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UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS
FOR THE SIXTH CIRCUIT

100 EAST FIFTH STREET, ROOM 540
Deborah S. Hunt POTTER STEWART U.S. COURTHOUSE Tel. (513) 564-7000

Clerk CINCINNATI, OHIO 45202-3988 www.ca6.uscourts.gov

Filed: February 23, 2021

Mr. Steven Richard Jaeger
The Jaeger Firm
23 Erlanger Road
Erlanger, KY 41018

Mr. Brent G. Tabacchi
Office of the U.S. Attorney
200 W. Second Street
Suite 602
Dayton, OH 45402

Re: Case No. 20-3989, USA v. William Prigmore
Originating Case No. : 3:17-cr-00187-1

Dear Counsel,

The Court issued the enclosed Order today in this case.

Sincerely yours,

s/Ryan E. Orme
Case Manager
Direct Dial No. 513-564-7079

ce: Mr. Richard W. Nagel

Enclosure

(1 of 3)
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No. 20-3989*
1 Wolethe, lad Aatroryourr we

establish good cause to expedite.. See 6 Cir. R. 27(fy. Although we cannot grant these petitions as

they are, is clear from the record that Prigmore has been experiencing mental health
issuesiand

thus may not be equipped to properly support his petitions to this court. Since filing these petitions,

the court has appointed Prigmore substitute counsel. Given the seriousness of Prigmore’s abuse

allegations, we will dismiss his petitions to expand the record and expedite proceedings without

prejudice so that his counsel may determine whether the allegations can be substantiated.

Finally, Prigmore moves for release pending appeal. Federal Rule ofAppellate Procedure

9(b) allows a defendant to obtain review of a district court order granting or denying release

pending appeal. But the Rule does not authorize a defendant to seek such relief in the court of

appeals in the first instance. See UnitedStates v. Hochevar, 214 F.3d 342, 343 (2d Cir. 2000) (per

curiam).

Accordingly, the motion to supplement the record and for appointment of counsel is

DENIED IN PART WITHOUT PREJUDICE and DENIED IN PART AS MOOT. The

motion to expedite is DENIEDWITHOUT PREJUDICE and the motion for release pending

appeal is DENIED.

ENTERED BY ORDER OF THE COURT

thdda
Deborah S,. Hunt, Clerk
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CASE NO. 20-3989

UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS
FOR THE SIXTH CIRCUIT

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA PLAINTIFF-APPELLEE

VS.

WILLIAM PRIGMORE DEFENDANT-APPELLANT

ON APPEAL FROM THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF OHIO (DAYTON)

CASE NO. 3:17-cr-00187-WHR-1

BRIEF OF APPELLANT

STEVEN R. JAEGER (KBA 35451)
THE JAEGER FIRM PLLC
23 Erlanger Road
Erlanger, Kentucky 41018
TELE: (859) 342-4500
EMAIL: srjaeger@thejaegerfirm.com

CounselforAppellant - Defendant
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CASE NO. 20-3989

UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS
FOR THE SIXTH CIRCUIT

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA PLAINTIFF-APPELLEE

VS.

WILLIAM PRIGMORE DEFENDANT-APPELLANT
|

ON APPEAL FROM THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF OHIO (DAYTON)

CASE NO. 3:17-cr-00187-WHR-1

DISCLOSUREOF CORPORATE AFFILIATION
AND FINANCIAL INTEREST

Pursuant to 6th Circuit Rule 26.01, Appellant, William Prigmore, makes the

following disclosures:

1. Is said party a subsidiary or affiliate of a publicly owned corporation?

ANSWER: NO.

2. Is there a publicly-owned corporation, not a party to the appeal, which
has a financial! interest in the outcome?

S
us

ANSWER:NO. <— “ReCUY Tag
Nie Van

s/ Steven R. Jaeger Dated: February 10, 2021

STEVEN R. JAEGER


