




30 December 2024 

IN THE UNITED STATES AIR FORCE COURT OF CRIMINAL APPEALS 

 

UNITED STATES,    ) UNITED STATES’ GENERAL 

   Appellee,     ) OPPOSITION TO APPELLANT’S  

) MOTION FOR ENLARGEMENT 

   v.      ) OF TIME 

)  

Senior Airman (E-4)    ) ACM S32799 

KEONTAE M. MIMS, USAF,  )  

   Appellant.     ) Panel No. 1 

 

TO THE HONORABLE, THE JUDGES OF 

 THE UNITED STATES AIR FORCE COURT OF CRIMINAL APPEALS: 

 

Pursuant to Rule 23.2 of this Court’s Rules of Practice and Procedure, the United States 

hereby enters its general opposition to Appellant’s Motion for Enlargement of Time to file an 

Assignment of Error in this case.  

WHEREFORE, the United States respectfully requests that this Court deny Appellant’s 

enlargement motion. 

JENNY A. LIABENOW, Lt Col, USAF 

Director of Operations 

Government Trial and Appellate Operations Division 

Military Justice and Discipline Directorate 

United States Air Force 

(240) 612-4800 
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CERTIFICATE OF FILING AND SERVICE 

 

 I certify that a copy of the foregoing was delivered to the Court and to the Air Force 

Appellate Defense Division on 30 December 2024.   

JENNY A. LIABENOW, Lt Col, USAF 

Director of Operations 

Government Trial and Appellate Operations Division 

Military Justice and Discipline Directorate 

United States Air Force 

(240) 612-4800 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 



 

IN THE UNITED STATES AIR FORCE COURT OF CRIMINAL APPEALS 
 
UNITED STATES, ) APPELLANT’S MOTION FOR  
            Appellee,  ) ENLARGEMENT OF TIME (SECOND) 

) 
      v.     ) Before Panel No. 1 
     )  

Senior Airman (E-4)       ) No. ACM S32799 
KEONTAE M. MIMS,   )  
United States Air Force,   ) 25 February 2025 
 Appellant.  ) 
 

TO THE HONORABLE, THE JUDGES OF THE 
UNITED STATES AIR FORCE COURT OF CRIMINAL APPEALS: 

 
Pursuant to Rule 23.3(m)(3) and (4) of this Honorable Court’s Rules of Practice and 

Procedure, Appellant hereby moves for a second enlargement of time to file an Assignments of 

Error (AOE).  Appellant requests an enlargement for a period of 30 days, which will end on 

4 April 2025.  The record of trial was docketed with this Court on 5 November 2024.  From the 

date of docketing to the present date, 112 days have elapsed.  On the date requested, 150 days 

will have elapsed. 

On 1 July 2024, a special court-martial consisting of a military judge alone at Kirtland Air 

Force Base, New Mexico, found Appellant guilty, consistent with his pleas, of one charge and 

two specifications of wrongful use of marijuana in violation of Article 112a, Uniform Code of 

Military Justice (UCMJ), 10 U.S.C. § 912a.  R. at 56; Record of Trial (ROT) Vol. 1, Entry of 

Judgment (EOJ), 6 August 2024.  The military judge sentenced Appellant to a reprimand, 

reduction to the grade of E-1, forfeiture of $1,926 pay per month for two months, confinement 

for 60 days, and a bad conduct discharge.  R. at 103; EOJ.  The convening authority took no action 

on the findings or the sentence.  ROT Vol. 1, Convening Authority Decision on Action, 22 July 

2024. 







26 February 2025 

IN THE UNITED STATES AIR FORCE COURT OF CRIMINAL APPEALS 

 

UNITED STATES,    ) UNITED STATES’ GENERAL 

   Appellee,     ) OPPOSITION TO APPELLANT’S  

) MOTION FOR ENLARGEMENT 

   v.      ) OF TIME 

)  

Senior Airman (E-4)    ) ACM S32799 

KEONTAE M. MIMS, USAF,  )  

   Appellant.     ) Panel No. 1 

 

TO THE HONORABLE, THE JUDGES OF 

 THE UNITED STATES AIR FORCE COURT OF CRIMINAL APPEALS: 

 

Pursuant to Rule 23.2 of this Court’s Rules of Practice and Procedure, the United States 

hereby enters its general opposition to Appellant’s Motion for Enlargement of Time to file an 

Assignments of Error in this case.  

WHEREFORE, the United States respectfully requests that this Court deny Appellant’s 

enlargement motion. 

 

 

THOMAS J. ALFORD, Lt Col, USAFR 

Appellate Government Counsel 

Government Trial and  

Appellate Operations Division 

Military Justice and Discipline Directorate 

United States Air Force 

(240) 612-4800 
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CERTIFICATE OF FILING AND SERVICE 

 

I certify that a copy of the foregoing was delivered to the Court and to the Air Force 

Appellate Defense Division on 26 February 2025.   

 

 

 

THOMAS J. ALFORD, Lt Col, USAFR 

Appellate Government Counsel 

Government Trial and  

Appellate Operations Division 

Military Justice and Discipline Directorate 

United States Air Force 

(240) 612-4800 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 



 

IN THE UNITED STATES AIR FORCE COURT OF CRIMINAL APPEALS 
 
UNITED STATES, ) APPELLANT’S MOTION FOR  
            Appellee,  ) ENLARGEMENT OF TIME (THIRD) 

) 
      v.     ) Before Panel No. 1 
     )  

Senior Airman (E-4)       ) No. ACM S32799 
KEONTAE M. MIMS,   )  
United States Air Force,   ) 26 March 2025 
 Appellant.  ) 
 

TO THE HONORABLE, THE JUDGES OF THE 
UNITED STATES AIR FORCE COURT OF CRIMINAL APPEALS: 

 
Pursuant to Rule 23.3(m)(3) and (4) of this Honorable Court’s Rules of Practice and 

Procedure, Appellant hereby moves for a third enlargement of time to file an Assignments of 

Error (AOE).  Appellant requests an enlargement for a period of thirty days, which will end on 

4 May 2025.  The record of trial was docketed with this Court on 5 November 2024.  From the 

date of docketing to the present date, 141 days have elapsed.  On the date requested, 180 days 

will have elapsed. 

On 1 July 2024, a special court-martial consisting of a military judge alone at Kirtland Air 

Force Base, New Mexico, found Appellant guilty, consistent with his pleas, of one charge and 

two specifications of wrongful use of marijuana in violation of Article 112a, Uniform Code of 

Military Justice (UCMJ), 10 U.S.C. § 912a.  R. at 56; Record of Trial (ROT) Vol. 1, Entry of 

Judgment (EOJ), 6 August 2024.  The military judge sentenced Appellant to a reprimand, 

reduction to the grade of E-1, forfeiture of $1,926 pay per month for two months, confinement 

for sixty days, and a bad conduct discharge.  R. at 103; EOJ.  The convening authority took no 

action on the findings or the sentence.  ROT Vol. 1, Convening Authority Decision on Action, 22 

July 2024. 







IN THE UNITED STATES AIR FORCE COURT OF CRIMINAL APPEALS 

 

UNITED STATES,    ) UNITED STATES’ GENERAL 

    Appellee,  ) OPPOSITION TO APPELLANT’S  

) MOTION FOR ENLARGEMENT 

         ) OF TIME 

v.      ) 

      )  

) Before Panel No. 1 

Senior Airman (E-4)    )  

KEONTAE M. MIMS,   ) No. ACM S32799 

 United States Air Force,    )  

      Appellant.  )  

      ) 28 March 2025 

 

TO THE HONORABLE, THE JUDGES OF 

 THE UNITED STATES AIR FORCE COURT OF CRIMINAL APPEALS: 

 

Pursuant to Rule 23.2 of this Court’s Rules of Practice and Procedure, the United States 

hereby enters its general opposition to Appellant’s Motion for Enlargement of Time to file an 

Assignment of Error in this case.  

WHEREFORE, the United States respectfully requests that this Court deny Appellant’s 

enlargement motion. 

 
 VANESSA BAIROS, Maj, USAF 

 Appellate Government Counsel 

 Government Trial and Appellate Operations Division 

 Military Justice and Discipline Directorate 

 United States Air Force 

 (240) 612-4800  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

      



2 
 

CERTIFICATE OF FILING AND SERVICE 

 

I certify that a copy of the foregoing was delivered to the Court and to the Air Force 

Appellate Defense Division on 28 March 2025.   

