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UNITED STATES DISTRICT CQURT | FEB1 1979

| . CLERK, . 8, DiSTRiCT
EASTERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA EASTERN msmrcrwmﬁ%g;\rrm

BY

DEPUTY CLLRR

RE:

b ' AMENDMENT TO PLAN FOR PROMPT
DISPOSITION OF CRIMINAL CASES
PURSUANT TO SPEEDY TRIAL ACT
OF 1974

'GENERAL ORDER NO. 78
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Pursuant to the recommendation of the Speedy‘Trial Act
Planning Group for this district, and subject to the approval
requlired by 18 U;S.C. §3165(c), this Court has approved and
adopted the following amendment to the final Plan for Prmmpt

Disposition of Criminal Cases (General;'rder‘No. 77), adopted
and apﬁfovgq by this Court on May 5, l£ 8, afﬁectivé‘July i,
1679, Said éﬁgﬁﬂmegghcunsists of striking ail references to
"July 1, 1979" in aub;;EEEBn'lz of Sect§on IT (STATEMENT'OF

TIME LIMITS ADOPTED BY THE COURT AND PR#CEDURES FOR IMPLEMENT-

ING THEM) of said final Plan and substiﬁutink therefor the
date "March 1, 1979". The intent of this amendment is to
advance the effective date of the finalzPlan from July l, 1979,

to March 1, 1979, in ordérvto afford thia Cqurt the benefit of
operational experience under the final Planébefore the applica-
bility of the final sanctions of the Speedy Trial Act as of
July 1, 1979,
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1‘ (7‘7”'4" 27 AB declared in submtion 9 of Section II of the final

o Mm. nothﬁé in tha ?1an -= or Iin this amendqnent to the
,,ﬂ" effectiv& date oﬁ the Plan -- shall be construed to require

4

Nat ﬁ case be diamlssed in circumstancé in nh dismissal

is not m&quired by the Speedy Trial Actffr the Interstate

Agreement on Detainers.
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LKINS
CHIEF UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE

This amendment was approved by the Judicial Cuuncil{of the Ninth

Circuit Court of Appeals on March 19, 1979.
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JAMES R. GRINDSTAFF ! ‘
Clerk, U. 5. District; Court "d‘r
Eastern District of California




