
IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
WESTERN DISTRICT OF MISSOURI

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

v. Case No.   12-06001-02/05/11-12-CR-W-GAF

SHERRI E. GUTIERREZ (02)
CHRISTINA M. GONZALEZ (05)
NELSON DARISEO BAUTISTA-OROZCO (11)
RANFE ADAIAS HERNANDEZ FLORES (12)
                                                                   

AUSA: Kathleen D Mahoney 
Defense Attys.: Dft 2: Nickalaus C. Seacord, dft 5: Anita Burns, 

dft 11: John Lozano, dft 12: Cynthia Dodge

JUDGE Sarah W. Hays
United States Magistrate
Judge

DATE AND TIME February 23, 2012
11:30 - 11:45 AM 

DEPUTY CLERK Lori Carr TAPE/REPORTER FTR/lac

INTERPRETER Marcela Renna PRETRIAL/PROB:                             

CLERK’S MINUTES

SCHEDULING CONFERENCE

( x )   Government counsel appears in person.
( x ) Defense counsel appear in person.
( x )     Defendants appear in person.

( x ) Motion for Continuance filed by defendant LLANAS-RODRIGUEZ(09) requesting trial to
be reset to November 26, 2012.

( x ) Defense counsel gives further explanation as to why continuance of trial from the              
March 19, 2012 trial docket is necessary.

( x ) No objection by the defendants GUTIERREZ (02), BAUTISTA-OROZCO (11) and
HERNANDEZ FLORES (12).

( x ) Defendant GONZALEZ (05) filed a motion for reconsideration of bond.  If the court 
grants the motion, then defendant does not object; however, if the motion is denied, then 
the defendant objects.

( x ) No objection by government counsel.

( x ) Discovery issues discussed.  There are approximately 49,000 pages of scanned discovery.  
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( x ) Defendants request pretrial motions to be filed by July 31, 2012.
( x ) Government responses due within thirty (30) days from the date the motion is filed. 

OTHER DISPOSITION:  Additional discussion held regarding the search and seizure warrants
issued in this case - specifically to determine the magistrate who issued each warrant.  Counsel is
reminded that if any warrant is challenged, the matter will be heard by a magistrate other than the
one who signed off on the warrant.  Counsel would then be expected to work with that Chambers
on scheduling matters.   
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