 
 VANESSA BAIROS, Maj, USAF 

 Appellate Government Counsel 

 Government Trial and Appellate Operations Division 

 Military Justice and Discipline Directorate 

 United States Air Force 

 (240) 612-4800  
 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 



 

IN THE UNITED STATES AIR FORCE COURT OF CRIMINAL APPEALS 
 
UNITED STATES, ) APPELLANT’S MOTION FOR  
            Appellee,  ) ENLARGEMENT OF TIME (FOURTH) 

) 
      v.     ) Before Panel No. 1 
     )  

Senior Airman (E-4)       ) No. ACM S32799 
KEONTAE M. MIMS,   )  
United States Air Force,   ) 25 April 2025 
 Appellant.  ) 
 

TO THE HONORABLE, THE JUDGES OF THE 
UNITED STATES AIR FORCE COURT OF CRIMINAL APPEALS: 

 
Pursuant to Rule 23.3(m)(3) and (6) of this Honorable Court’s Rules of Practice and 

Procedure, Appellant hereby moves for a fourth enlargement of time to file an Assignments of 

Error (AOE).  Appellant requests an enlargement for a period of thirty days, which will end on 

3 June 2025.  The record of trial was docketed with this Court on 5 November 2024.  From the 

date of docketing to the present date, 171 days have elapsed.  On the date requested, 210 days 

will have elapsed. 

On 1 July 2024, a special court-martial consisting of a military judge alone at Kirtland Air 

Force Base, New Mexico, found Appellant guilty, consistent with his pleas, of one charge and 

two specifications of wrongful use of marijuana in violation of Article 112a, Uniform Code of 

Military Justice (UCMJ), 10 U.S.C. § 912a.  R. at 56; Record of Trial (ROT) Vol. 1, Entry of 

Judgment (EOJ), 6 August 2024.  The military judge sentenced Appellant to a reprimand, 

reduction to the grade of E-1, forfeiture of $1,926 pay per month for two months, confinement 

for sixty days, and a bad conduct discharge.  R. at 103; EOJ.  The convening authority took no 

action on the findings or the sentence.  ROT Vol. 1, Convening Authority Decision on Action, 22 

July 2024. 

The electronic record of trial is one volume consisting of three prosecution exhibits, six 



 

defense exhibits, and five appellate exhibits; the transcript is 103 pages.  Appellant is not currently 

confined.  Undersigned counsel has not yet begun reviewing the record of trial in this case. 

Counsel is currently representing thirty-seven clients; twenty-two clients are pending initial 

AOEs before this Court.1  Ten matters currently have priority over this case: 

1) United States v. Haymond, ACM 40588 – The record of trial is seven volumes 

consisting of five prosecution exhibits, seven defense exhibits, forty-two appellate 

exhibits, and one court exhibit; the transcript is 689 pages.  Undersigned counsel has 

reviewed approximately forty percent of the record of trial in this case. 

2) United States v. Driskill, ACM 39889 (rem) – The record of trial is fourteen volumes 

consisting of fourteen prosecution exhibits, four defense exhibits, and 169 appellate 

exhibits; the transcript is 2,062 pages.  Undersigned counsel needs to conduct 

additional review of the record of trial to prepare a brief on remand in this case. 

3) United States v. Keilberg, ACM 40601 – The record of trial is four volumes consisting 

of thirteen prosecution exhibits, one defense exhibit, and seven appellate exhibits; the 

transcript is 118 pages.  Undersigned counsel has not yet begun reviewing the record 

of trial in this case. 

 
1 Since the filing of Appellant’s last request for an enlargement of time, counsel reviewed 
approximately twenty percent of the seven-volume record of trial in U.S. v. Haymond, ACM 
40588; conducted three practice oral arguments and presented oral argument as lead counsel before 
the United States Court of Appeals for the Armed Forces (CAAF) in U.S. v. Patterson, ACM 
40426, USCA Dkt. No. 25-0073/AF; prepared and filed a twenty-seven-page supplement to the 
petition for grant of review to the CAAF in U.S. v. Cadavona, ACM 40476, USCA Dkt. No. 25-
0114/AF; assisted with preparing and filing two motions in U.S. v. Dawson, ACM 24041; 
completed his review of the three-volume record of trial and prepared and filed a fifteen-page AOE 
in U.S. v. Harnar, ACM 40559; reviewed the two-volume record of trial and prepared and filed a 
motion to withdraw from appellate review in U.S. v. Hatfield, ACM S32791; and participated in 
three practice oral arguments for an additional case.  Additionally, counsel was on leave on 18 
April 2025. 



 

4) United States v. Jackson, ACM S32780 – The record of trial is five volumes consisting 

of twelve prosecution exhibits, thirteen defense exhibits, five appellate exhibits, and 

one court exhibit; the transcript is 122 pages.  Undersigned counsel has not yet begun 

reviewing the record of trial in this case. 

5) United States v. Banks, ACM 24057 – The record of trial is seven volumes consisting 

of ten prosecution exhibits, sixteen defense exhibits, and thirty appellate exhibits; the 

transcript is 985 pages.  Undersigned counsel has begun reviewing the record of trial 

in this case. 

6) United States v. Smith, ACM 40437 (f rev) – The record of trial is four volumes 

consisting of seven prosecution exhibits, ten defense exhibits, and twenty-nine 

appellate exhibits; the transcript is 338 pages.  Undersigned counsel has not yet begun 

reviewing the record of trial in this case. 

7) United States v. Nelson, ACM 24042 – The record of trial is three volumes consisting 

of fifteen prosecution exhibits, one defense exhibit, and seventeen appellate exhibits; 

the transcript is 336 pages.  Undersigned counsel has not yet begun reviewing the 

record of trial in this case. 

8) United States v. Simmons, ACM 40658 – The record of trial is four volumes consisting 

of five prosecution exhibits, four defense exhibits, three court exhibits, and thirty-eight 

appellate exhibits; the transcript is 248 pages.   Undersigned counsel has not yet begun 

reviewing the record of trial in this case. 

9) United States v. Myslow, ACM 40668 – The record of trial is three volumes consisting 

of three prosecution exhibits, six defense exhibits, and five appellate exhibits; the 







IN THE UNITED STATES AIR FORCE COURT OF CRIMINAL APPEALS 
 

UNITED STATES,    ) UNITED STATES’ GENERAL 
    Appellee,  ) OPPOSITION TO APPELLANT’S  

) MOTION FOR ENLARGEMENT 
         ) OF TIME 
v.      ) 
      )  

) Before Panel No. 1 
Senior Airman (E-4)    )  
KEONTAE M. MIMS,   ) No. ACM S32799 

 United States Air Force,    )  
      Appellant.  )  
      ) 28 April 2025 
 

TO THE HONORABLE, THE JUDGES OF 
 THE UNITED STATES AIR FORCE COURT OF CRIMINAL APPEALS: 

 
Pursuant to Rule 23.2 of this Court’s Rules of Practice and Procedure, the United States 

hereby enters its general opposition to Appellant’s Motion for Enlargement of Time to file an 

Assignment of Error in this case.  

WHEREFORE, the United States respectfully requests that this Court deny Appellant’s 

enlargement motion. 

 
 VANESSA BAIROS, Maj, USAF 
 Appellate Government Counsel 
 Government Trial and Appellate Operations Division 
 Military Justice and Discipline Directorate 
 United States Air Force 
 (240) 612-4800  

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
      



2 
 

CERTIFICATE OF FILING AND SERVICE 
 

I certify that a copy of the foregoing was delivered to the Court and to the Air Force 

Appellate Defense Division on 28 April 2025.   

 
 VANESSA BAIROS, Maj, USAF 
 Appellate Government Counsel 
 Government Trial and Appellate Operations Division 
 Military Justice and Discipline Directorate 
 United States Air Force 
 (240) 612-4800  
 

 

 

 
 
 
 

 



 

IN THE UNITED STATES AIR FORCE COURT OF CRIMINAL APPEALS 
 
UNITED STATES, ) APPELLANT’S MOTION FOR  
            Appellee,  ) ENLARGEMENT OF TIME (FIFTH) 

) 
      v.     ) Before Panel No. 1 
     )  

Senior Airman (E-4)       ) No. ACM S32799 
KEONTAE M. MIMS,   )  
United States Air Force,   ) 27 May 2025 
 Appellant.  ) 
 

TO THE HONORABLE, THE JUDGES OF THE 
UNITED STATES AIR FORCE COURT OF CRIMINAL APPEALS: 

 
Pursuant to Rule 23.3(m)(3) and (6) of this Honorable Court’s Rules of Practice and 

Procedure, Appellant hereby moves for a fifth enlargement of time to file an Assignments of Error 

(AOE).  Appellant requests an enlargement for a period of thirty days, which will end on 

3 July 2025.  The record of trial was docketed with this Court on 5 November 2024.  From the 

date of docketing to the present date, 203 days have elapsed.  On the date requested, 240 days 

will have elapsed. 

