. to appoint new
counsel. ECF No. 30. OnJanuary 24,2021, the Court denied the defendant’s Motion to Change
Venue. ECF. No. 31.

ARGUMENT

To allow time for the Federal Public Defender in D.C. to designate counsel for Mr. Brooks
and to allow Mr. Brooks™ newly-designated counsel time to review discovery and confer with Mr.
Brooks, the government requests that the Court schedule a status conference in 60 days.

The government also requests that the Court exclude time under the Speedy Trial Act
through the next status conference. Section 3161(h) of the Speedy Trial Act sets forth certain
periods of delay which the Court must exclude from computation of time within which a trial must
commence. As is relevant to this motion for a continuance, pursuant to subsection (h)(7)(A), the
Court must exclude:

Any period of delay resulting from a continuance granted by any judge on his own

motion or at the request of the defendant or his counsel or at the request of the

attorney for the Government, if the judge granted such continuance on the basis of

his findings that the ends of justice served by taking such action outweigh the best

interest of the public and the defendant in a speedy trial.

18 U.S.C. § 3161(h)(7)(A). This provision further requires the Court to set forth its reasons for
finding that that any ends-of-justice continuance is warranted. Id. Subsection (h)(7)(B) sets
forth a non-exhaustive list factors that the Court must consider in determining whether to grant an

ends-of-justice continuance, including:

(1) Whether the failure to grant such a continuance in the proceeding would
be likely to make a continuation of such proceeding impossible, or result
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in a miscarriage of justice.

(11) Whether the case 1s so unusual or so complex, due to the number of
defendants, the nature of the prosecution, or the existence of novel
questions of fact or law, that it is unreasonable to expect adequate
preparation for pretrial proceedings or for the trial itself within the time
limits established by this section.

(iv)  Whether the failure to grant such a continuance in a case which, taken as a
whole, 1s not so unusual or so complex as to fall within clause (i1), would
deny the defendant reasonable time to obtain counsel, would unreasonably
deny the defendant or the Government continuity of counsel, or would
deny counsel for the defendant or the attorney for the Government the
reasonable time necessary for effective preparation, taking into account
the exercise of due diligence.

18 US.C. § 3161(h)(7)(B)(1)(i1) and (iv). In this case, an ends-of-justice continuance is
warranted under 18 U.S.C. § 3161(h)(7)(A) based on the factors described in 18 U.S.C.

§ 3161(h)(7)(B)(), (ii). and (iv).
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WHEREFORE, the government respectfully requests that this Court grant the motion for

a status conference in 60 days and that the Court exclude the time within which the trial must

commence under the Speedy Trial Act, 18 U.S.C. § 3161 ef seq., on the basis that the ends of

Justice served by taking such actions outweigh the best interest of the public and the defendant in

a speedy trial pursuant to the factors described in 18 U.S.C. § 3161(h)(7)(A), (B)(1). (i1), and (1v).
Respectfully submitted,

MATTHEW GRAVES
Acting United States Attorney
DC Bar No. 481052

By:  /s/Laura E. Hill
LAURA E. HILL
Trial Attorney, Detailee
NV Bar No. 13894
175 N Street, NE, 9% Floor
Washington, D.C. 20002
Laura.E.Hill@usdoj.gov
(202) 598-3962




