
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF INDIANA 

TERRE HAUTE DIVISION 
 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,  ) 
      ) 
  Plaintiff,   ) 

) 
v.     ) Cause No. 2:21-mj-26-CMM 

) 
SHANE MEEHAN,    ) 

) 
Defendant.   ) 

 
JOINT MOTION TO EXTEND TIME TO FILE INDICTMENT 

 
The United States of America, by counsel, Zachary A. Myers, United States Attorney, 

and Kathryn E. Olivier, Lindsay E. Karwoski, and William McCoskey, Assistant United States 

Attorneys (the “Government”), and Monica Foster, Gwendolyn Beitz, and Joseph Cleary, 

counsel for the defendant, Shane Meehan (the “Defendant”), respectfully move the Court for an 

order granting an additional 60 days of time in which to present this case to a federal grand jury 

for indictment.  In support of this request, the parties state: 

1. On July 8, 2021, the Defendant was charged by criminal complaint with one 

count of Premeditated Murder of a Federal Agent, in violation of 18 U.S.C. § 1114.  (Docket 

No. 1.) 

2. On July 9, 2021, the Defendant appeared before the Hon. Craig M. McKee, 

United States Magistrate Judge, for an initial hearing, but was unable to complete the hearing. 

The hearing was reset for a later date.  (Docket No. 11.)   

3. On July 20, 2021, the Court granted the parties’ joint motion for a 60-day 

extension of time in which the case must be presented to a grand jury for indictment.  (Docket 

No. 18.)  As a result of that order, the deadline for the Government to either return an indictment 
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or file an information was extended to October 5, 2021.  (Id.)  

4. On September 24, 2021, the Court granted the parties’ joint motion for an 

additional 60-day extension of time in which the case must be presented to a grand jury for 

indictment.  (Docket No. 33.)  As a result of that order, the present deadline for the 

Government to either return an indictment or file an information is December 4, 2021.  (Id.)  

5. In the time since the Court’s last order, the parties have continued to investigate 

the matter, to include gathering and reviewing information and evidence in the case that might 

affect not only the anticipated charges in the case, but also the possible penalties faced by the 

defendant.  The parties respectfully submit that an additional 60-day extension of time will 

permit the parties to complete their respective acquisition, and review, of such materials.  The 

parties do not anticipate any further extensions of time will be necessary.   

6. Title 18, United States Code, Section 3161(b), requires that “[a]ny information or 

indictment charging an individual with the commission of an offense shall be filed within thirty 

days from the date on which such individual was arrested or served with a summons in 

connection with such charges.” 

7. The time between a defendant’s arrest and the filing of an information or 

indictment may be excluded, thereby extending the deadline for filing an information or 

indictment, in various circumstances including if the Court finds that the ends of justice served 

by taking such action outweigh the best interest of the public and the defendant in speedy trial.  

18 U.S.C. § 3161(h)(7)(A).  In making this determination, the Court considers factors including:  

(a) whether the failure to grant the continuance would result in a miscarriage of justice, see 18 

U.S.C. § 3161(h)(7)(B)(i); (b) whether the case is so unusual or complex that it is unreasonable 

to expect adequate preparation within the time limits established by § 3161, see 18 U.S.C. § 
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3161(h)(7)(B)(ii); and (c) whether the failure to grant the continuance would deny counsel for 

the parties the reasonable time necessary for effective preparation, see 18 U.S.C. § 

3161(h)(7)(B)(iv). 

8. The Seventh Circuit has stated that when deciding whether to grant an 

enlargement of time, a district court considers factors including:  (a) the amount of time 

available for preparation; (b) the likelihood of prejudice from denial of the continuance; (c) the 

defendant’s role in shortening the effective preparation time; (d) the degree of complexity of the 

case; (e) the availability of discovery from the prosecution; (f) the likelihood that a continuance 

will satisfy the movant=s needs; and (g) the inconvenience and burden to the district court and its 

pending case load.  United States v. Miller, 327 F.3rd 598, 601 (7th Cir. 2003).  A district court 

need not make rigid recitation and analysis of each of these points, but may place varying 

degrees of importance on each factor depending on the circumstances of the case.  United States 

v. Crowder, 588 F.3rd 929, 936 (7th Cir. 2009). 

9. In this case, the factors tip in favor of granting an additional 60-day extension of 

time to obtain an indictment or file an information. 

10. The Amount of Time Available for Preparation:  The events underlying this case 

occurred on the afternoon of July 7, 2021.  While the parties have been diligently working to 

investigate this matter, additional time is necessary for both parties to complete their respective 

investigations. 

11. The Likelihood of Prejudice from Denial of the Continuance:  It is difficult to see 

how either party would be prejudiced by a continuance.  As previously noted, both parties have 

been working since July 7, 2021, to investigate their respective positions and to prepare for an 
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effective and efficient presentation to the Court in the future.  In light of these facts, both parties 

would be prejudiced if the requested extension was not granted. 

12. The Degree of Complexity of the Case:  The nature of the case and the potential 

charges that the Defendant is facing render this case both sensitive and complex.  Thus, this 

factor also tips in favor of an extension of time. 

13. The Likelihood that the Continuance will Satisfy the Movants’ Needs:  The 

parties are jointly requesting an additional 60-day enlargement of time, as the previously 

requested 60-day extension of time has proved to be insufficient.   Both parties believe that the 

additional 60-day extension of time will be a sufficient amount of time for them to complete their 

respective investigations so that this matter can move forward expeditiously.  As noted, the 

parties do not anticipate the need for any additional extensions of time. 