On 1 July 2024, a special court-martial consisting of a military judge alone at Kirtland Air 

Force Base, New Mexico, found Appellant guilty, consistent with his pleas, of one charge and 

two specifications of wrongful use of marijuana in violation of Article 112a, Uniform Code of 

Military Justice (UCMJ), 10 U.S.C. § 912a.  R. at 56; Record of Trial (ROT) Vol. 1, Entry of 

Judgment (EOJ), 6 August 2024.  The military judge sentenced Appellant to a reprimand, 

reduction to the grade of E-1, forfeiture of $1,926 pay per month for two months, confinement 

for sixty days, and a bad conduct discharge.  R. at 103; EOJ.  The convening authority took no 

action on the findings or the sentence.  ROT Vol. 1, Convening Authority Decision on Action, 22 

July 2024. 

The electronic record of trial is one volume consisting of three prosecution exhibits, six 



 

defense exhibits, and five appellate exhibits; the transcript is 103 pages.  Appellant is not currently 

confined.  Undersigned counsel has not yet begun reviewing the record of trial in this case. 

Counsel is currently representing thirty-nine clients; twenty-three clients are pending initial 

AOEs before this Court.1  Additionally, one client has an upcoming petition for a grant of review 

and supplement to the petition before the United States Court of Appeals for the Armed Forces 

(CAAF).  Nine matters currently have priority over this case: 

1) United States v. Driskill, ACM 39889 (rem) – The record of trial is fourteen volumes 

consisting of fourteen prosecution exhibits, four defense exhibits, and 169 appellate 

exhibits; the transcript is 2,062 pages.  Undersigned counsel has drafted a brief on 

remand in this case. 

2) United States v. Keilberg, ACM 40601 – The record of trial is four volumes consisting 

of thirteen prosecution exhibits, one defense exhibit, and seven appellate exhibits; the 

transcript is 118 pages.  Undersigned counsel has begun reviewing the record of trial 

in this case. 

3) United States v. York, ACM 40604 – The record of trial is seven volumes consisting of 

five prosecution exhibits, two defense exhibits, 36 appellate exhibits, and one court 

exhibit; the transcript is 847 pages.  Undersigned counsel is preparing to petition the 

CAAF for a grant of review in this case.  

 
1 Since the filing of Appellant’s last request for an enlargement of time, counsel completed his 
review of the seven-volume record of trial and prepared and filed a twelve-page AOE in U.S. v. 
Haymond, ACM 40588; assisted with preparing and filing two motions and a twenty-two page 
supplement to the petition for a grant of review before the CAAF in U.S. v. Dawson, ACM 24041, 
USCA Dkt. No. 25-0156/AF; completed his review on remand of the fourteen-volume record and 
drafted a twenty-eight-page brief in U.S. v. Driskill, ACM 39889 (rem); prepared and presented a 
briefing for the Air Force Senior Defense Counsel Qualification Course; and participated in six 
practice oral arguments for two additional cases.  Additionally, counsel was on leave on 26–29 
April and 2–4 May 2025 and was off for the Memorial Day holiday. 



 

4) United States v. Jackson, ACM S32780 – The record of trial is five volumes consisting 

of twelve prosecution exhibits, thirteen defense exhibits, five appellate exhibits, and 

one court exhibit; the transcript is 122 pages.  Undersigned counsel has not yet begun 

reviewing the record of trial, but additional counsel has been detailed to this case. 

5) United States v. Banks, ACM 24057 – The record of trial is seven volumes consisting 

of ten prosecution exhibits, sixteen defense exhibits, and thirty appellate exhibits; the 

transcript is 985 pages.  Undersigned counsel has begun reviewing the record of trial 

in this case. 

6) United States v. Smith, ACM 40437 (f rev) – The record of trial is four volumes 

consisting of seven prosecution exhibits, ten defense exhibits, and twenty-nine 

appellate exhibits; the transcript is 338 pages.  Undersigned counsel has not yet begun 

reviewing the record of trial in this case. 

7) United States v. Simmons, ACM 40658 – The record of trial is four volumes consisting 

of five prosecution exhibits, four defense exhibits, three court exhibits, and thirty-eight 

appellate exhibits; the transcript is 248 pages.   Undersigned counsel has not yet begun 

reviewing the record of trial in this case. 

8) United States v. Myslow, ACM 40668 – The record of trial is three volumes consisting 

of three prosecution exhibits, six defense exhibits, and five appellate exhibits; the 

transcript is eighty-five pages.  Undersigned counsel has not yet begun reviewing the 

record of trial in this case. 

9) United States v. Payton, ACM 40669 – The record of trial is five volumes consisting 

of three prosecution exhibits, five defense exhibits, and three appellate exhibits; the 







IN THE UNITED STATES AIR FORCE COURT OF CRIMINAL APPEALS 

 

UNITED STATES,    ) UNITED STATES’ GENERAL 

    Appellee,  ) OPPOSITION TO APPELLANT’S  

) MOTION FOR ENLARGEMENT 

         ) OF TIME 

v.      ) 

      )  

) Before Panel No. 1 

Senior Airman (E-4)    )  

KEONTAE M. MIMS,   ) No. ACM S32799 

 United States Air Force,    )  

      Appellant.  )  

      ) 28 May 2025 

 

TO THE HONORABLE, THE JUDGES OF 

 THE UNITED STATES AIR FORCE COURT OF CRIMINAL APPEALS: 

 

Pursuant to Rule 23.2 of this Court’s Rules of Practice and Procedure, the United States 

hereby enters its general opposition to Appellant’s Motion for Enlargement of Time to file an 

Assignment of Error in this case.  

WHEREFORE, the United States respectfully requests that this Court deny Appellant’s 

enlargement motion. 

 
 VANESSA BAIROS, Maj, USAF 

 Appellate Government Counsel 

 Government Trial and Appellate Operations Division 

 Military Justice and Discipline Directorate 

 United States Air Force 

 (240) 612-4800  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

      



2 
 

CERTIFICATE OF FILING AND SERVICE 

 

I certify that a copy of the foregoing was delivered to the Court and to the Air Force 

Appellate Defense Division on 28 May 2025.   

 
 VANESSA BAIROS, Maj, USAF 

 Appellate Government Counsel 

 Government Trial and Appellate Operations Division 

 Military Justice and Discipline Directorate 

 United States Air Force 

 (240) 612-4800  
 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 



 

IN THE UNITED STATES AIR FORCE COURT OF CRIMINAL APPEALS 
 
UNITED STATES, ) APPELLANT’S MOTION FOR  
            Appellee,  ) ENLARGEMENT OF TIME (SIXTH) 

) 
      v.     ) Before Panel No. 1 
     )  

Senior Airman (E-4)       ) No. ACM S32799 
KEONTAE M. MIMS,   )  
United States Air Force,   ) 25 June 2025 
 Appellant.  ) 
 

TO THE HONORABLE, THE JUDGES OF THE 
UNITED STATES AIR FORCE COURT OF CRIMINAL APPEALS: 

 
Pursuant to Rule 23.3(m)(3) and (6) of this Honorable Court’s Rules of Practice and 

Procedure, Appellant hereby moves for a sixth enlargement of time to file an Assignments of 

Error (AOE).  Appellant requests an enlargement for a period of thirty days, which will end on 

2 August 2025.  The record of trial was docketed with this Court on 5 November 2024.  From the 

date of docketing to the present date, 232 days have elapsed.  On the date requested, 270 days 

will have elapsed. 

On 1 July 2024, a special court-martial consisting of a military judge alone at Kirtland Air 

Force Base, New Mexico, found Appellant guilty, consistent with his pleas, of one charge and 

two specifications of wrongful use of marijuana in violation of Article 112a, Uniform Code of 

Military Justice (UCMJ), 10 U.S.C. § 912a.  R. at 56; Record of Trial (ROT) Vol. 1, Entry of 

Judgment (EOJ), 6 August 2024.  The military judge sentenced Appellant to a reprimand, 

reduction to the grade of E-1, forfeiture of $1,926 pay per month for two months, confinement 

for sixty days, and a bad conduct discharge.  R. at 103; EOJ.  The convening authority took no 

action on the findings or the sentence.  ROT Vol. 1, Convening Authority Decision on Action, 22 

July 2024. 

The electronic record of trial is one volume consisting of three prosecution exhibits, six 



 

defense exhibits, and five appellate exhibits; the transcript is 103 pages.  Appellant is not currently 

confined.  Undersigned counsel has not yet begun reviewing the record of trial in this case. 

Counsel is currently representing forty-two clients; twenty-five clients are pending initial 

AOEs before this Court.1  Additionally, one client has an upcoming supplement to the petition 

for grant of review before the United States Court of Appeals for the Armed Forces (CAAF).  

Seven matters currently have priority over this case: 

1) United States v. Keilberg, ACM 40601 – The record of trial is four volumes consisting 

of thirteen prosecution exhibits, one defense exhibit, and seven appellate exhibits; the 

transcript is 118 pages.  Undersigned counsel has reviewed the record of trial and is 

drafting the AOE in this case. 

