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PER CURIAM: 

In this case, Appellant Jason Steven Kokinda appealed the district court’s order 

dismissing his 28 U.S.C. § 2255 motion.  United States v. Kokinda, Nos. 2:21-cr-00020-

TSK-MJA-1; 2:23-cv-00003-TSK (N.D.W. Va. June 6, 2023).  The court dismissed the 

motion for lack of jurisdiction because Appellant’s direct appeal, United States v. Kokinda, 

No. 22-4595, remains pending, and the direct appeal substantially overlapped with 

Appellant’s § 2255 motion.  We have reviewed the record and find no reversible error. 

Appellant also filed on October 23, 2023 a third motion for bail or release pending 

appeal.  See United States v. Kokinda, No. 23-6697 (4th Cir. Oct. 23, 2023), ECF No. 25.  

We previously dismissed Appellant’s first motion for release.  ECF No. 13.  Appellant filed 

a second motion for release, ECF No. 22, which we denied in an order dated November 3, 

2023, ECF No. 28.  We have reviewed Appellant’s third motion for release and find that it 

presents no meritorious grounds.  Accordingly, we deny Appellant’s third motion for 

release on bail pending appeal.     

We dispense with oral argument because the facts and legal contentions are 

adequately presented in the materials before this court and argument would not aid the 

decisional process. 

AFFIRMED 


