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FILED

UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS ‘ NOV 09 2017
FOR THE NINTH CIRCUIT DS CGuR OF APPEATS
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, | No. 15-10459
, Plaiiﬁiff—ApPellee, D.C. No. 2:14-cr-00269-GEB’
o ' Eastern District of California,
V. Sacramento

BRENT DOUGLAS COLE,

Défendant—Appellant.

Before: Peter L. Shaw, Appellate Commissioner.

On July 8, 2016, this court denicd appeliant leave to 1'cpresenf himself.

(Docket Entry No. 36).

On Sep'tember 26,2016, and-on March 16, September 13, and October20, -

20‘1’/’, this court declined to entertaii appellaiit’s pro se submissions (Docket Entry
Nos. 47, 59,79, and 85), because he is represented by appointed counsel Karyn H.
Bucur, Esq. ‘

On October 30, 2017, this court received appellant’s pro se motion for a writ
of right, Which the court served electronically on appellant’s appoin.ted counsel
Bucur. Because appellant is represented by counsel, this court again d.eclines to

entertain the submission (Docket Entry No. 87). See Circuit Advisory Comumittee

Note (1) to 9th Ciz. R. 27—1; 9th Cir. General Order 6.3(6).



Case: 15-10459, 08/01/2018, ID: 10963054, DktEntry: 109-2, Page 33 of 69

Appellant is advised that counsel is vested with the authority to determine
which issues should be raised on appeal. See Jones v. B_arneS, 463 U.S. 745,751
53 (1983). _ ‘ B

Appellant’s unopposed motion for an extension of time to file the reply brief
(DockefEntry No. 86) is granted. Appellant’s reply brief is due November 14,
2017. | |

In addition fo counsel of record, the Clerk shzﬂl serve this order on appellzint
individually at Reg. No. 71911-097, Federal-Correctiona} Institution Oxfoid, P.O.

Box 1000, Oxford, Wisconsin 53952.

DUAppComm Direet Criminal 2
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FILED

UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS - OCT 20 2017

FOR THE NINTH CIRCUIT - MO eRT oF ABEATS
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, No. 15-10459
Plaintiff-Appellee, . D.C. No. 2:14-cr-00269-GEB
Eastern District of California,
v. Sacramento

BRENT DOUGLAS COLE,

‘Defendant-Appellant.

Before: Peter L. Shaw, Appellate Comumissioner.
On October 12, 2017, this court received appellant’s pro se motion to
withdraw counsel, which the court served electronically on appellant’s appointed

=

COllilSQ]_,I(m‘yn H R]l(‘]]l’) qu' -BQCQ".SG a

(o)

by-counsel; uuiy
counscl may file motions, and this court therefore declines to entertain the
' submission (chket Entry No. 84).

Briefing is completed. _ -

The Clerk shall serve this order on counsel and appeHemt_individually at
Reg. No. 71911-097, Federal Correctional Institution Oxford, P.O. Box 1000,

Oxford, Wisconsin 53952
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FILED

UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS SEP 13 2017

FOR THE NINTH CIRCUIT M0 EGURT OF ARPEALS

UNITED STATES OF .AMERICA,
Plaintiff—Appeﬂee,

V. |

BRENT DOUGLAS COLE,

Defendant-Appellant. .

No. 15-10459
D.C. No. 2:14-cr-00269-GEB

Eastern District of California,
Sacramento

ORDER

On September 1, 2017, this court received appellant’s pro se petition for writ

of certiorari, which the court served electronically on appellant’s appointed

counsel, Karyn H. Bucur, Esq. Because appellant is represented by counsel, only

counsel may file motions, and this court therefore declines to entertain the

" submission (Docket Entry No. 78).

The previously established briefing schedule remains in effect,

The Clerk shall serve this order on counsel.and appellant individually at

Reg. No. 7191 1-097, Federal Correctional Institution, P.O. Box 1000, Oxford,

Wisconsin 53952.

DL/AppComm Direct Crininal

FOR THE COURT:

MOLLY C. DWYER
CLERK OF COURT

By: Don Lewis/Deputy Clerk
Deputy Clerk
Ninth Circuit Rule 27-7 |



