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IN THE UMITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
EASTERN DISTRICT OF VIRGINIA

Alexandria Division

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
UNDER SEAL

V. CRIMINAL NO., 0Ll-188B-&

—t e et et

ROBERT PHILIP HANSSEN

ORDER DURSUANT TO RULE 1li{e) (3) OF
THE FEDERAL RULZS OF CRIMINAL PROCEDURE

The parties to the above-entitled proceeding have presented
the Court with various papers pu&suant to Rule 11(e) (1) (C) of the
Faedaral Rules of Criminal Procedure, including a proposed Plea
Agreement, Consent Order of Forfe1ture, statement of Facts and
proffer Agresament. hese papers provide that, upon the
succesaful completion of the proffer, the parties will enter into
ﬁhé Plea Agreement gubmitted te the Court. The Elea Agreement
provides that the appropriate disposition of this case is Life
Imprisonment without parole. Pursuant to Rule 11(e) (3) of the
Federal Rules of Criminal Procedure, the Court acceptes the Plea
Agreement and nereby informs the Government and the defendant
that the Court will embody in its judgment and sentence the
dispogition provided for in the Plea Agreeﬁent, as well as the
parties’ agreements and stipulations as to the appropriate
sentencing facters, adjustments and departure. The Court
recognizes that the parties’ entry of the Plea Agreement and:

associated documents is contingent on the successful completion
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of the proffer and, therefore, the Court will set this matter for
entry of a plea on July &, 2001, in order to afford the parties
the time necessary to complete‘and evaluate the proffer.

The Court further orders that all documents associated with
this submisgien be placed under seal until the actual entry of a
plea or further order of the Court. Specifically, this seaiing
crder covers: (1) the letter from the parties to the Court; (2)
the proposed plea agreement; (3) the proposed proffer agreement;
(4) the proposed Consant Qrder of Forfeiture; (5) the proposed
Statement of Facts; and (6) this order itself. Thia action is
taken pursuant to the authority Qranted the Court by Rule
11 (e) (2) of the Federal Rules of Criminal Procedure which
provides for the in camera filing of gsuch documents for good
cause shown. The Couft finds that given the potential ﬁrejudice
which could result from the premature discleosure of these
documents, particularly given that a successful proffer is a
condition precedent to the entry of the plea, the placing of
these documents under seal is warranted. This sealing order does
not preclude the Department of Justice, in compliance with its

reporting obligations to oversight committees of Congress, from
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advising'the leadership of such committees of the status of - thie

matter.

30 ORDERED.

(Bogeecte. Dn, Hellsr

CLAUDE M, HILTON
CHIEF UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE

DATE:S""’W /H 260/

(Blexandria, Virginia
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For the United States:

KENNETH E. MELSCHN
UNITED STATES ATTORNEY
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Laura A. Ingersoll
Senieor Trial Attorney
U.8. Department of Justice
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