MARVIN MANDEL, Gecverncr 2811

MACE IN WRITING UPON OATH OR AFFIRMAIICN TO A JUDGE OF
CCMPETENT JURISDICTION AND SHALL STATE THE AFPIICANT'S
AUTHORIIY IC MAKE THE APPLICATICN. EACH AFPLICATION
SHALIL INCLULE THE FOLLOWING INFORMATIICN:

(N THE IDENTITY OF TEE INVESTIGATIVE OR
LAW-ENFCRCEMENT OFFICER MAKING THE APPLICATION, AND THE
OFFICER AUTHORIZING THE APPLICATICON;

(2) A FULL AND COMPLETE STATEMENI OF THE
FACTS ANL CIRCUMSTANCES RELIFC UBCKN BY THE APPLICANT, TO
JUSTIFY HIS BELIEF THAT AN ORDEF SHCULC BE ISSUED,
INCLUDING (I) DETAILS AS TC THE FARTICULAR OFFENSE THAT
HAS BEEN, IS BEING, OR IS ABOUT TO EE COMMITIED, (II) A
PARTICULAR DESCRIPTION CF THE NATUFE ANC LOCATION OF THE
FACILITIES FR0M WHICH OR THE PLACE WHERE THE
CCMMUNICATICN IS TO BE INTERCEPTEL, (III) A PARTICULAR
DESCRIPTION OF THE TYPE OF COMMUNICATICNS SCUGHT TO BE
INTERCEPTED, {IV) THE IDENTITY OF THE PERSCN, IF KNOWN,
COMMITTING THE OFFENSE ANDC WHOSE COMFMUNICATIONS ARE TO BE
INTERCEPTED;

(3) A FULL AND COMPLETE STATEMENT AS TO
WHETHER OR NOT OTHER INVESTIGATIVE EKCCEDURES HAVE BEEN
TRIED AND FAILED OR WHY THEY REASCNABLY APEEAR TO BE
UNIIKELY TO SUCCEED IF TRIED Gk TG EE TCC LDANGEROUS;

{4) A STATEMENT OF THE FERICD OF TIME FOR
WHICH THE INTZRCEPTION IS REQUIRED T0 EE MAINTAINEL. IF
THE NAIURE OF THE INVESTIGATICN IS SUCH THAT THE
AUTHORIZATION FOR INTERCEPTION SHCULD NOT AUTCMATICALLY
IERMINATE WHEN THE DESCRIBED TYPE CF COMMUNICATION HAS
BEEN FIRST OBTAINED, A PARTICULAF DESCRIETICN CF FACTS
ESTABLISHING PROBAEBLE CAUSE TO BELIEVE THAT ALCDITIONAL
COMMUNICATIONS OF THE SAME TYPE WILI CCCUR THEREAFTER;

(5) A FULL ANLC CCMFLEIE STATEMENT OF THE
FACIS CONCERNING ALL PREVIOUS AFPIICATIONS KNCWN TO THE
INDIVIDUAL AUTHORIZING AND MAKING THE APPLICATICN, MADE
TC ANY JUDGE FOR AUTHOERIZATION TO INTERCEPT WIRE OR ORAL
CCMMUNICATICNS INVOLVING ANY OF THE SANE PERSONS,
FACILITIES OR PLACES SPECIFIEL IN THE AFPLICATION, AND
THE ACTION IAKEN BY THE JUDGE ON EACH AFPLICATICN; AND

(6) WHERE THE APPLICATICN Is FOR THE
EXTENSICN CF AN ORDER, A STATENMENT SEITING FORTH THE
RESULTS THUS FAR OBTAINED FROM THE INTEZRCEPTICN, OR A
REASONABLE EXPLANATION OF THE FAILURE TC ORTAIN THE
RESULIS.

{B) THE JUDGE MAY FREQUIRE THE APPLICANT IC FURNISH
ACDITIONAL TESTIMONY OR LCOCUMENTARY EVILENCE 1IN SUPPORT
CF THE APPLICATION.

(C) UPON THE APPLICATION THE JULGE MAY ENTER AN EX
PARTE ORDER, AS REQUESTED OR AS FCLIFIED, AUTHORIZING
INTZRCEPTION OF WIRE OR ORAL COMMUNICATICNS WITHIN THE
TERRITORIAL JURISDICTICN OF THE CCUFT IN WHICH THE JUDGE



