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WE, THE JURY, FIND:

18 UsC §l20l{a}l On or about May 5, 1997, the defendant did
kidnap Debra Dobkowski

Hot Gullyy

& Guiliy

M 21 WY

VA



IN THE OUHITED STATES DISTRICT COORT
FOEF. THE BASTERN DISTRICT OF TIRGINIA
Alexandria Bivisicn

LTI
ONITED STATES OF AMERICA

V. Criminal Actieon Mo. 93-098-3

[ M

SALEN GREGORY EELLY

SEWNTENCING HEMORAMNDOM

Defendant Galen Gregory FHKelly 1= before the Court for
sentencing after waiving indictment and pleading guilty to 2 one
count criminal information charging Defendant with misprisicn-af
feleny, in violation of 18 U.5.2. 5 4.

The regord 1n this case reflects that on May 5, 1892,
detfendant, aleng with Ira Bruschansky and Michelle Bruschansky,
abducted Deborah Dobkowski against her will outside a parked car in
the New York Avenus area of Washington, D.C. Defendant and his
confederates accomplished the abduction by physically restraining
Dobkowski, placing her intec a rented wan, and driving her to
Carrodec Hall in Leesburg, Virginia, in the Eastern District of
Virginia. Defendant mistakenly believed Dabkowskli to be Beth
Bruckert, whom he had been hired to "deprogram™ by Bruckert's
mother. Cefendant’s plan involved taking Bruckert against her will
for the purpcse of "deprogramming” her of possible cult influences.
Upen arriving at Carredec Hall, defendant learned that he had

abducted the wreong individual and promptly returned Dobkowski to

the District of Columbia. Defendant thereafter took steps to
conceal the affensz. From that day until the Time he was charged
in <onnection with this matter, defendant never made this orime




known to any judge or other person in authority under the United
States. Defendant had previocusly been convicted Sy a jury oo May
27, 19393 of kidnapping in wvielation of 18 U.5.C. § 1201{a). In
this regard, defendant was sentepged To 87 moanths imprisonment, 3
years of supervised release, and a special assessment of 350,
Defendant’s sonviction was reversed and the mathter remanded for a
new trial. When released as a result of the reversal, defendant
had already served sixteen {158) meonths in prison.

A Tnocontested Matters:

Defendant waived the right to have a Presesntence Investigation
Report prepared and chose instead to proceed directly to
sentencing. In this connectlon, defendant and the Jgovernment
stipulated that the applicable Guideline is § 2X4.1. This section
specifies a base offense level of % levels lower than the base
offense level for the upderlyinmy offense, which level is 24
pursuant to 2A4.1. The adjusted offense level is further reduced
by 1 level pursuant toc 5 2Ad4.l(c) since the wvictim was released
within 24 hours. Thus, the adjusted offense lewvel is 24 - 9 -~ 1,
or t4. Deducting 2 levels for acceptance of responsibility, the
total offense level is 12, Defendant has a criminal history
category of I. The Court accepts this stipulation as a correct and
appropriate calculatien undar the Guidelines.

B. Cantested Matters:

Mot applicable.

O, Conclusions:

1. Defendant’s adjusted affenze level iz 14,
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2. befendant’s total offense level is 12.

3. Defandant’s criminal history category is I.

4. The range of punishment under the Guidelines is ten (10}
to siwxteean (16) months with at least one (1) year of supervised
raleasa.

5. The Guidelines range of Fines is 33,000 te $30,000. An
additional statutory special assesament of $50 applies to each
falony count. 18 U.5.C. 5 3013(a}r{2){A).

&. Frobation is not authorized.

. MHoticna for Departure:

Naot applicabla.

E. Sentence Imposed:

The Court commits Defendant to the custody of the Bureau of
Prizons for a period of sixteen {(15) months, which eguals the time
Defendant has already served in connection with the kidnapping
conviction. Because Defendant is to be given credit for time
served, he is now released from confinement and must serve a period
@f one (1) year of supervised release. As a special gondition of
supervised release, Defendant must refrain from engaging in further
illi¢it or involuntary deprogramming activity, including kidnapping
and abduction. As an additional special condition of supervised
release, Defendant must provide the Probation Officer with proof
that he has publicized to others that kidnapping for deprogramming
purposes is unlawful. This publication may be in the form of a
written arvticle, oral lecture, or sther suitable method of pubiic

communication.
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The Court lmposes a 4550 special assessmant. 18 U.5.C. 0§
30i3¢aji2)(a). In light of Defendant's limited assets, the Court
declines to impose an order of restitution, a punitive fine 2r an
additicnal fine to cover the costs of incayceration or supervised

release.

F. Statement of Reasons for the Court’s Sentence:

The Court recognizes that the facts to which Defendant pled
guilty support the more sericus charge of Kidpapping, 18 U.5.C. §
1201{a), yet the Government has allowed Defendant o plead gulilty
to a much less serious offensa. This situation reflects in part
the Government’s assessmant of the <osts assooiated with  an
ancertain kKidnapping trial versus the costs of a gertain guilny
plea to a lesser offense. The Court accepted the plea after
recelving categorical assurances under oath from defendant that he
will not engage ever again in any inveluntary deprogramming
activity, including kidnapping and abduction. Given this, and
given the unigues circumstances of this case, the sentence imposed
is fair and just and adequately satisfies the Guidelines' goals
relating to deterrence, retribution, and incapacitatian.

Copies of this Sentencing Memgrandum shall be issued to all
counsel of record, the Upnited States Probation Qffice, and the

United sStates Marshazl's Service.

Alexandria, %“a.
Hovember 13, 1994
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