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Ynitey Ftates Court of Appeals
Fior the Flewenth Cireuit

No. 22-11488

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
Plaintift-Appellee,
VETSUsS .

CURTIS SOLOMON,
JAMAUR LEWIS,
DEVON CHANCE,

Defendants-Appeliants.

Appeals from the United States District Court
for the: Souﬂaém District of Florida
D.C. Docket No. 0:08-cr-66090-DMM-1

JUODGMENT
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It is hereby ordered, adjudged, and decreed that the opinion issued
on this date in this appeal is enteved as the judgment of this Court.
Entered: May 15, 2025
For the Court: DAVID ]. SMITH, Clerk of Court
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o the -
Mnited States Court of Appeals
- For the Fleventh Ciruit

No. 22-11488

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
versus

CURTIS SOLOMON,
JAMAUR LEWS,
DEVON CHANCE,

Defendants-Appellants.

Appeal from the United States District Court
for the Southern District of Florida
D.C. Docket No. 0:08-cr-60090-DMM-1
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ON PETITIONS FOR REHEARING AND FOR REHEARING
EN BANC |

Before GRANT, LAGOA, and WILSON, Circuit Jadges.
PER CURIAM: . |

The Petition for Rehearing En Banc is DENIED, no judge in
regular active service on the Court having requested that the Coust
be polled on rehearing en banc. FRAP 40. The Petition for Rehear-

ing En Banc is also treated as a Petition for Rehearing before the
panel and is DENIED. FRAP 46; 11th Cir. IOP 2.
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UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS

FOR THE ELEVENTH CIRCUIT
ELBERT PARR TUTTLE COURT OF APPEALS BUILDING

56 Forsyth Street, N.W.

Aﬂm Georgia 30303
David J. Smith : For nles and forms visit
Clerk of Court _ www.call.uscourts gov

May 16, 2022
Alien S. Kaufman

Law Offices of Allen S. Kaufman, PA
950 S PINE ISLAND RD STE A-150
PLANTATION, FL 33324-3918

Appeal Number 22-11488-AA
Case Style: USA v. Curtis Solomon, et al
District Court Docket No: 0: 08-9r-60090-DMM—1

Party To Be Represented: Jamaur Lewis

Dear Counsel:

We are pleased to advise that you have been appointed to reprcsent on appeal the indigent
litigant named above. This work is comparable to work performed pro bono pubhco The fee
you will receive likely will be less than your customary one due to limitations on the hourly tate
of compensation contained in the Criminal Justice Act (18 U.S.C. § 3006A), and consideration
of the factors contained in Addendum Four § (g)(1) of the Eleventh Circuit Rules.

Suppomng documentation and a link to the CJA eVouchcr apphcatxon are available on the
internet at http:// info/

concermng CJA eVoucher please contact our CJA Team by emall at :
cja_evoucher@call.uscourts.gov or phone 404-335-6167. For all other questions, please call.
the "Reply To" number shown below.

Certlﬁcate of Interested Persons and Comorate Disclosure Statement ("CIP")

Every motion, petition, brief, answer, response, and reply must must contain a CIP. See FRAP 26.1;
11th Cir. R. 26.1-1. In addition:

» Appellants/Petitioners r_n_gs_; file a CIP within 14 days after this letter’s date.

» Appellees/Respondents/Intervenors/Other Parties must file a CIP within 28 days after
this letter's date, regardless of whether Appellants/Petitioners have fileda CIP. ~ =~

o  Only parties represented by counsel must complete the web-based CIP. Counsel must
complete the web-based CIP, through the Web-Based CIP link on the Court's website,
on the same day the CIP is first filed. :



. The failure to comply with 11th Cir. Rules 26.1-1 through 26.1-4 may result in dismissal of the
case or appeal under 11th Cir. R. 42-1(b), no action taken on deficient documents, or other
sanctions on counsel, the party, or both, See 11th Cir. R. 26.1-5(c).

Your claim for compensation undei the Act should be submitted within 60 days after issuance
of mandate or filing of a certiorari petition. We request that you enclose with your completed
CJA Voucher one additional copy of each brief, petition for rehearing, and certiorari petition
which you have filed. Please ensure that your voucher includes a detailed description of the
work you performed. Thank you for accepting this appointment under the Criminal Justice Act.

Sincerely,
DAVID J. SMITH, Clerk of Court

Reply to: T. L. Searcy, AA/tjs
Phone #: (404) 335-6180

CJA-1 Appointment of Counsel Letter



