
 

IN THE UNITED STATES AIR FORCE COURT OF CRIMINAL APPEALS 
 

UNITED STATES 
   Appellee, 
 
 v. 
 
Airman First Class (E-3) 
Daymon B. Walters 
United States Air Force 
   Appellant 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
 

APPELLANT’S MOTION FOR 
ENLARGEMENT OF TIME 
(FIRST) 
 
Before Panel No. 1 
 
No. ACM S32705 
 
7 October 2021 

 
TO THE HONORABLE, THE JUDGES OF THE UNITED STATES 

AIR FORCE COURT OF CRIMINAL APPEALS: 
 

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

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

of Errors.  Appellant requests an enlargement of time for a period of 60 days, which 

will end on 17 December 2021.  The record of trial was docketed with this Court on 19 

August 2021.   From the date of docketing to the present date, 49 days have elapsed.  

On the date requested, 120 days will have elapsed.     

WHEREFORE, Appellant respectfully requests that this Honorable Court grant 

the requested enlargement of time. 

    
RYAN S. CRNKOVICH, Capt, USAF  
Appellate Defense Counsel 
AF/JAJA 
United States Air Force 

 



 

CERTIFICATE OF FILING AND SERVICE 
 

I certify that the foregoing was sent via email to the Court and served on the 
Appellate Government Division on 7 October 2021. 

 

    
RYAN S. CRNKOVICH, Capt, USAF  
Appellate Defense Counsel 
AF/JAJA 
United States Air Force 

 
 
 
 



7 October 2021 

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 

)  
Airman First Class (E-3)   ) ACM S32705 
DAYMON B. WALTERS, 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. 

 
 MARY ELLEN PAYNE 

Associate Chief, Government Trial and 
   Appellate Operations Division 
Military Justice and Discipline 
United States Air Force 
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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 7 October 2021.   

 
 MARY ELLEN PAYNE 

Associate Chief, Government Trial and 
   Appellate Operations Division 
Military Justice and Discipline 
United States Air Force 

  
 



 

IN THE UNITED STATES AIR FORCE COURT OF CRIMINAL APPEALS 
 

UNITED STATES 
   Appellee, 
 
 v. 
 
Airman First Class (E-3) 
Daymon B. Walters 
United States Air Force 
   Appellant 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
 

APPELLANT’S MOTION FOR 
ENLARGEMENT OF TIME 
(SECOND) 
 
Before Panel No. 1 
 
No. ACM S32705 
 
10 December 2021 

 
TO THE HONORABLE, THE JUDGES OF THE UNITED STATES 

AIR FORCE COURT OF CRIMINAL APPEALS: 
 

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

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

of Errors.  Appellant requests an enlargement of time for a period of 30 days, which 

will end on 16 January 2021.  The record of trial was docketed with this Court on 19 

August 2021.   From the date of docketing to the present date, 113 days have elapsed.  

On the date requested, 150 days will have elapsed.     

Appellant was tried before a military sitting alone at a special court-martial on 

3 June 2021 at Sheppard Air Force Base, Texas.  Record of Trial (ROT) at Vol. 1 – 

Entry of Judgment (EOJ), dated 21 June 2021.  Consistent with his pleas, and 

pursuant to a plea agreement, Appellant was convicted of one charge and specification 

of wrongfully communicating a threat in violation of Article 115, UCMJ; one charge 

and specification of obstruction of justice, in violation of Article 131b, UCMJ; an 

additional charge and specification of obstruction of justice, in violation of Article 

131b, UCMJ; and an additional charge and specification of negligent dereliction of 



 

duty, in violation of Article 92, UCMJ.  Id.  He was sentenced to a total term of five 

months confinement, reduction to the grade of E-1, and a bad-conduct discharge.  Id.  

By written memorandum, the convening authority took no action on the findings or 

sentence in the case.  ROT at Vol. 1 – Convening Authority Decision on Action, dated 

11 June 2021.   

The ROT consists of two volumes.  There were no written motions filed, the 

transcript is 93 pages.  There are three prosecution exhibits, one defense exhibit, four 

appellate exhibits, and one court exhibit.  Through no fault of Appellant, undersigned 

counsel has been working other assigned matters and has yet to complete his review 

of Appellant’s case.  Accordingly, an enlargement of time is necessary to allow 

undersigned counsel to fully review Appellant’s case and advise Appellant regarding 

potential errors.   

