


if video teleconferencit  w: not reasonably available, in such cases. The Court further found that
if a judge in an individual case found, for specific reasons, that such a plea or sentencing could not
be further delayed without serious harm to the interests of justice, the judge was permitted, with
the consent of the defendant after consultation with counsel, to use video teleconferencing, or
teleconferencing if video teleconferencing was not reasonably available, for the felony plea or
sentencing in that case.

On April 3, 2020, the Court entered Administrative Order No. 2020-19, extending and
otherwise modifying its March 17, 2020 Administrative Order, in response to the ongoing health
and safety concerns related to the COVID-19 outbreak. On April 21, 2020, the Court entered
Administrative Order No. 2020-21, extending and otherwise modifying its March 17, 2020
Administrative Order 2020-12, through May 31, 2020.

On May 29, 2020, the Court entered Administrative Order No. 2020-26, extending and
otherwise modifying its March 17, 2020 Administrative Order 2020-12, and any previous
Administrative Order not otherwise specifically extended, modified or repealed, through July
31, 2020. Administrative Order No. 2020-26 implemented Phase I of the Court’s reopening plan
to resume limited in-person proceedings beginning June 1, 2020. The Court’s reopening plan,
however, continued all civil and criminal jury selections and jury trials scheduled to commence
through July 31, 2020.

On July 17, 2020, the Court entered Administrative Order No. 2020-30, extending and
otherwise modifying its March 17, 2020 Administrative Order 2020-12, and any previous
Administrative Order not otherwise specifically extended, modified or repealed, through
August 28, 2020.

On August 21, 2020, the Court entered Administrative Order No. 2020-33, extending and
otherwise modifying its March 17, 2020 Administrative Order 2020-12, and any previous
Administrative Order not otherwise specifically extended, modified or repealed, through
September 11, 2020. Since the adoption of Administrative Order ~120-33 and at all times
during the declared state of emergency, the Court has continued to monitor the spread of
COVID-19 in this District and received updated guidance from the CDC and federal, state,

and local public health authorities.






circumstances warrant a transition to ™" se Il of tl ’S T€0] plan. The public is

encourag ~ to continue utilizing available Court services while following all applicable

public health guidelines.

FOR THE COURT this 11th day of September, 2020,

s/ S. Thomas Anderson

S. THOMAS ANDERSON
CHIEF UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE



