
1 Although the defendant has never specifically requested a
printer or audio-visual equipment, he previously referenced his
lack of a printer in pleadings entitled Motion to Give Me a
Chance to Defend Myself by Seeing Bro Freeman to Receive Out of
Court Legal Assistance on Federal Law (Docket # 248) and Motion:
Nobody Can Prepare Sept 11 in 14 Working Days (Docket #257).  

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

ALEXANDRIA DIVISION

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA )
)

v. ) Criminal No. 01-455-A
)

ZACARIAS MOUSSAOUI )
a/k/a “Shaqil,” )
a/k/a “Abu Khalid )

al Sahrawi,” )
)

Defendant. )

ORDER

Before the Court is the defendant’s pro se Motion to Stop

Leonie Brinkema DJ [sic] Playing Games with My Life (Docket #246)

in which he lists a series of Court actions that he maintains

have undermined his ability to represent himself effectively in

this case.  In particular, the defendant complains that the

Court: 1) refused to accept his “no contest” plea; 2) refused to

require the FBI to certify that it did not have the defendant

under surveillance; 3) allowed the FBI to intercept his

correspondence to the European Court of Justice and Parliament;

4) afforded him an inadequate amount of time within which to file

pretrial motions; and 5) refused to provide him with a printer

and a video player.1 



2 The defendant has filed numerous motions demanding that the
FBI and other government agencies certify that Mr. Moussaoui was
not under surveillance before his August, 2001 arrest (Docket #s
231, 232, 237, 239, 242, 264, 265, 266 and 270.  In pleading #
257 the defendant complains that he has not been given sufficient
time to prepare pretrial motions.  In his Motion to Confirm My No
Plea Entry (Docket # 236), the defendant objects to the Court’s
entry of a not guilty plea on his behalf.  The defendant
addresses his correspondence to the European Court of Justice and
Parliament in docket #s 240, 241 and 279.
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Most of the issues raised in this motion have been raised in

other pleadings filed by the defendant, pro se, and are either

still under consideration by the Court or have been resolved.2 

However, the specific request for audio and video equipment to

assist the defendant in reviewing discovery and the request for a

printer have not previously been made by the defendant.  The

United States has no objection and the Court finds these requests

to be reasonable.  Therefore, defendant’s motion is GRANTED in

part; and, subject to any security measures imposed by the United

States Marshals Service and officials at the Alexandria City

Adult Detention Center, it is hereby

ORDERED that the Clerk arrange forthwith for the defendant

to be provided with a printer and video and audio players to be

paid for with Criminal Justice Act funds.  To the extent that

this motion raises issues duplicative of other motions, the

motion is DENIED as cumulative.  

The Clerk is directed to forward copies of this Order to the

defendant, pro se; counsel for the United States; standby defense
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counsel; the Court Security Officer; and the United States 

Marshal.

Entered this 8th day of July, 2002.

/s/
_________________________________
Leonie M. Brinkema
United States District Judge

Alexandria, Virginia
 


