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U.S. COURT OF APPEALS

ELEVENTH CIRCUIT
IN THE UNITED STATES COURT OF EPPEAL
: MAR 15 2004
FOR THE ELEVENTH CIRCUIT
Bp2-cviS8ddo rEM THOM(I;\EE};.KKAHN

03-15112-H

IN RE:
DANIEL S. SOMERSON,
Plaintiff-Appellant.

On Appeal from the United States District Court for the
Middle District of Florida
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versus
UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF LABOR,
Respondent.

On Petition for Review of a Final Order of the
Administrative Review Board
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On January 21, 2004, the Clerk’s office notified Appellant,

through his attorney, Edward Slavin, that the transcript order form

in Appeal No. 03-15112 was overdue and that the appeal would be
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dismissed in fourteen days unless the default was corrected.

On February 2, 2004, Mr. Slavin submitted on Appellant’s
behalf a “Motion for Consolidation and Motion for Enlargement of
Time,” seeking to consolidate these appeals and asking for an
extension of time to file the transcript order form in Appeal No.
03-15112. However, at the time he submitted this motion, Mr.
Slavin’s application for admission to the Eleventh Circuit bar was
incomplete. Accordingly, he was not eligible to represent
Appellant before this Court. See 11th Cir. R. 11lth Cir. R. 46-
1(a). In addition, the “Motion for Consolidation and Motion for
Enlargement of Time” lacked the Certificate of Interested Persons
and Corporate Disclosure Statement required by 11lth Cir. R. 26.1-1
and 26.1-2.

By letter dated February 3, 2004, the Clerk’s office asked Mr.
Slavin to provide the necessary additional information for his bar
application. By letter dated February 13, 2004, Mr. Slavin was
informed that, unless he provided the additional information and
the Certificate of Interested Persons and Corporate Disclosure
Statement within fourteen (14) days, Appeal No. 03-15112 would be

clerically dismissed for want of prosecution.

Instead of meeting the February 27, 2004, deadline for
compliance, on March 1, 2004, Mr. Slavin submitted a motion on

Appellant’s behalf to enlarge the time to comply with this Court’s



rules and the instructions previously given. As he has not been
admitted to this Court’s bar, Mr. Slavin remains ineligible to
represent Appellant. In addition, the most recent motion lacks the
requisite Certificate of Interested Persons and Corporate
Disclosure Statement. Accordingly, the Clerk is directed to return
unfiled the February 2 and March 1 motions. The Clerk is further

directed to DISMISS Appeal No. 03-15112 for want of prosecution.
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