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 On 24 June 2010, the United States submitted a Motion for Oral Argument and to 
permit a legal intern for the Appellate Government and Trial Division to present 
argument on behalf of the United States in the above matter,1 regarding issues raised 
within the Appellant’s Assignment of Errors, to wit: 
 

I. 
 

WHETHER THE MILITARY JUDGE ABUSED HER 
DISCRETION WHEN SHE FAILED TO SUPPRESS 
APPELLANT’S STATEMENT TO CIVILIAN AUTHORITIES 
WHO INTERROGATED APPELLANT WITHOUT ADVISING 
HIM OF HIS MIRANDA RIGHTS. 

 
II. 
 

WHETHER THE MILITARY JUDGE ABUSED HER 
DISCRETION WHEN SHE DENIED APPELLANT’S MOTION 
TO SUPPRESS [SIC] STATEMENTS MADE BY APPELLANT 
WHEN OSI FAILED TO GIVE APPELLANT A CLEANSING 
STATEMENT PRIOR TO INTERROGATION. 
 

  

                                                           
1 While the Appellant does not oppose the motion for oral argument, he does disagree with the characterization of 
the Appellant’s brief by counsel for the United States and notes that a legal intern improperly signed the motion.  
Under Rule 6.1 of this Court’s Rules of Practice and Procedure, all filings must be signed by the attorney of record, 
or by the appellant if proceeding pro se.  The signature of the legal intern on the motion is, therefore, a nullity under 
Rule 8 of this Court’s Rules of Practice and Procedure; however, qualified counsel of record also signed the motion. 
 



 Accordingly, it is by the Court on this 1st day of July, 2010, 
 
ORDERED: 
 
 The United States’ Motion for Oral Argument is hereby GRANTED; 
 

The United States’ Motion for Oral Argument to be presented by a legal intern is 
hereby DENIED.  In accordance with Rule 13.1 of this Court’s Rules of Practice 
and Procedure, counsel must be formally admitted to the Bar of this Court prior to 
making oral argument.  Additionally, Rule 16.1(d) provides that absent leave of 
this Court, only members of the Bar of this Court or counsel appearing pro hac 
vice or as amicus curiae may be seated inside the bar of the Court. 
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