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DISPOSITION: The defendant's motion for release is granted.
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JUDGES: Before: MARTIN, Circuit Judge.
OPINION: ORDER

The defendant appeals his conviction and sentence for making false statements on
loan applications. He moves for a stay of sentence and release pending appeal. The
government opposes the motion. The district court has denied the defendant's
request for release pending appeal.

To obtain release pending an appeal of conviction and sentence, the defendant must
show 1) by clear and convincing evidence, that he is not likely to flee or pose a
danger to the safety of another person or the community, and 2) that the appeal is
not for delay and raises a [*2] substantial question of law or fact likely to result in
reversal, an order for new trial, a sentence that does not include a term of
imprisonment, or a sentence reduced to a term of imprisonment less than the total
of the time already served plus the expected duration of the appeal process. 18
U.S.C. 8 3143(b); United States v. Pollard, 778 F.2d 1177, 1181 (6th Cir. 1985). The
district court has concluded that the defendant does not pose a danger or a risk of
flight. In view of the relatively short sentence, the anticipated length of the appeal
process, and the issues raised, release pending this appeal is appropriate.

Therefore, it is ORDERED that the defendant's motion for release is granted. The



terms and conditions for release as previously set on March 10, 1995, shall remain in
effect pending this appeal.