2) United States v. York, ACM 40604, USCA Dkt. No. 25-0200/AF – The record of trial 

is seven volumes consisting of five prosecution exhibits, two defense exhibits, 36 

appellate exhibits, and one court exhibit; the transcript is 847 pages.  Undersigned 

counsel has petitioned the CAAF for a grant of review and is drafting the supplement 

to the petition in this case.  

3) United States v. Jackson, ACM S32780 – The record of trial is five volumes consisting 

of twelve prosecution exhibits, thirteen defense exhibits, five appellate exhibits, and 

one court exhibit; the transcript is 122 pages.  Undersigned counsel has begun 

reviewing the record of trial, and additional counsel has been detailed to this case. 

 
1 Since the filing of Appellant’s last request for an enlargement of time, counsel prepared and filed 
a twenty-nine-page brief in U.S. v. Driskill, ACM 39889 (rem); completed his review of the four-
volume record of trial and began drafting the AOE in U.S. v. Keilberg, ACM 40601; and petitioned 
the CAAF for a grant of review and began drafting the supplement to the petition in U.S. v. York, 
ACM 40604, USCA Dkt. No. 25-0200/AF.  Additionally, counsel was off for the Juneteenth 
holiday and attended the funeral service for CMSgt Swigonski at Arlington National Cemetery on 
28 May 2025. 



 

4) United States v. Banks, ACM 24057 – The record of trial is seven volumes consisting 

of ten prosecution exhibits, sixteen defense exhibits, and thirty appellate exhibits; the 

transcript is 985 pages.  Undersigned counsel has begun reviewing the record of trial 

in this case. 

5) United States v. Smith, ACM 40437 (f rev) – The record of trial is four volumes 

consisting of seven prosecution exhibits, ten defense exhibits, and twenty-nine 

appellate exhibits; the transcript is 338 pages.  Undersigned counsel has begun 

reviewing the record of trial, and additional counsel has been detailed to this case. 

6) United States v. Simmons, ACM 40658 – The record of trial is four volumes consisting 

of five prosecution exhibits, four defense exhibits, three court exhibits, and thirty-eight 

appellate exhibits; the transcript is 248 pages.   Undersigned counsel has not yet begun 

reviewing the record of trial in this case. 

7) United States v. Payton, ACM 40669 – The record of trial is five volumes consisting 

of three prosecution exhibits, five defense exhibits, and three appellate exhibits; the 

transcript is 175 pages.  Undersigned counsel has not yet begun reviewing the record 

of trial in this case. 

Through no fault of Appellant, undersigned counsel has been unable to complete his review 

and prepare a brief for Appellant’s case.  An enlargement of time is necessary to allow counsel 

to fully review Appellant’s case and advise Appellant regarding potential errors.  Appellant was 

informed of his right to a timely appeal, was provided an update of the status of counsel’s progress 

on Appellant’s case, was consulted with regards to enlargements of time, and agrees with 

necessary requests for enlargements of time, including this request. 







IN THE UNITED STATES AIR FORCE COURT OF CRIMINAL APPEALS 

 

UNITED STATES,    ) UNITED STATES’ GENERAL 

    Appellee,  ) OPPOSITION TO APPELLANT’S  

) MOTION FOR ENLARGEMENT 

         ) OF TIME 

v.      ) 

      )  

) Before Panel No. 1 

Senior Airman (E-4)    )  

KEONTAE M. MIMS,   ) No. ACM S32799 

 United States Air Force,    )  

      Appellant.  )  

      ) 27 June 2025 

 

TO THE HONORABLE, THE JUDGES OF 

 THE UNITED STATES AIR FORCE COURT OF CRIMINAL APPEALS: 

 

Pursuant to Rule 23.2 of this Court’s Rules of Practice and Procedure, the United States 

hereby enters its general opposition to Appellant’s Motion for Enlargement of Time to file an 

Assignment of Error in this case.  

WHEREFORE, the United States respectfully requests that this Court deny Appellant’s 

enlargement motion. 

 
 VANESSA BAIROS, Maj, USAF 

 Appellate Government Counsel 

 Government Trial and Appellate Operations Division 

 Military Justice and Discipline Directorate 

 United States Air Force 

 (240) 612-4800  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

      



2 
 

CERTIFICATE OF FILING AND SERVICE 

 

I certify that a copy of the foregoing was delivered to the Court and to the Air Force 

Appellate Defense Division on 27 June 2025.   

 
 VANESSA BAIROS, Maj, USAF 

 Appellate Government Counsel 

 Government Trial and Appellate Operations Division 

 Military Justice and Discipline Directorate 

 United States Air Force 

 (240) 612-4800  
 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 





 

IN THE UNITED STATES AIR FORCE COURT OF CRIMINAL APPEALS 
 
UNITED STATES, ) APPELLANT’S MOTION FOR  
            Appellee,  ) ENLARGEMENT OF TIME (SEVENTH) 

) 
      v.     ) Before Panel No. 1 
     )  

Senior Airman (E-4)       ) No. ACM S32799 
KEONTAE M. MIMS,   )  
United States Air Force,   ) 25 July 2025 
 Appellant.  ) 
 

TO THE HONORABLE, THE JUDGES OF THE 
UNITED STATES AIR FORCE COURT OF CRIMINAL APPEALS: 

 
Pursuant to Rule 23.3(m)(3) and (6) of this Honorable Court’s Rules of Practice and 

Procedure, Appellant hereby moves for a seventh enlargement of time to file an Assignments of 

Error (AOE).  Appellant requests an enlargement for a period of thirty days, which will end on 

1 September 2025.  The record of trial was docketed with this Court on 5 November 2024.  From 

the date of docketing to the present date, 262 days have elapsed.  On the date requested, 300 days 

will have elapsed. 

On 1 July 2024, a special court-martial consisting of a military judge alone at Kirtland Air 

Force Base, New Mexico, found Appellant guilty, consistent with his pleas, of one charge and 

two specifications of wrongful use of marijuana in violation of Article 112a, Uniform Code of 

Military Justice (UCMJ), 10 U.S.C. § 912a.  R. at 56; Record of Trial (ROT) Vol. 1, Entry of 

Judgment (EOJ), 6 August 2024.  The military judge sentenced Appellant to a reprimand, 

reduction to the grade of E-1, forfeiture of $1,926 pay per month for two months, confinement 

for sixty days, and a bad conduct discharge.  R. at 103; EOJ.  The convening authority took no 

action on the findings or the sentence.  ROT Vol. 1, Convening Authority Decision on Action, 22 

July 2024. 

The electronic record of trial is one volume consisting of three prosecution exhibits, six 



 

defense exhibits, and five appellate exhibits; the transcript is 103 pages.  Appellant is not currently 

confined.  Undersigned counsel has not yet begun reviewing the record of trial in this case. 

Counsel is currently representing thirty-five clients; twenty-one clients are pending initial 

AOEs before this Court.1  Five matters currently have priority over this case: 

1) United States v. Jackson, ACM S32780 – The record of trial is five volumes consisting 

of twelve prosecution exhibits, thirteen defense exhibits, five appellate exhibits, and 

one court exhibit; the transcript is 122 pages.  Additional counsel has been detailed to 

this case, and counsel have drafted an AOE. 

2) United States v. Smith, ACM 40437 (f rev) – The record of trial is four volumes 

consisting of seven prosecution exhibits, ten defense exhibits, and twenty-nine 

appellate exhibits; the transcript is 338 pages.  Undersigned counsel has begun 

reviewing the record of trial, and additional counsel has been detailed to this case. 

3) United States v. Banks, ACM 24057 – The record of trial is seven volumes consisting 

of ten prosecution exhibits, sixteen defense exhibits, and thirty appellate exhibits; the 

transcript is 985 pages.  Undersigned counsel has begun reviewing the record of trial 

in this case. 

 
1 Since the filing of Appellant’s last request for an enlargement of time, counsel prepared and filed 
a seven-page AOE in U.S. v. Keilberg, ACM 40601; prepared and filed a sixteen-page supplement 
to the petition for grant of review to the United States Court of Appeals for the Armed Forces 
(CAAF) in U.S. v. York, ACM 40604, USCA Dkt. No. 25-0200/AF; reviewed the Government’s 
answer and prepared and filed a two-page reply brief in U.S. v. Haymond, ACM 40588; reviewed 
the Government’s answer and prepared and filed an eight-page reply brief in U.S. v. Driskill, ACM 
39889 (rem); prepared and filed a motion to withdraw from appellate review in U.S. v. Harnar, 
ACM 40559 (f rev); and prepared and filed an eleven-page answer brief to the CAAF in U.S. v. 
Kershaw, ACM 40455, USCA Dkt. No. 25-0177/AF.  Additionally, counsel was off for the 
Independence Day holiday and was on leave on 17–20 July 2025. 







