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FILED: March 25, 2026

UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS
FOR THE FOURTH CIRCUIT

No. 26-105

Petitioner, L )(, Bﬂ/ A'/l
V.
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
Respondent.

ORDER

Jonathan Omar Irizarry Vega petitions this court for permission to appeal the

district court’s order denying the relief he requested in his pro se pretrial motions in

his criminal case.*

See Fed. R, App. P. 5. The Government has moved to dismiss

the appeal for lack of Jurisdiction; Vega opposes the motion.

" Vega voluntaril
the district court’s den
On March 9, 2026, th

y dismissed his bail appeal in No. 26-401] 9, which challenged
ial of his pro se motion to reconsider his pretrial detention.
e district court held a hearing and denied Vega’s counseled

&



USCA4 Appeal: 26-105  Doc: 004110641249 Filed: 03/25/2026  Pg: 2 of 2

This Court has jurisdiction only over final decisions and certain interlocutory

and collateral orders. See 28 U.S.C, §8§ 1291, 1292: Cohen v. Beneficial Indus. Loan

Corp., 337 U.S, 541, 545-46 (1949). The order Vega seeks to appeal is neither a

final decision nor an appealable 1nterlocutory or collateral order. See Unzted Staz‘es

proceedings, and grant the Government’s motion to dismiss the appeal for lack of

jurisdiction. We dispense with oral argument because the facts and le gal contentions
- _-are -adeqlulét-ely- p.reéénted in the m.éterial”s béfore filis .coﬁrt and argumént Would not
aid the decisional process.

Entered at the direction of the panel: Judge King, Judge Berner, and Senior

Judge Floyd.

For the Court

/s/ Nwamaka Anowi, Clerk

motion for release. Vega’s appeal from that denial, No. 26-4148, has not yet been

briefed and will be decided separately.
EX 1By A7E

2
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FILED: April 20, 2026

UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS
FOR THE FOURTH CIRCUIT

No. 26-105 _
(7:23-cr-00126-M-BM—1)

JONATHAN OMAR IRIZARRY VEGA

Petitioner '

. ———

b

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

Respondent . \< ?)4
. (A

ORDER

The court denies the petition for rehearing and rehearing en banc. No judge

requested a poll under Fed. R. App. P. 40 on the petition for rehearing en banc.

. Entered at the direction of the panel: Judge King, Judge Berner,. an_d_Sénior

Judge Floyd.
For the Court

/s/ Nwamaka Anowi, Clerk