WHEREFORE, Appellant respectfully requests that this Honorable Court grant 

the requested enlargement of time. 

    
RYAN S. CRNKOVICH, Capt, USAF  
Appellate Defense Counsel 
AF/JAJA 
United States Air Force 

 



 

CERTIFICATE OF FILING AND SERVICE 
 

I certify that the foregoing was sent via email to the Court and served on the 
Appellate Government Division on 10 December 2021. 

 

    

Appellate Defense Counsel 
AF/JAJA 
United States Air Force 

 
 
 
 



13 December 2021 

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 

)  
Airman First Class (E-3)   ) ACM S32705 
DAYMON B. WALTERS, 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. 

 
 MARY ELLEN PAYNE 

Associate Chief, Government Trial and 
   Appellate Operations Division 
Military Justice and Discipline 
United States Air Force 
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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 13 December 2021.   

 
 MARY ELLEN PAYNE 

Associate Chief, Government Trial and 
   Appellate Operations Division 
Military Justice and Discipline 
United States Air Force 

  
 





 

IN THE UNITED STATES AIR FORCE COURT OF CRIMINAL APPEALS 
 

UNITED STATES 
   Appellee, 
 
 v. 
 
Airman First Class (E-3) 
Daymon B. Walters 
United States Air Force 
   Appellant 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
 

APPELLANT’S MOTION FOR 
ENLARGEMENT OF TIME 
(THIRD) 
 
Before Panel No. 1 
 
No. ACM S32705 
 
7 January 2022 

 
TO THE HONORABLE, THE JUDGES OF THE UNITED STATES 

AIR FORCE COURT OF CRIMINAL APPEALS: 
 

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

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

of Errors.  Appellant requests an enlargement of time for a period of 30 days, which 

will end on 15 February 2022.  The record of trial was docketed with this Court on 19 

August 2021.   From the date of docketing to the present date, 141 days have elapsed.  

On the date requested, 180 days will have elapsed.     

Appellant was tried before a military sitting alone at a special court-martial on 

3 June 2021 at Sheppard Air Force Base, Texas.  Record of Trial (ROT) at Vol. 1 – 

Entry of Judgment (EOJ), dated 21 June 2021.  Consistent with his pleas, and 

pursuant to a plea agreement, Appellant was convicted of one charge and specification 

of wrongfully communicating a threat in violation of Article 115, UCMJ; one charge 

and specification of obstruction of justice, in violation of Article 131b, UCMJ; an 

additional charge and specification of obstruction of justice, in violation of Article 

131b, UCMJ; and an additional charge and specification of negligent dereliction of 



 

duty, in violation of Article 92, UCMJ.  Id.  He was sentenced to a total term of five 

months confinement, reduction to the grade of E-1, and a bad-conduct discharge.  Id.  

By written memorandum, the convening authority took no action on the findings or 

sentence in the case.  ROT at Vol. 1 – Convening Authority Decision on Action, dated 

11 June 2021.   

The ROT consists of two volumes.  There were no written motions filed, the 

transcript is 93 pages.  There are three prosecution exhibits, one defense exhibit, four 

appellate exhibits, and one court exhibit.  Through no fault of Appellant, undersigned 

counsel has been working other assigned matters and has yet to complete his review 

of Appellant’s case.  Accordingly, an enlargement of time is necessary to allow 

undersigned counsel to fully review Appellant’s case and advise Appellant regarding 

potential errors.   

WHEREFORE, Appellant respectfully requests that this Honorable Court grant 

the requested enlargement of time. 

    
RYAN S. CRNKOVICH, Maj, USAF  
Appellate Defense Counsel 
AF/JAJA 
United States Air Force 

 



 

CERTIFICATE OF FILING AND SERVICE 
 

I certify that the foregoing was sent via email to the Court and served on the 
Appellate Government Division on 7 January 2022. 

 

    

Appellate Defense Counsel 
AF/JAJA 
United States Air Force 

 
 
 
 



10 January 2022 

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 

)  
Airman First Class (E-3)   ) ACM S32705 
DAYMON B. WALTERS, 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. 