IN THE UNITED STATES AIR FORCE COURT OF CRIMINAL APPEALS 

 

UNITED STATES,    ) UNITED STATES’  

    Appellee,  ) OPPOSITION TO APPELLANT’S  

) MOTION FOR ENLARGEMENT 

         ) OF TIME 

v.      ) 

      )  

) Before Panel No. 1 

Senior Airman (E-4)    )  

KEONTAE M. MIMS,   ) No. ACM S32799 

 United States Air Force,    )  

      Appellant.  )  

      ) 25 July 2025 

 

TO THE HONORABLE, THE JUDGES OF 

 THE UNITED STATES AIR FORCE COURT OF CRIMINAL APPEALS: 

 

Pursuant to Rule 23.2 of this Court’s Rules of Practice and Procedure, the United States 

hereby enters its opposition to Appellant’s Motion for Enlargement of Time to file an Assignment 

of Error in this case.  

The United States respectfully maintains that short of a death penalty case or other 

extraordinary circumstances, it should not take any appellant nearly a year to submit an assignment 

of error to this Court.  If Appellant’s new delay request is granted, the defense delay in this case will 

be 300 days in length.  Appellant’s nearly year-long delay practically ensures this Court will not be 

able to issue a decision that complies with our superior Court’s appellate processing standards.  

Appellant has already consumed almost two-thirds of the 18-month standard for this Court to issue 

a decision, which only leaves about 8 months combined for the United States and this Court to 

perform their separate statutory responsibilities.  It appears that Appellant’s counsel has not 

completed review of the record of trial at this late stage of the appellate process.   

  



2 
 

WHEREFORE, the United States respectfully requests that this Court deny Appellant’s 

enlargement motion. 

 
 VANESSA BAIROS, Maj, USAF 

 Appellate Government Counsel 

 Government Trial and Appellate Operations Division 

 Military Justice and Discipline Directorate 

 United States Air Force 

 (240) 612-4800  
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CERTIFICATE OF FILING AND SERVICE 

 

I certify that a copy of the foregoing was delivered to the Court and to the Air Force 

Appellate Defense Division on 25 July 2025.   

 
 VANESSA BAIROS, Maj, USAF 

 Appellate Government Counsel 

 Government Trial and Appellate Operations Division 

 Military Justice and Discipline Directorate 

 United States Air Force 

 (240) 612-4800  
 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 



UNITED STATES AIR FORCE 
COURT OF CRIMINAL APPEALS 

 

UNITED STATES ) No. ACM S32799 

 Appellee )  

  ) 

 v. ) 

  ) ORDER 

Keontae M. MIMS ) 

Senior Airman (E-4) ) 

U.S. Air Force ) 

 Appellant ) Panel 3 

 

On 25 August 2025, counsel for Appellant submitted a Motion for Enlarge-

ment of Time (Eighth), requesting an additional 30 days to submit Appellant’s 

assignments of error. The Government opposes the motion. 

The court has considered Appellant’s motion, the Government’s opposition, 

prior filings in this case, case law, and this court’s Rules of Practice and Proce-

dure. 

Accordingly, it is by the court on this 28th day of August, 2025, 

ORDERED: 

Appellant’s Motion for Enlargement of Time (Eighth) is GRANTED. Ap-

pellant shall file any assignments of error not later than 1 October 2025. 

Further requests by Appellant for enlargements of time may necessitate a 

status conference. 

 

FOR THE COURT 

CAROL K. JOYCE 

Clerk of the Court 

 

 



 

IN THE UNITED STATES AIR FORCE COURT OF CRIMINAL APPEALS 
 
UNITED STATES, ) APPELLANT’S MOTION FOR  
            Appellee,  ) ENLARGEMENT OF TIME (EIGHTH) 

) 
      v.     ) Before Panel No. 3 
     )  

Senior Airman (E-4)       ) No. ACM S32799 
KEONTAE M. MIMS,   )  
United States Air Force,   ) 25 August 2025 
 Appellant.  ) 
 

TO THE HONORABLE, THE JUDGES OF THE 
UNITED STATES AIR FORCE COURT OF CRIMINAL APPEALS: 

 
Pursuant to Rule 23.3(m)(3) and (6) of this Honorable Court’s Rules of Practice and 

Procedure, Appellant hereby moves for an eighth enlargement of time to file an Assignments of 

Error (AOE).  Appellant requests an enlargement for a period of thirty days, which will end on 

1 October 2025.  The record of trial was docketed with this Court on 5 November 2024.  From 

the date of docketing to the present date, 293 days have elapsed.  On the date requested, 330 days 

will have elapsed. 

On 1 July 2024, a special court-martial consisting of a military judge alone at Kirtland Air 

Force Base, New Mexico, found Appellant guilty, consistent with his pleas, of one charge and 

two specifications of wrongful use of marijuana in violation of Article 112a, Uniform Code of 

Military Justice (UCMJ), 10 U.S.C. § 912a.  R. at 56; Record of Trial (ROT) Vol. 1, Entry of 

Judgment (EOJ), 6 August 2024.  The military judge sentenced Appellant to a reprimand, 

reduction to the grade of E-1, forfeiture of $1,926 pay per month for two months, confinement 

for sixty days, and a bad conduct discharge.  R. at 103; EOJ.  The convening authority took no 

action on the findings or the sentence.  ROT Vol. 1, Convening Authority Decision on Action, 22 

July 2024. 

The electronic record of trial is one volume consisting of three prosecution exhibits, six 



 

defense exhibits, and five appellate exhibits; the transcript is 103 pages.  Appellant is not currently 

confined.  Undersigned counsel has not yet begun reviewing the record of trial in this case. 

Counsel is currently representing thirty-two clients; fifteen clients are pending initial AOEs 

before this Court.1  Additionally, one client has an upcoming petition for grant of review and 

supplement to the petition, and another client has a scheduled oral argument, all before the United 

States Court of Appeals for the Armed Forces (CAAF).  Five additional clients have upcoming 

petitions for a writ of certiorari before the Supreme Court of the United States.  Five matters 

currently have priority over this case: 

1) United States v. Smith, ACM 40437 (f rev) – The record of trial is four volumes 

consisting of seven prosecution exhibits, ten defense exhibits, and twenty-nine 

appellate exhibits; the transcript is 338 pages.  Additional counsel has been detailed to 

this case and is drafting the AOE. 

2) United States v. Simmons, ACM 40658 – The record of trial is four volumes consisting 

of five prosecution exhibits, four defense exhibits, three court exhibits, and thirty-eight 

appellate exhibits; the transcript is 248 pages.  Undersigned counsel has begun 

reviewing the record of trial in this case. 

3) United States v. Payton, ACM 40669 – The record of trial is five volumes consisting 

of three prosecution exhibits, five defense exhibits, and three appellate exhibits; the 

 
1 Since the filing of Appellant’s last request for an enlargement of time, counsel prepared and filed 
a six-page motion for summary disposition to the CAAF in U.S. v. Kershaw, ACM 40455, USCA 
Dkt. No. 25-0177/AF; prepared and filed a nine-page answer to the Government’s petition for 
reconsideration before the CAAF in U.S. v. Patterson, ACM 40426, USCA Dkt. No. 25-0073/AF; 
completed his review of the seven-volume record of trial and prepared and filed a 24-page AOE 
in U.S. v. Banks, ACM 24057; prepared and filed a six-page reply in U.S. v. Keilberg, ACM 40601; 
prepared and filed a four-page motion for leave to file motion for remand and motion for remand 
in U.S. v. Payton, ACM 40669; and began reviewing the record of trial in U.S. v. Simmons, ACM 
40658.  Additionally, counsel was on leave on 1–5 and 22–25 August 2025. 



 

transcript is 175 pages.  Undersigned counsel has begun reviewing the record of trial 

and filed a motion for remand in this case. 

4) United States v. Navarro Aguirre, ACM 40354, USCA Dkt. No. 24-0146/AF – The 

record of trial is nine volumes consisting of 14 prosecution exhibits, 16 defense 

exhibits, one court exhibit, and 47 appellate exhibits; the transcript is 896 pages.  

Undersigned counsel is preparing to petition the Supreme Court of the United States 

for a writ of certiorari in this case. 

5) United States v. Soloshenko, ACM 40581 – The electronic record of trial is two 

volumes consisting of seven prosecution exhibits, two defense exhibits, twenty-seven 

appellate exhibits, and one court exhibit; the transcript is 773 pages.  Undersigned 

counsel is preparing to petition the CAAF for a grant of review in this case. 

