IN THE UNI TED STATES DI STRI CT COURT
FOR THE EASTERN DI STRI CT OF PENNSYLVAN A

UNI TED STATES OF AMERI CA : CRIM NAL NO. 99-603
V.

M CHAEL ARMSTRONG

VEMORANDUM AND ORDER

J. M KELLY, J. Decenber 20, 1999

Before the Court is a pleading filed by defendant,

M chael Arnstrong, entitled “Energency Bail Reduction or
Reinstate RO R (Contract U CC1l). M. Arnstrong did not serve
the United States Attorney with a copy of his notion. Apparently
M. Arnstrong believes that he has a contract wwth the United
States Attorney for release on bail under his own recogni zance.
The pleading is inconprehensible and apparently based on a belief
that the Uniform Comercial Code covers the issues contained in
his nmotion. M. Arnstrong has court-appointed counsel for him
and it is apparent that court-appointed counsel did not
participate in the preparation of this notion.

At the bail discussion in this matter, it was brought
to the Court’s attention that M. Arnmstrong is facing a 20 year
tolife inprisonment if he is convicted in this matter. He also
has a previous drug conviction. There is nothing in defendant’s

noti on whi ch addresses the usual reasons why bail should be



reduced or that he be permtted to sign his own bail.

The Court enters the follow ng O der

1. The notion filed by the defendant is void of any
| egal reason why bail shoul d be reduced.

2. Defendant’s notion is DI SM SSED w t hout prejudice
for defense counsel to file whatever notion relative to bail that

he believes is appropriate in this matter.

BY THE COURT:

JAMES M@ RR KELLY, J.



