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THE HONORABLE JOHN C. COUGHENOUH

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF OREGON
PORTLAND DIVISION

IN RE MARCUS R. MUMFORD CASENO. 3:17-cv-0348-LC
ORDERSTRIKING MOTION TO
DISMISS SHOWCAUSE ORDER

This matte comes before the Court on attorney Marcus Mumford’s motion toisisthe
order to show causehy his pro hac vice admission to the District of Oregon should not be
revoked (Dkt. No. 14and the Dstrict of Oregon’s motion to strike (Dkt. No. 15)aving
thoroughly considered thwiefing and the relevant record, the C@BRANTS the motion to
strike (Dkt. No. 15¥or the reasons explained herein.

Mr. Mumford was grantegro hac vice admission in the matter afnited States v.

Ammon Bundy. See Case No. CR16-0051-BR, Dkt. No. 665 (D. Or. 2016). During the result

trial, Mr. Mumford refused to observe court rulings, argued with the court, commentee on |

testimony of a witness in th@esence of the juryiolated an order from the court bBifowinga
fact witness to observe the trial when not testifyargd argued for his client’s release from
custody following acquittadespite gre-existing custody ordéor his clientin anothercase.

Case No. CR16-0051-BR, Dkt. No. 2069 (D. Or. 20H83.actionsviolated the standards for
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professional conducgee D. Or. Local Civ. R. 83-7. Based on this behayibe District of
Oregonissued an order for Mr. Mumford to show cause whyphighac vice admission should
not be revokedd.*

Mr. Mumford filed a motion to extend the time to respond and to clarify the show ca
order. Case No. CR16-0051-BR, Dkt. No. 2084. District of Oregorclarified the show causeg
order, granted Mr. Mumford an extension of time to respondsansgponte recused itself from
further proceedings in the matt€@R160051-BR, Dkt. Nos. 2087, 2100, 2101. This Couais
designatedor further proceedingsd. at2101. Following the appointment of counsel to
represent the District of Oregon, Case No. CR16-0051-BR, Dkt. No. 2145, this Court issug
order approving a stipulated briefing schedule and granting Mr. Mumford a January 8, 201
evidentiary hearing on the show cause or@&160051-BR, Dkt. No. 2192.

Despite agreeing tine stipulated briefing schedule, Mr. Mumford again sought a ser
of extensions to respond to the show cause order, which this Court g{&tedNos. 5, 9. But
despite these extensiodr. Mumfordfiled only a provisional response, providing no date
certain for a final response. (Dkt. No. 7-1.) This Court advised Mr. Mumford that it wocegpta
no further briefing on the matter from him, as the District of Oregon neededbotpnepardts
brief in opposition to Mr. Mumford’s provisional response prior to the scheduled evidentiar
hearing (Dkt. No. 13.)

Despite the Court’s clear instructio(3kt. No. 13 at 1), Mr. Mumford now moves to
dismiss the show cause order. (Dkt. No. 14.) He attacks the merits of the @atiegatntained
within the show cause order, questions the jurisdiction of the District of Oregon mgisisai

order, alleges insufficient notice, aassert®ther procedural infirmitiesld. at 1-47.)Mr.

! This Court established a new casenber MC17-0348JCC, for the show cause
proceeding, separate and apart fidnited Sates vs. Bundy, Case No. CR16-0058R. This
followed the filing ofa number of documents in the show cause matter under the case nun
for United States vs. Bundy. References in this order to docket numbers without an associate
case number are to documents associated with the new case n&egiekt.(No. 2.)
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Mumford provides no legal basis for this Court to consider his magidismiss particularly in
light of this Court’s past orders. Furthermore, he makes the same allegatnsprovisional
response as he does in his motion to dism@&@snpare Dkt. No. 74 at 2-129with Dkt. No. 14
at 1-47.)Therefore, his Court GRANTS the motion to strike (Dkt. No. 15). The Clerk is
DIRECTED to strike Mr. Mumford’s motion to dismiss (Dkt. No. 14).

DATED this 19th day of November, 2017.

~ /
John C. Coughenour
UNITED STATES DISTRICTIUDGE
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