Through no fault of Appellant, undersigned counsel has been unable to complete his review 

and prepare a brief for Appellant’s case.  An enlargement of time is necessary to allow counsel 

to fully review Appellant’s case and advise Appellant regarding potential errors.  Appellant was 

informed of his right to a timely appeal, was provided an update of the status of counsel’s progress 

on Appellant’s case, was consulted with regards to enlargements of time, and agrees with 

necessary requests for enlargements of time, including this request. 

WHEREFORE, Appellant respectfully requests that this Honorable Court grant the 

requested eighth enlargement of time for good cause shown.  







 

 

CUI 

CUI 

IN THE UNITED STATES AIR FORCE COURT OF CRIMINAL APPEALS 

 

UNITED STATES,    ) UNITED STATES’  

    Appellee,  ) OPPOSITION TO APPELLANT’S  

) MOTION FOR ENLARGEMENT 

         ) OF TIME 

v.      ) 

      )  

) Before Panel No. 3 

Senior Airman (E-4)    )  

KEONTAE M. MIMS,   ) No. ACM S32799 

 United States Air Force,    )  

      Appellant.  )  

      ) 26 August 2025 

 

TO THE HONORABLE, THE JUDGES OF 

 THE UNITED STATES AIR FORCE COURT OF CRIMINAL APPEALS: 

 

Pursuant to Rule 23.2 of this Court’s Rules of Practice and Procedure, the United States 

hereby enters its opposition to Appellant’s Motion for Enlargement of Time to file an Assignment 

of Error in this case.  

The United States respectfully maintains that short of a death penalty case or other 

extraordinary circumstances, it should not take any appellant nearly a year to submit an assignment 

of error to this Court.  If Appellant’s new delay request is granted, the defense delay in this case will 

be 330 days in length.  Appellant’s nearly year-long delay practically ensures this Court will not be 

able to issue a decision that complies with our superior Court’s appellate processing standards.  

Appellant has already consumed almost two-thirds of the 18-month standard for this Court to issue 

a decision, which only leaves about 7 months combined for the United States and this Court to 

perform their separate statutory responsibilities.  It appears that Appellant’s counsel has not yet 

begun  reviewing the record of trial at this late stage of the appellate process.   
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CUI 

CUI 

WHEREFORE, the United States respectfully requests that this Court deny Appellant’s 

enlargement motion. 

 
 VANESSA BAIROS, Maj, USAF 

 Appellate Government Counsel 

 Government Trial and Appellate Operations Division 

 Military Justice and Discipline Directorate 

 United States Air Force 

 (240) 612-4800  
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CUI 

CUI 

CERTIFICATE OF FILING AND SERVICE 

 

I certify that a copy of the foregoing was delivered to the Court and to the Air Force 

Appellate Defense Division on 26 August 2025.   

 
 VANESSA BAIROS, Maj, USAF 

 Appellate Government Counsel 

 Government Trial and Appellate Operations Division 

 Military Justice and Discipline Directorate 

 United States Air Force 

 (240) 612-4800  
 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 



 

IN THE UNITED STATES AIR FORCE COURT OF CRIMINAL APPEALS 
 
UNITED STATES, ) APPELLANT’S MOTION FOR  
            Appellee,  ) ENLARGEMENT OF TIME (NINTH) 

) 
      v.     ) Before Panel No. 3 
     )  

Senior Airman (E-4)       ) No. ACM S32799 
KEONTAE M. MIMS,   )  
United States Air Force,   ) 19 September 2025 
 Appellant.  ) 
 

TO THE HONORABLE, THE JUDGES OF THE 
UNITED STATES AIR FORCE COURT OF CRIMINAL APPEALS: 

 
Pursuant to Rule 23.3(m)(3) and (6) of this Honorable Court’s Rules of Practice and 

Procedure, Appellant hereby moves for a ninth enlargement of time to file an Assignments of 

Error (AOE).  Appellant requests an enlargement for a period of thirty days, which will end on 

31 October 2025.  The record of trial was docketed with this Court on 5 November 2024.  From 

the date of docketing to the present date, 318 days have elapsed.  On the date requested, 360 days 

will have elapsed. 

On 1 July 2024, a special court-martial consisting of a military judge alone at Kirtland Air 

Force Base, New Mexico, found Appellant guilty, consistent with his pleas, of one charge and 

two specifications of wrongful use of marijuana in violation of Article 112a, Uniform Code of 

Military Justice (UCMJ), 10 U.S.C. § 912a.  R. at 56; Record of Trial (ROT) Vol. 1, Entry of 

Judgment (EOJ), 6 August 2024.  The military judge sentenced Appellant to a reprimand, 

reduction to the grade of E-1, forfeiture of $1,926 pay per month for two months, confinement 

for sixty days, and a bad conduct discharge.  R. at 103; EOJ.  The convening authority took no 

action on the findings or the sentence.  ROT Vol. 1, Convening Authority Decision on Action, 22 

July 2024. 

The electronic record of trial is one volume consisting of three prosecution exhibits, six 



 

defense exhibits, and five appellate exhibits; the transcript is 103 pages.  Appellant is not currently 

confined.  Undersigned counsel has not yet begun reviewing the record of trial in this case. 

Counsel is currently representing thirty-one clients; twelve clients are pending initial AOEs 

before this Court.1  Additionally, two clients have upcoming petitions for grant of review and 

supplements to the petitions, all before the United States Court of Appeals for the Armed Forces 

(CAAF).  Four additional clients have upcoming petitions for a writ of certiorari before the 

Supreme Court of the United States.  Three matters currently have priority over this case: 

1) United States v. Zhong, ACM 40354, USCA Dkt. No. 24-0146/AF – ACM 40411, 

USCA Dkt. No. 25-0011/AF – The record of trial is four volumes consisting of 14 

prosecution exhibits, 11 defense exhibits, 12 appellate exhibits, and one court exhibit; 

the transcript is 482 pages.  Undersigned counsel is preparing to petition the Supreme 

Court of the United States for a writ of certiorari in this case. 

2) United States v. Soloshenko, ACM 40581 – The electronic record of trial is two 

volumes consisting of seven prosecution exhibits, two defense exhibits, twenty-seven 

appellate exhibits, and one court exhibit; the transcript is 773 pages.  Undersigned 

counsel is preparing to petition the CAAF for a grant of review in this case. 

 
1 Since the filing of Appellant’s last request for an enlargement of time, counsel prepared and filed 
a six-page motion for reconsideration with suggestion for en banc consideration and a motion to 
withdraw from appellate review in U.S. v. Payton, ACM 40669; and completed his review of the 
four-volume record of trial and prepared and filed a four-page AOE in U.S. v. Simmons, ACM 
40658; prepared and filed a two-page motion for oral argument in U.S. v. Casillas, ACM 40551; 
reviewed a 45-page petition for a writ of certiorari in U.S. v. Dawson, ACM 24041, USCA Dkt. 
No. 25-0156/AF; and participated in a practice oral argument for one additional case.  
Additionally, counsel was on leave on 12 and 16 September 2025, was off for the Labor Day 
holiday, and attended the virtual preliminary hearing officer and legal advisor course on 3–4 
September 2025. 







 

 

IN THE UNITED STATES AIR FORCE COURT OF CRIMINAL APPEALS 

 

UNITED STATES,    ) UNITED STATES’  

    Appellee,  ) OPPOSITION TO APPELLANT’S  

) MOTION FOR ENLARGEMENT 

         ) OF TIME 

v.      ) 

      )  

) Before Panel No. 3 

Senior Airman (E-4)    )  

KEONTAE M. MIMS,   ) No. ACM S32799 

 United States Air Force,    )  

      Appellant.  )  

      ) 22 September 2025 

 

TO THE HONORABLE, THE JUDGES OF 

 THE UNITED STATES AIR FORCE COURT OF CRIMINAL APPEALS: 

 

Pursuant to Rule 23.2 of this Court’s Rules of Practice and Procedure, the United States 

hereby enters its opposition to Appellant’s Motion for Enlargement of Time to file an Assignment 

of Error in this case.  

The United States respectfully maintains that short of a death penalty case or other 

extraordinary circumstances, it should not take any appellant nearly a year to submit an assignment 

of error to this Court.  If Appellant’s new delay request is granted, the defense delay in this case will 

be 360 days in length.  Appellant’s nearly year-long delay practically ensures this Court will not be 

able to issue a decision that complies with our superior Court’s appellate processing standards.  

Appellant has already consumed almost two-thirds of the 18-month standard for this Court to issue 

a decision, which only leaves about 6 months combined for the United States and this Court to 

perform their separate statutory responsibilities.  It appears that Appellant’s counsel has not yet 

begun reviewing the record of trial at this late stage of the appellate process.   
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WHEREFORE, the United States respectfully requests that this Court deny Appellant’s 

enlargement motion. 

