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IN THE UNITED STATES ARMY COURT OF CRIMINAL APPEALS 

 

UNITED STATES       MOTION FOR EXTENSION (2) 
                  Appellee  

  

            v.               Docket No. ARMY 20200623 

  

Private (E-2)          Tried at Fort Drum, New York, on 19 

June, and 8, 13, and 19-22 October 

2020, before a general court-martial 

appointed by Commander, 

Headquarters, Fort Drum,  Lieutenant 

Colonel Teresa L. Raymond and 

Lieutenant Colonel William C. 

Ramsey, military judges, presiding. 

CAMERON M. MAYS,      

United States Army  

                  Appellant     

 

TO THE HONORABLE, THE JUDGES OF THE 

UNITED STATES ARMY COURT OF CRIMINAL APPEALS 

 

 COME NOW the undersigned appellate defense counsel, pursuant to Rules 

23 and 24.1 of this court’s Rules of Appellate Procedure, and move for a 30-day 

extension of time to file appellant’s brief and assignment of errors, to 24 

November 2021. 

 As good cause for granting this extension, the undersigned counsel hereby 

affirm that: 

(1)  This is the second motion for an extension in this case; 

(2)  The trial involved a mixed plea; 

(3)  The transcript contains 1082 pages along with 1338 pages of additional 

exhibits and attachments; 
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(4)  The approved sentence, adjudged on 22 October 2020, included a 

dishonorable discharge, confinement for 48 months, and reduction to 

Private E1.   

(5)  Appellant consents to this request for an extension; 

(6)  Appellant’s brief is currently due on 25 October 2021; 

(7)  The 30-day extension will provide additional time to confer with 

appellant, ensure all issues are appropriately and fully briefed with this 

court, and to complete supervisory review.   

(8)  First undersigned counsel is currently assigned to eighteen cases before 

this court, including ten contested cases.  Of those eighteen cases, twelve 

are pending an opening brief.   

(9)  The undersigned counsel believe that the requested extension is in the 

best interest of appellant and that denying this request will materially 

prejudice appellant’s appellate rights. 
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