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URITED STA&IES DISTRICT COURT
WESTERN LTSTRICT OF WASHINGTOH

IN RE:

AMENDMENTS TO
LoCAL CRIMIKAL BULLS {"CrEs")

GENERAL ORDER

T mar r” w r” ber

The Local Criminal Rules ("Crke™) of this Court are hareby
ametrded as follows:

REule CrR 4l i= amended to read:

(] Telephonic sesrch warrant applicatlons omdy be neds o

a full-time Magistrate unlass oLherwise orderad by o United Statos

District Judge of this Distrdict.

{1} Ohe Magistrate shall be dasjgrnated at all tiwes,
ol & rotating basis, o refteive warrant applications.

{2) Whenever possible, the Magiztrate shall nave volos
recording squipment avallable to réecord all telephonic
applications fgr seapch warcants.

(k) A telephonic application for & sSearch wareant shall
only be made Wilh tha pricor appreoval of the United Stotes

Attorney, or an Assistant United 3tates attorney, for this
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District. Whenover posgible:

{1) Th= application shall ke made by conference call in
which both a2 law enforcencent agent end an Assistant United States
Attorney arce able to converse with the Magistrate.

({2) pPrior to ¢alling the Magistrate, tha law
enforcement agent and the Aasistant United Statea Attorney shall
have agreed to @ form of affidavit which can ba read to the
Megigtrate werbatim insofar as circumstancesz pearmil.

{z] Tht Macistrate mast declde whether it 13 ressonable to
dispense wilith a writLen sffidavit bafore authorizing a telaphoeniz
agarch warrant application, Among the tactors the Maglstrate may
considar in making this determination &aro:

{1) MWhether the agent can appear before the Magistrake
during regular court hours:

(2) Whether the agent requesiing & search warrant is a
significant distanmce from the Magistrate;

{3) whether the factual situation 1s such that it would
be unreagonakble for a avbxtitute agent., who i=s located neaspe Lhe

Magistrake, to present 3 written afficdavit in papson Lo the
Magistrate in liau of proceeding with 4 telaphonic application;
and
{4} The possibllity that if & gearch warrant were not

issued pursuant to the telephons application, there would be a
aignificant risk that evidance would be destroved.

fd) On the flirst court day folloWwing the lssuance of a
search warrant based on a telephonic application, tho Magistrate

ahall hawve a duplicate tape made of the applicaticn, furnish that
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! 1 tape to the United States Attornoey s O0ffice whe shdll cause a
E 2 transcription of the tape to e made and returned to the
; 5 Magistrate.
E 4 (e)] pDevistion from the procadures get forth in thig rule mnay
E 5 B2 groands for the Magistrate to refuse a warcant application, but
| 6 shall nmot be grournds for a motion to suppress evidence that has

7 been scized.
% 8 This amendment Zhall be effective ipmediately vpon the
. g filing of this order.
. 10 Dated this _ {9 day of June, 1984,
; 11
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| 23 United States Mistrict udge
|24 _{&Cﬂ&mm A Q%\g/&f{.___:
: WILELIMM L. DWYER
E 25 United States Distridcl Judge
- 26
' United States District udge
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