 
 VANESSA BAIROS, Maj, USAF 

 Appellate Government Counsel 

 Government Trial and Appellate Operations Division 

 Military Justice and Discipline Directorate 

 United States Air Force 

 (240) 612-4800  
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CERTIFICATE OF FILING AND SERVICE 

 

I certify that a copy of the foregoing was delivered to the Court and to the Air Force 

Appellate Defense Division on 22 September 2025.   

 
 VANESSA BAIROS, Maj, USAF 

 Appellate Government Counsel 

 Government Trial and Appellate Operations Division 

 Military Justice and Discipline Directorate 

 United States Air Force 

 (240) 612-4800  
 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 







 

UNITED STATES AIR FORCE 
COURT OF CRIMINAL APPEALS 

 

UNITED STATES ) No. ACM S32799 

 Appellee )  

  ) 

 v. ) 

  ) ORDER 

Keontae M. MIMS ) 

Senior Airman (E-4) ) 

U.S. Air Force ) 

 Appellant ) Panel 3 

 

On 21 October 2025, counsel for Appellant, Lieutenant Colonel (Lt Col) Jar-

ett Merk, submitted a Motion for Enlargement of Time (Tenth) requesting an 

additional 30 days to submit Appellant’s assignments of error. Lt Col Merk 

explains that he is a reservist counsel who was assigned to this case on 22 

September 2025. Due to the lapse in appropriations on 1 October 2025, Lt Col 

Merk is not “permitted to work on Appellant’s case as planned.” 

On 23 October 2025, counsel for Appellant, Major (Maj) Frederick Johnson, 

submitted a duplicate Motion for Enlargement of Time (Tenth) requesting an 

additional 30 days to submit Appellant’s assignments of error. Maj Johnson 

explains he “not yet begun reviewing the record of trial.” Maj Johnson also 

explains that “additional counsel . . . is currently unable to work the case due 

to the lapse in appropriated funding.”  

The Government filed corresponding oppositions to both of Appellant’s Mo-

tions for Enlargement of Time (Tenth). 

On 4 November 2025, Appellant, through Maj Johnson, filed a Motion for 

Leave to File a Motion to Withdraw a Filing, and Motion to Withdraw a Filing. 

Appellant moved to withdraw Appellant’s Motion for Enlargement of Time 

(Tenth) filed by Lt Col Merk on 21 October 2025. The Government did not file 

opposition. 

On this same date, 4 November 2025,* the court held a status conference to 

discuss the filings by Appellant; specifically, the two motions for Enlargement 

of Time (Tenth). Appellant was represented by Maj Johnson; Mr. Dwight Sul-

livan from the Appellate Defense Division was also present. Maj Kate E. Lee 

represented the Government. In response to questions by the court, Maj 

 

* The status conference was scheduled before Appellant’s counsel filed the Motion for 

Leave to File a Motion to Withdraw a Filing and Motion to Withdraw a Filing.  
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Johnson confirmed that his motion was a duplicate. The court does not consider 

the Withdrawal of the Motion for Enlargement of Time (Tenth) filed by Lt Col 

Merk on 21 October 2025 to mean he is withdrawing his representation of Ap-

pellant. 

The court has considered Appellant’s motions, the Government’s opposi-

tions, case law, and this court’s Rules of Practice and Procedure. 

Accordingly, it is by the court on this 12th day of November, 2025, 

ORDERED: 

Appellant’s Motion for Enlargement of Time (Tenth), dated 23 October 

2025, is GRANTED.  

Appellant’s Motion For Leave To File a Motion to Withdraw a Filing and 

Motion to Withdraw a Filing is GRANTED.  

Appellant’s Motion for Enlargement of Time (Tenth), dated 21 October 

2021, is hereby MOOT.  

Appellant shall file any assignments of error not later than 30 November 

2025.  

 

FOR THE COURT 

CAROL K. JOYCE 

Clerk of the Court 

 

 



 

IN THE UNITED STATES AIR FORCE COURT OF CRIMINAL APPEALS 
 
UNITED STATES, ) APPELLANT’S MOTION FOR  
            Appellee,  ) ENLARGEMENT OF TIME (TENTH) 

) 
      v.     ) Before Panel No. 3 
     )  

Senior Airman (E-4)       ) No. ACM S32799 
KEONTAE M. MIMS,   )  
United States Air Force,   ) 21 October 2025 
 Appellant.  ) 
 

TO THE HONORABLE, THE JUDGES OF THE 
UNITED STATES AIR FORCE COURT OF CRIMINAL APPEALS: 

 
Pursuant to Rule 23.3(m)(3) and (6) of this Honorable Court’s Rules of Practice and 

Procedure, Appellant hereby moves for a tenth enlargement of time to file an Assignments of 

Error (AOE).  Appellant requests an enlargement for a period of thirty days, which will end on 

30 November 2025.  The record of trial was docketed with this Court on 5 November 2024.  From 

the date of docketing to the present date, 350 days have elapsed.  On the date requested, 390 days 

will have elapsed. 

On 1 July 2024, a special court-martial consisting of a military judge alone at Kirtland Air 

Force Base, New Mexico, found Appellant guilty, consistent with his pleas, of one charge and 

two specifications of wrongful use of marijuana in violation of Article 112a, Uniform Code of 

Military Justice (UCMJ), 10 U.S.C. § 912a.  R. at 56; Record of Trial (ROT) Vol. 1, Entry of 

Judgment (EOJ), 6 August 2024.  The military judge sentenced Appellant to a reprimand, 

reduction to the grade of E-1, forfeiture of $1,926 pay per month for two months, confinement 

for sixty days, and a bad conduct discharge.  R. at 103; EOJ.  The convening authority took no 

action on the findings or the sentence.  ROT Vol. 1, Convening Authority Decision on Action, 22 

July 2024. 

The electronic record of trial is one volume consisting of three prosecution exhibits, six 



 

defense exhibits, and five appellate exhibits; the transcript is 103 pages.  Appellant is not currently 

confined.  Undersigned counsel has not yet begun reviewing the record of trial in this case. 

Undersigned counsel is a reservist and was assigned to Appellant’s case on 22 September 

2025.  Over the prior enlargement period counsel planned to use Individual Duty Training (IDT) 

days to work on Appellant’s case.  On 1 October 2025, the lapse in appropriations occurred and 

IDT periods – both paid and points only – were no longer authorized.  Therefore, counsel has not 

been permitted to work on Appellant’s case as planned and respectfully requests an enlargement 

of time for this reason.   

WHEREFORE, Appellant respectfully requests that this Honorable Court grant the 

requested enlargement of time for good cause shown.  

Respectfully submitted,  
 
 
 
 
JARETT MERK, Lt Col, USAFR  
Appellate Defense Counsel 
Air Force Appellate Defense Division 
1500 West Perimeter Road, Suite 1100 
Joint Base Andrews NAF, MD 20762-6604 
Office:  (240) 612-4770 

 





IN THE UNITED STATES AIR FORCE COURT OF CRIMINAL APPEALS 

 

UNITED STATES,    ) UNITED STATES’  

) OPPOSITION TO 

      Appellee,  ) APPELLANT’S MOTION FOR 

) ENLARGEMENT OF TIME 

   v.      )  

) Before Panel No. 3 

Senior Airman (E-4)    )  

KEONTAE M. MIMS,   ) No. ACM S32799 

United States Air Force.   )  

   Appellant  ) 23 October 2025 

       

 

TO THE HONORABLE, THE JUDGES OF 

 THE UNITED STATES AIR FORCE COURT OF CRIMINAL APPEALS: 

 

Pursuant to Rule 23.2 of this Court’s Rules of Practice and Procedure, the United States 

hereby enters its opposition to Appellant’s Motion for Enlargement of Time to file an Assignment 

of Error in this case.  

The United States respectfully maintains that short of a death penalty case or other 

extraordinary circumstances, it should not take any appellant over a year to submit an assignment of 

error to this Court. If Appellant’s new delay request is granted, the defense delay in this case will be 

390 days in length.  Appellant’s year-long delay practically ensures this Court will not be able to 

issue a decision that complies with our superior Court’s appellate processing standards.  Appellant 

has already consumed almost two-thirds of the 18-month standard for this Court to issue a decision, 

which only leaves about 5 months combined for the United States and this Court to perform their 

separate statutory responsibilities.  It appears that Appellant’s counsel has not started review of the 

record of trial at this late stage of the appellate process.   
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WHEREFORE, the United States respectfully requests that this Court deny Appellant’s 

enlargement motion. 

 
 VANESSA BAIROS, Maj, USAF 

 Appellate Government Counsel 

 Government Trial & Appellate Operations Division 

 Military Justice and Discipline Directorate 

 United States Air Force 

 (240) 612-4800  
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CERTIFICATE OF FILING AND SERVICE 

 

 I certify that a copy of the foregoing was delivered to the Court and to the Air Force 

Appellate Defense Division on 23 October 2025. 