 
 MARY ELLEN PAYNE 

Associate Chief, Government Trial and 
   Appellate Operations Division 
Military Justice and Discipline 
United States Air Force 
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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 10 January 2022.   

 
 MARY ELLEN PAYNE 

Associate Chief, Government Trial and 
   Appellate Operations Division 
Military Justice and Discipline 
United States Air Force 

 



 

IN THE UNITED STATES AIR FORCE COURT OF CRIMINAL APPEALS 
 

UNITED STATES 
   Appellee, 
 
 v. 
 
Airman First Class (E-3) 
Daymon B. Walters 
United States Air Force 
   Appellant 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
 

APPELLANT’S MOTION FOR 
ENLARGEMENT OF TIME 
(FOURTH) 
 
Before Panel No. 1 
 
No. ACM S32705 
 
7 February 2022 

 
TO THE HONORABLE, THE JUDGES OF THE UNITED STATES 

AIR FORCE COURT OF CRIMINAL APPEALS: 
 

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

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

of Errors.  Appellant requests an enlargement of time for a period of 30 days, which 

will end on 17 March 2022.  The record of trial was docketed with this Court on 19 

August 2021.   From the date of docketing to the present date, 172 days have elapsed.  

On the date requested, 210 days will have elapsed.     

Appellant was tried before a military sitting alone at a special court-martial on 

3 June 2021 at Sheppard Air Force Base, Texas.  Record of Trial (ROT) at Vol. 1 – 

Entry of Judgment (EOJ), dated 21 June 2021.  Consistent with his pleas, and 

pursuant to a plea agreement, Appellant was convicted of one charge and specification 

of wrongfully communicating a threat in violation of Article 115, UCMJ; one charge 

and specification of obstruction of justice, in violation of Article 131b, UCMJ; an 

additional charge and specification of obstruction of justice, in violation of Article 

131b, UCMJ; and an additional charge and specification of negligent dereliction of 



 

duty, in violation of Article 92, UCMJ.  Id.  He was sentenced to a total term of five 

months confinement, reduction to the grade of E-1, and a bad-conduct discharge.  Id.  

By written memorandum, the convening authority took no action on the findings or 

sentence in the case.  ROT at Vol. 1 – Convening Authority Decision on Action, dated 

11 June 2021.  Appellant is no longer in confinement.   The ROT consists of two 

volumes.  There were no written motions filed, the transcript is 93 pages.  There are 

three prosecution exhibits, one defense exhibit, four appellate exhibits, and one court 

exhibit.  This case is presently undersigned counsel’s fifth priority before this Court.   

Undersigned counsel’s first priority before this Court is United States v. Binegar, 

which is on remand.  In that case the ROT consists of two volumes, the transcript is 

176 pages, there are four prosecution exhibits, six defense exhibits, and seven 

appellate exhibits.  Undersigned counsel’s second priority before this Court is United 

States v. Booker.  In that case the ROT consists of two volumes, the transcript is 91 

pages, there were five written motions filed, there are three prosecution exhibits, three 

defense exhibits, and 15 appellate exhibits.  Undersigned counsel’s third priority case 

before this Court is United States v. Blow, which is on remand.  In that case, the ROT 

consists of five volumes, the transcript is 464 pages, there was one written motion 

filed, there are 28 prosecution exhibits, six defense exhibits, 12 appellate exhibits, and 

one court exhibit.  Undersigned Counsel’s fourth priority case before this Court is 

United States v. Goldsmith.  In that case the ROT is 10 volumes, there were ten 

written motions filed, the transcript is 1,052 pages, there are four prosecution exhibits, 

11 defense exhibits, and three court exhibits.   



Through no fault of Appellant, undersigned counsel has been working other 

assigned matters and has yet to complete his review of Appellant’s case.  Accordingly, 

an enlargement of time is necessary to allow undersigned counsel to fully review 

Appellant’s case and advise Appellant regarding potential errors.   

WHEREFORE, Appellant respectfully requests that this Honorable Court grant 

the requested enlargement of time. 

RYAN S. CRNKOVICH, Maj, USAF 
Appellate Defense Counsel 
AF/JAJA 
United States Air Force 



CERTIFICATE OF FILING AND SERVICE 

I certify that the foregoing was sent via email to the Court and served on the 
Appellate Government Division on 7 February 2022. 

