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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

V. : Case No. 22-cr-392 (DLF)

ABU AGILA MOHAMMAD : ]

MAS’UD KHEIR AL-MARIMI,
Defendant.
GOVERNMENT’S MOTION TO SEAL

GOVERNMENT’S MOTIONS IN LIMINE FOR
DEPOSITION OF

The United States of America, by and through its attorney, the United States Attorney for
the District of Columbia, respectfully submits this motion to seal its Motions In Limine for
Deposition of _ The document pertains to a matter that the Court has already ruled

is properly sealed. The defense does not oppose sealing.
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WHEREFORE, for the foregoing reasons, the United States respectfully requests that the Court
issue an order to seal the document until further order of this Court.

Respectfully submitted,
JEANINE FERRIS PIRRO
UNITED STATES ATTORNEY

By: /s/ Conor Mulroe
CONOR MULROE (NY Bar No. 5289640)
ERIK M. KENERSON (OH Bar No. 82960)
BRITTANY KEIL (D.C. Bar No. 500054)
Assistant United States Attorneys
JEROME J. TERESINSKI (PA Bar No. 66235)
Special Assistant United States Attorney
601 D Street NW, Washington, D.C. 20530
(202) 740-4595 // Conor.Mulroe@usdoj.gov

KATHLEEN CAMPBELL (MD Bar No. 9812170031)
JENNIFER BURKE (MD Bar No. 9706250061)

Trial Attorneys, Counter Terrorism Section

National Security Division

950 Pennsylvania Avenue NW, Washington, D.C. 20530

I hereby certify that on this the 2nd day of February, 2026, I will cause a copy of this pleading
and associated documents to be served on counsel for the defendant via email.

/s/ Conor Mulroe
Conor Mulroe
Assistant United States Attorney
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

V. : Case No. 22-cr-392 (DLF)

ABU AGILA MOHAMMAD
MAS’UD KHEIR AL-MARIMI,

Defendant.

GOVERNMENT’S MOTIONS IN LIMINE FOR
DEPOSITION OF

The United States of America, by and through its attorney, the United States Attorney for
the District of Columbia, respectfully submits these motions in /imine regarding the upcoming
Rule 15 deposition of _ This pleading first provides a high-level summary of

- anticipated testimony, then argues why (1) the defense should be precluded from

conducting irrelevant, hearsay-laden cross-examination regarding _
_; and (2) the government should be permitted to introduce _ for

purposes other than the truth of what the letter asserts.
ANTICIPATED TESTIMONY
Based on - prior testimony and statements, the government expects that he will

testify to facts including the following:
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MOTIONS IN LIMINE

1. Cross-examination about- should be precluded.
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The defense cannot, during their cross of - offer any of -s statements for the
truth of any matter asserted in them. See Fed. R. Evid. 801, 802. The government is aware of no
argument for the application of any hearsay exception to these statements, nor any plausible theory
under which they could be offered for a purpose other than their truth. Even if there were some
exception or non-truth theory, the statements would be excludable under Rule 403 because their
probative value would be substantially outweighed by prejudice to the government, confusion of
the issues, and misleading the jury. If the defense intends to use any- statements during the
cross of - the government requests that they proffer those statements in their response brief
so that the issue can be argued and resolved prior to the deposition.

Nor are any of - statements or conduct admissible for the purpose of impeaching
- A prior statement offered for impeachment “must be that of the witness to be impeached
and not of some other person.” Tucci v. Dixon, 01-cv-2337, 2005 WL 2335333, at *5 (M.D. Pa.
Sept. 23, 2005); see also id. (collecting cases). “Merely offering a contradictory account offered
by one witness does not go to another witness's credibility unless the first witness' account is
offered as true.” United States v. Bao, 189 F.3d 860, 866 (9th Cir. 1999).

Accordingly, the defense should not be permitted to cross - about-



Case 1:22-cr-00392-DLF  Document 333-1  Filed 02/13/26 Page 5 of 6

N

is admissible as non-hearsay.

Here, _ is relevant for multiple non-hearsay purposes.

For one, it will corroborate

Additionally, the letter is circumstantial evidence of _
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CONCLUSION

For the above reasons, the Court should grant the government’s motions in limine.

Respectfully submitted,

JEANINE FERRIS PIRRO
UNITED STATES ATTORNEY

By:  /s/Conor Mulroe
CONOR MULROE (NY Bar No. 5289640)
ERIK M. KENERSON (OH Bar No. 82960)
BRITTANY KEIL (D.C. Bar No. 500054)
Assistant United States Attorneys
JEROME J. TERESINSKI (PA Bar No. 66235)
Special Assistant United States Attorney
601 D Street NW, Washington, D.C. 20530
(202) 740-4595 // Conor.Mulroe@usdoj.gov

KATHLEEN CAMPBELL (MD Bar No. 9812170031)
JENNIFER BURKE (MD Bar No. 9706250061)

Trial Attorneys, Counter Terrorism Section

National Security Division

950 Pennsylvania Avenue NW, Washington, D.C. 20530