 
 VANESSA BAIROS, Maj, USAF 

 Appellate Government Counsel 

 Government Trial & Appellate Operations Division 

 Military Justice and Discipline Directorate 

 United States Air Force 

 (240) 612-4800  

 

 

 

 

 



 

IN THE UNITED STATES AIR FORCE COURT OF CRIMINAL APPEALS 
 
UNITED STATES, ) APPELLANT’S MOTION FOR  
            Appellee,  ) ENLARGEMENT OF TIME (TENTH) 

) 
      v.     ) Before Panel No. 3 
     )  

Senior Airman (E-4)       ) No. ACM S32799 
KEONTAE M. MIMS,   )  
United States Air Force,   ) 23 October 2025 
 Appellant.  ) 
 

TO THE HONORABLE, THE JUDGES OF THE 
UNITED STATES AIR FORCE COURT OF CRIMINAL APPEALS: 

 
Pursuant to Rule 23.3(m)(3) and (6) of this Honorable Court’s Rules of Practice and 

Procedure, Appellant hereby moves for a tenth enlargement of time to file an Assignments of 

Error (AOE).  Appellant requests an enlargement for a period of thirty days, which will end on 

30 November 2025.  The record of trial was docketed with this Court on 5 November 2024.  From 

the date of docketing to the present date, 352 days have elapsed.  On the date requested, 390 days 

will have elapsed. 

On 1 July 2024, a special court-martial consisting of a military judge alone at Kirtland Air 

Force Base, New Mexico, found Appellant guilty, consistent with his pleas, of one charge and 

two specifications of wrongful use of marijuana in violation of Article 112a, Uniform Code of 

Military Justice (UCMJ), 10 U.S.C. § 912a.  R. at 56; Record of Trial (ROT) Vol. 1, Entry of 

Judgment (EOJ), 6 August 2024.  The military judge sentenced Appellant to a reprimand, 

reduction to the grade of E-1, forfeiture of $1,926 pay per month for two months, confinement 

for sixty days, and a bad conduct discharge.  R. at 103; EOJ.  The convening authority took no 

action on the findings or the sentence.  ROT Vol. 1, Convening Authority Decision on Action, 22 

July 2024. 

The electronic record of trial is one volume consisting of three prosecution exhibits, six 



 

defense exhibits, and five appellate exhibits; the transcript is 103 pages.  Appellant is not currently 

confined.  Undersigned counsel has not yet begun reviewing the record of trial, but additional 

counsel has been detailed to this case.  However, additional counsel is a reservist and is currently 

unable to work on the case due to the lapse in appropriated funding.  

Undersigned counsel is currently representing thirty-three clients; twelve clients are 

pending initial AOEs before this Court.1  Additionally, one client has an upcoming petition for 

grant of review and supplement to the petition before the United States Court of Appeals for the 

Armed Forces (CAAF).  Four additional clients have upcoming petitions for a writ of certiorari 

before the Supreme Court of the United States.  Two matters currently have priority over this 

case: 

1) United States v. Casillas, ACM 40551 – The record of trial is ten volumes consisting 

of nineteen prosecution exhibits, four defense exhibits, and sixty-five appellate 

exhibits; the transcript is 1627 pages.  Undersigned counsel has drafted a response to 

the Government’s motion for reconsideration in this case. 

2) United States v. Banks, ACM 24057 – The record of trial is seven volumes consisting 

of ten prosecution exhibits, sixteen defense exhibits, and thirty appellate exhibits; the 

 
1 Since the filing of Appellant’s last request for an enlargement of time, counsel filed a petition for 
grant of review to the CAAF and prepared and filed a sixteen-page supplement to the petition in 
U.S. v. Soloshenko, ACM 40581, USCA Dkt. No. 25-0273/SF; filed an application for an extension 
of time to file a petition for a writ of certiorari in Schneider, et al. v. U.S.; reviewed the record and 
prepared and filed a four-page supplement to the petition for grant of review to the CAAF in U.S. 
v. Adams, ACM 22018, USCA Dkt. No. 25-0270/AF; filed an application for an extension of time 
to file a petition for a writ of certiorari in Zhong v. U.S., ACM 40354, USCA Dkt. No. 24-0146/AF; 
prepared and filed a six-page brief on remand in U.S. v. Navarro Aguirre, ACM 40354 (rem); 
began reviewing the record of trial in U.S. v. Polly, ACM 40709; drafted a seven-page response to 
the Government’s motion for reconsideration in U.S. v. Casillas, ACM 40551; and participated in 
twelve practice oral arguments for six additional cases.  Additionally, counsel was off for the 
Columbus Day holiday and attended the Joint Appellate Advocacy Training on 25–26 September 
2025. 







IN THE UNITED STATES AIR FORCE COURT OF CRIMINAL APPEALS 

 

UNITED STATES,    ) UNITED STATES’  

) OPPOSITION TO 

      Appellee,  ) APPELLANT’S MOTION FOR 

) ENLARGEMENT OF TIME 

   v.      )  

) Before Panel No. 3 

Senior Airman  (E-4)    )  

KEONTAE M. MIMS,   ) No. ACM S32799 

United States Air Force.   )  

   Appellant  ) 27 October 2025 

       

 

TO THE HONORABLE, THE JUDGES OF 

 THE UNITED STATES AIR FORCE COURT OF CRIMINAL APPEALS: 

 

Pursuant to Rule 23.2 of this Court’s Rules of Practice and Procedure, the United States 

hereby enters its opposition to Appellant’s Motion for Enlargement of Time to file an Assignment 

of Error in this case.  

The United States respectfully maintains that short of a death penalty case or other 

extraordinary circumstances, it should not take any appellant over a year to submit an assignment of 

error to this Court. If Appellant’s new delay request is granted, the defense delay in this case will be 

390 days in length.  Appellant’s year-long delay practically ensures this Court will not be able to 

issue a decision that complies with our superior Court’s appellate processing standards.  Appellant 

has already consumed almost two-thirds of the 18-month standard for this Court to issue a decision, 

which only leaves about 5 months combined for the United States and this Court to perform their 

separate statutory responsibilities.  It appears that Appellant’s counsel has not started review of the 

record of trial at this late stage of the appellate process.   
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WHEREFORE, the United States respectfully requests that this Court deny Appellant’s 

enlargement motion. 

 
 VANESSA BAIROS, Maj, USAF 

 Appellate Government Counsel 

 Government Trial & Appellate Operations Division 

 Military Justice and Discipline Directorate 

 United States Air Force 

 (240) 612-4800  
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CERTIFICATE OF FILING AND SERVICE 

 

 I certify that a copy of the foregoing was delivered to the Court and to the Air Force 

Appellate Defense Division on 27 October 2025. 

 
 VANESSA BAIROS, Maj, USAF 

 Appellate Government Counsel 

 Government Trial & Appellate Operations Division 

 Military Justice and Discipline Directorate 

 United States Air Force 

 (240) 612-4800  

 

 

 

 

 



 

IN THE UNITED STATES AIR FORCE COURT OF CRIMINAL APPEALS 
 
UNITED STATES, ) MERITS BRIEF  
            Appellee,  )  

) 
      v.     ) Before Panel No. 3 
     )  

Senior Airman (E-4)       ) No. ACM S32799 
KEONTAE M. MIMS,   )  
United States Air Force,   ) 24 November 2025 
 Appellant.  ) 
 

TO THE HONORABLE, THE JUDGES OF THE 
UNITED STATES AIR FORCE COURT OF CRIMINAL APPEALS: 

 
The undersigned appellate defense counsel attests he has, on behalf of Senior Airman 

Keontae M. Mims, Appellant, carefully examined the record of trial in this case. Appellant 

does not admit the findings and sentence are correct in law and fact, but submits the case to this 

Honorable Court on its merits with no specific assignments of error. 

 
Respectfully submitted, 

 
 
 
      JARE  Col, USAFR 
      Appellate Defense Counsel 
      Air Force Appellate Defense Division 
      1500 West Perimeter Road, Suite 1100 
      Joint Base Andrews NAF, MD 20762-6604 
      Office: (240) 612-4770 
      Jarett.Merk@us.af.mil 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 

CERTIFICATE OF FILING AND SERVICE 
  
  I certify that the original and copies of the foregoing were sent via email to the Court and 

served on the Appellate Government Division on 24 November 2025. 

 
Respectfully submitted, 

 
 
 
      JAR  Col, USAFR 
      Appellate Defense Counsel 
      Air Force Appellate Defense Division 
      1500 West Perimeter Road, Suite 1100 
      Joint Base Andrews NAF, MD 20762-6604 
      Office: (240) 612-4770 
      Jarett.Merk@us.af.mil 
 
 

 




