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Third Bistrict Court of Appeal

State of Florida

Opinion filed December 29, 2021.
Not final until disposition of timely filed motion for rehearing.

No. 3D21-2135
Lower Tribunal No. F83-1017

Darryl Keith Rolle,
Appellant,

VS.

The State of Florida,
Appellee.

_ An Appeal under Florida Rule of Appellate Procedure 9.141 (b)(2) from
the Circuit Court for Miami-Dade County, Thomas J. Rebull, Judge.

Law Office of Thomas G. Neusom, and Thomas G. Neusom (Fort
Lauderdale), for appellant.

Ashley Moody, Attorney General, for appellee.

Before EMAS, GORDO and BOKOR, JJ.
PER CURIAM.

Affirmed.
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE ELEVENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
IN AND FOR MIAMI-DADE COUNTY, FLORIDA N

STATE OF FLORIDA,
Plaintiff, CASE NO. F83-1017 SRR
SECTION: 17 P

v. [ ;iﬂ a

ROLLE, DARRYL KEITH JUDGE: THOMAS J. REBULL
Defendant.

ORDER DENYING MOTION FOR
REHEARING AND CLARIFICATION

This case came before me on Mr. Rolle’s Motion! for Rehearing
and Clarification. I held a hearing on the Motion on October 8,
2021. I heard from Mr. Rolle’s lawyer, attorney Thomas Neusom. I
also heard from counsel for the State. I've reviewed the Motion.

I hereby deny the Motion. As reflected in my order e-filed

9/14/2021, a jury found Mr. Rolle guilty of first-degree murder with

a firearm. Both orally and in writing, the then trial judge
adjudicated Mr. Rolle guilty of that crime and sentenced him to life

in prison with a 25-year minimum mandatory. There is no
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inconsistency between the trial judge's dral proncuricements and
the wtitten fudgment and sentence.

The Motion for Rehearing and Clarification js denied. Through

is lawyer, Mr. Rolle is hereby advised that he has 30 days to appeal,
DONE and ORDERED in Miami-Dade County, Florida this

e day of 0 T o K efl5001.
e Dpn 00

THOMAS J. REBULL
CIRCUIT JUDGE

Copies to: A.8.A, Jonathan Berst, D.C,
Thomas Neusom, Esg,

STATE OF FLORIDA, COUNTY OF DADE
}HEREBY CERTIEY that the loregoipg i3 o drue gad eo Trect cony of
original o file i titis cftics. & A0 20 L

HARVEY RUVIN, Clerk of Cirnit and Gonrty Co :ms"
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF APPEAL
OF FLORIDA
THIRD DISTRICT

JANUARY 13, 2022

DARRYL KEITH ROLLE, CASE NO.: 3D21-2135

Appellant(s)/Petitioner(s), .
VS. L.T.NO.: F83-1017

THE STATE OF FLORIDA,
Appellee(s)/Respondent(s),

" Pro se Appellant’s “Motion to [Discharge] Counsel for Purpose
of Pro Se Rehearing” is hereby granted.
Upon consideration, pro se Appellant’s Motion for Rehearing
and Clarification is hereby denied.

EMAS, GORDO and BOKOR, JJ., concur.

ce: Office of Attorney General Thomas G. Neusom Darryl Keith Rolle