RYAN S. CRNKOVICH, Maj, USAF 
Appellate Defense Counsel 
AF/JAJA 
United States Air Force 



10 February 2022 

IN THE UNITED STATES AIR FORCE COURT OF CRIMINAL APPEALS 
 

UNITED STATES,    ) UNITED STATES’ GENERAL 
   Appellee,     )   OPPOSITION, OUT OF TIME, 
      ) TO APPELLANT’S  

) MOTION FOR ENLARGEMENT 
   v.      ) OF TIME 

)  
Airman First Class (E-3)   ) ACM S32705 
DAYMON B. WALTERS, 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.  This response is out of time due to an administrative oversight. 

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

enlargement motion. 

 
 MARY ELLEN PAYNE 

Associate Chief, Government Trial and 
   Appellate Operations Division 
Military Justice and Discipline 
United States Air Force 

   
 
 
 
 
 
 
      

 
 
 
 



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 10 February 2022.   

 
 MARY ELLEN PAYNE 

Associate Chief, Government Trial and 
   Appellate Operations Division 
Military Justice and Discipline 
United States Air Force 

  
 



 

IN THE UNITED STATES AIR FORCE COURT OF CRIMINAL APPEALS 
 

UNITED STATES 
   Appellee, 
 
 v. 
 
Airman First Class (E-3) 
Daymon B. Walters 
United States Air Force 
   Appellant 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
 

APPELLANT’S MOTION FOR 
ENLARGEMENT OF TIME 
(FIFTH) 
 
Before Panel No. 1 
 
No. ACM S32705 
 
10 March 2022 

 
TO THE HONORABLE, THE JUDGES OF THE UNITED STATES 

AIR FORCE COURT OF CRIMINAL APPEALS: 
 

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

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

of Errors.  Appellant requests an enlargement of time for a period of 30 days, which 

will end on 16 April 2022.  The record of trial was docketed with this Court on 19 

August 2021.   From the date of docketing to the present date, 203 days have elapsed.  

On the date requested, 240 days will have elapsed.     

Appellant was tried before a military sitting alone at a special court-martial on 

3 June 2021 at Sheppard Air Force Base, Texas.  Record of Trial (ROT) at Vol. 1 – 

Entry of Judgment (EOJ), dated 21 June 2021.  Consistent with his pleas, and 

pursuant to a plea agreement, Appellant was convicted of one charge and specification 

of wrongfully communicating a threat in violation of Article 115, UCMJ; one charge 

and specification of obstruction of justice, in violation of Article 131b, UCMJ; an 

additional charge and specification of obstruction of justice, in violation of Article 

131b, UCMJ; and an additional charge and specification of negligent dereliction of 



 

duty, in violation of Article 92, UCMJ.  Id.  He was sentenced to a total term of five 

months confinement, reduction to the grade of E-1, and a bad-conduct discharge.  Id.  

By written memorandum, the convening authority took no action on the findings or 

sentence in the case.  ROT at Vol. 1 – Convening Authority Decision on Action, dated 

11 June 2021.  Appellant is no longer in confinement.   The ROT consists of two 

volumes.  There were no written motions filed, the transcript is 93 pages.  There are 

three prosecution exhibits, one defense exhibit, four appellate exhibits, and one court 

exhibit.  This case is presently undersigned counsel’s fifth priority before this Court.   

Undersigned counsel’s first priority before this Court is his United States v. 

Emas, in which undersigned counsel is presently drafting a reply brief that is due to 

this Court on 14 March 2022.  His second priority before this Court is United States v. 

Binegar given that the Government’s Answer is due tomorrow and undersigned 

counsel anticipates he will more than likely submit a responsive a reply brief in that 

case as well.  Undersigned counsel’s third priority case before this Court is United 

States v. Blow, which is on remand.  In that case, the ROT consists of five volumes, 

the transcript is 464 pages, there was one written motion filed, there are 28 

prosecution exhibits, six defense exhibits, 12 appellate exhibits, and one court exhibit. 

Undersigned Counsel’s fourth priority case before this Court is United States v. 

Goldsmith. In that case, the ROT is 10 volumes, there were ten written motions filed, 

the transcript is 1,052 pages, there are four prosecution exhibits, 11 defense exhibits, 

and three court exhibits.    