14. Failure to Grant the Continuance would Result in a Miscarriage of Justice:  The 

parties respectfully submit that it would be a miscarriage of justice to deny the requested 

extension of time, especially because both parties agree that additional time is necessary. 

15. The Case is so Unusual or Complex that Failure to Grant a Continuance would 

Deny the Parties Reasonable Time to Prepare:  Given the nature of this case, the parties further 

submit that the requested additional time is necessary to permit the parties to adequately prepare 

their respective cases. 

16. Based on the foregoing, the parties jointly request that the Court extend the 

deadline to return an indictment or information from December 4, 2021, to February 2, 2022.  

This extension is warranted based on the nature of the case.  Moreover, the factors set forth by 

the Seventh Circuit indicate that an extension should be granted and that such time should be 

excludable under the Speedy Trial Act. 
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Respectfully submitted, 
 

ZACHARY A. MYERS 
United States Attorney 
 

     By: /s/ William L. McCoskey    
William L. McCoskey 
Lindsay E. Karwoski 
Kathryn E. Olivier 
Assistant United States Attorneys 
 

 
     By: /s/ Monica Foster     

Monica Foster 
Joseph Cleary 
Gwendolyn Beitz 
Counsel for the Defendant  
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I hereby certify that on November 23, 2021, the foregoing was filed electronically.  

Notice of this filing will be sent to the following parties by operation of the Court’s electronic 

filing system. Parties may access this filing through the Court’s system. 

By: /s/ William L. McCoskey   
William L. McCoskey 
Assistant United States Attorney 
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF INDIANA 

TERRE HAUTE DIVISION 
 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,  ) 
      ) 
  Plaintiff,   ) 

) 
v.     ) Cause No. 2:21-mj-26-CMM 

) 
SHANE MEEHAN,    ) 

) 
Defendant.   ) 

 
 ORDER 
 

This matter is before the Court on the parties’ Joint Motion to Extend Time to File 

Indictment. 

Having reviewed the Motion, the Court FINDS that a 60-day enlargement of time to 

obtain an indictment or file an information in this matter is appropriate.  This enlargement of 

time is warranted for the reasons stated in the motion and is, therefore, excludable pursuant to 

Title 18, United States Code, Section 3161(h).   

The Court FINDS that this period of delay is warranted and results from the fact that:  

(1) the parties have had only a brief amount of time available for preparation; (2) the nature of 

the case and the potential charges that the Defendant is facing render this case both sensitive and 

complex; and (3) a 60-day enlargement of time will permit the parties to complete their 

investigations and prepare this case. 

For those reasons, the Court FINDS that the ends of justice will be served by granting 

this continuance and outweigh the best interests of public and the Defendant in a speedy trial. 
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IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED that the deadline for the Government to return an 

indictment or file an information in this case is extended from December 4, 2021, to February 2, 

2022.  It is further ordered that the period of delay from the granting of this Motion shall be 

excluded from the Speedy Trial Act computation. 

 

DATE:                                                            
Hon. Craig M. McKee 
United States Magistrate Judge 
Southern District of Indiana 

 
 
Distribution to all registered counsel via electronic notification. 
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF INDIANA 

TERRE HAUTE DIVISION 

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 

vs. Case No. 2:21-mj-00026-CMM 

SHANE MEEHAN, 

Defendant 

ORDER GRANTING JOINT MOTION  
TO EXTEND TIME TO FILE INDICTMENT 

This matter is before the Court on the parties’ Joint Motion to Extend Time to File 

Indictment [Dkt. 37] (“Joint Motion”). 

Having reviewed the Joint Motion, the Court finds that a 60-day extension of time to 

obtain an indictment or file an information in this matter is appropriate.  This extension of time is 

warranted for the reasons set forth in the joint motion and is excludable pursuant to 18 U.S.C. 

§3161(h).

In reaching this determination, the Court has considered these factors:  (a) whether the 

failure to grant the continuance would result in a miscarriage of justice, (b) whether the case is so 

unusual or complex that it is unreasonable to expect adequate preparation within the time limits 

established in 18 U.S.C. §3161, and (c) whether the failure to grant the continuance would deny 

counsel for the parties the reasonable time necessary for effective preparation.  Given the joint 

nature of the motion, the Court credits counsel with a good faith representation of the current 

circumstances of investigating a high-profile pending case.  Although an investigation has been 

underway for more than four months, the Court recognizes that factors set forth in United States 
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v. Miller, 327 F.3d 598, 601 (7th Cir. 2003) exist in this case, and specifically identifies the

following:  (a) the parties have worked diligently to investigate this matter, (b) the representation 

that the ongoing investigation may well influence both the nature of charges ultimately submitted 

by the Government to the grand jury for consideration and the concomitant potential impact on 

the maximum possible penalties that would attach to such charges, (c) the sensitivity and 

complexity of the investigation, and (d) the parties’ representation that additional extensions of 

time beyond February 2, 2022, are not anticipated by either. 

For these reasons, the Court finds that a period of delay is warranted.  The Court further 

finds that the ends of justice will be served by granting the 60-day extension of time and 

outweigh any interests of the public and the defendant in a speedy trial. 

The Joint Motion is GRANTED.  The deadline for the Government to return an 

indictment or file an information is extended from December 4, 2021, to February 2, 2022.  It is 

further ordered that the period of delay from granting the Joint Motion shall be excluded from 

the Speedy Trial Act computation. 

DATED:   November 24, 2021 

__________________________________ 
Craig M. McKee 
United States Magistrate Judge 

Distribution: 
Counsel of Record 
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