Through no fault of Appellant, undersigned counsel has been working other 

assigned matters and has yet to complete his review of Appellant’s case.  Accordingly, 

an enlargement of time is necessary to allow undersigned counsel to fully review 

Appellant’s case and advise Appellant regarding potential errors.   

WHEREFORE, Appellant respectfully requests that this Honorable Court grant 

the requested enlargement of time. 

RYAN S. CRNKOVICH, Maj, USAF 
Appellate Defense Counsel 
AF/JAJA 
United States Air Force 



CERTIFICATE OF FILING AND SERVICE 

I certify that the foregoing was sent via email to the Court and served on the 
Appellate Government Division on 10 March 2022. 

RYAN S. CRNKOVICH, Maj, USAF 
Appellate Defense Counsel 
AF/JAJA 
United States Air Force 







 

 
IN THE UNITED STATES AIR FORCE COURT OF CRIMINAL APPEALS 

 

UNITED STATES 
   Appellee, 
 
 v. 
 
Airman First Class (E-3) 
Daymon B. Walters 
United States Air Force 
   Appellant 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
 

MOTION TO WITHDRAW 
FROM APPELLATE REVIEW 
 
Before Panel No. 1 
 
No. ACM S32705 
 
 
29 March 2022 

 
TO THE HONORABLE, THE JUDGES OF THE UNITED STATES 

AIR FORCE COURT OF CRIMINAL APPEALS: 
 

Pursuant to Rule 16 of this Honorable Court’s Rules of Practice and Procedure, 

and Rule for Courts-Martial (R.C.M.) 1115, Appellant hereby moves to withdraw his 

case from appellate review.  Appellant has fully consulted with Maj Ryan S. 

Crnkovich, his appellate defense counsel, regarding this motion to withdraw.  No 

person has compelled, coerced, or induced Appellant by force, promises of clemency, 

or otherwise to withdraw his case from appellate review.  Further, pursuant to Rules 

23(b) and 23.3(b) of this Honorable Court’s Rules of Practice and Procedure, 

undersigned counsel asks this Court to attach the Appendix, a two-page document, 

to Appellant’s Record of Trial.  The appended document is necessary to comply with 

R.C.M. 1115(d).    

WHEREFORE, Appellant respectfully that this Honorable Court grant the 

above-captioned motion to withdraw from appellate review and likewise grant his 

request to attach matters to the record.   



 

    
RYAN S. CRNKOVICH, Maj, USAF 
Appellate Defense Counsel 
AF/JAJA 
United States Air Force 

 



 

CERTIFICATE OF FILING AND SERVICE 
 

I certify that the foregoing was sent via email to the Court and served on the 
Appellate Government Division on 29 March 2022. 

 

            
RYAN S. CRNKOVICH, Maj, USAF 
Appellate Defense Counsel 
AF/JAJA 
United States Air Force 

 
 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

APPENDIX 

 







 

UNITED STATES AIR FORCE 
COURT OF CRIMINAL APPEALS 

 

UNITED STATES ) No. ACM S32705 

 Appellee )  

  ) 

 v. ) 

  ) ORDER 

Daymon B. WALTERS ) 

Airman First Class (E-3)                   ) 

U.S. Air Force ) 

 Appellant ) Panel 1 

 

On 29 March 2022, Appellant submitted a Motion to Withdraw from Ap-

pellate Review. As part of the motion, Appellant requested to attach DD Form 

2330, Waiver/Withdrawal of Appellate Rights in General and Special Courts-

Martial Subject to Review by a Court of Criminal Appeals, signed by both Ap-

pellant and Appellant’s counsel on 29 March 2022.  

 The Government did not submit any opposition. 

Accordingly, it is by the court on this 1st day of April, 2022, 

ORDERED: 

Appellant’s Motion to Withdraw from Appellate Review is GRANTED. Ap-

pellant’s case is forwarded to the Appellate Records Branch, JAJM, for further 

processing in accordance with Rules for Courts-Martial 1115(f)(3) and 1201, 

Manual for Courts-Martial, United States  (2019 ed.). 

 

FOR THE COURT 

ANTHONY F. ROCK, Maj, USAF 

Deputy Clerk of the Court 
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