No. .

IN THE
SUPREME COUAT OF THE UNITED STATES

JOSEPH STEPHENSON ~PETITIONER
(CINCARCERATED -PRO-SE INMATE 155049 )

STATE OF CONNECTICUT -RESPONDENT(S)

( 2nd, Cir.COURT OF APPELS DOCKET No!18-367-PR)

Totthe Clerk of the United $tates Supreme Covrt
R.e: Filing of Mbt’xon for extension of Time
Deasr Six/ Mam, _ ’
Piease find enciosed am original and two
COPies of My Pro-Semotien for EXtension of time to £i1e Petition
for writ of Certiorari vith Proof ef Sexvice,(Per The Supreme Court
Rules22,30 etc.yas wen as Per the instructions T Teceived ,;Via, Fhone
Trom Your Office),A1S0 inciuded 1s the 2nd Circuit CouTt of APreals
Docket Sheet Which informssfor €. about ‘my 1ndigent status s case
facts etceFPlease understand that I am incarcerated yWard of-the state of
Connecticut 4n a highty Testrictive level4 Prison Wittout 9, 1aw Library,
Comeuter 0T Word Processor ac¢cess, MY Submissions are hand Writco A9
neither. Your office, (Whom T Q180 Wrote)snor the courts Pro-se gwde
Bives any information with Tegatds to this 1ssue and T have no legal
heip,A150 the Pens used in Prison axe mot the best fiu__zu’iw JPlease,,
s Case 1S extremely Critical bo my life and future S0 Please €XCUsSS

AN errors. Aleo T have no information dboul WhatINe.sto Put inthe Caption..
Also,Should I Send & CoPY of Y Evident{ary hearing? Please adyisethanKyoH .

kY
Respectfully Submited , RECEIVED |
CTOSEPH STEPHENSON , INMATE NO. | 55049 . MACDOU GrATL PRISON Y '
WOIEAST ST.,S0UTH ) SUFFIELD, CT., 060 80, (PHone - 860-202°423%F - PAISU R18 209
' ‘ FFICE OF THE CLERK !
(\ i3 OURT, U.S. !



No

IN THE
SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES

TO0SEPH STEPHENSON — PETITIONER
CINCARCERATED -PRO-SE INMATE 155049)

VS,

STATE OF CONNECTICUT = - RESPONDENTES)
(214 cir. court of APPEALS DOCKET N0:18-367-PR)

MOTION FOR EXTENSION OF TIME To FILE PETITION FORWRIT OF CERTIORARI
Now comes Petitiomer;who 18 incarcerated. , indipent and -without

1egal Coungels Lo hunbly Move this Honorgble COUTE ‘LO fraciovsly grant
Petitioner g SixtY 43y extension to file Petition for writ of Certiorari to
0.5.SuPreme Court in ¥he interest of Justice and £or the folowing Teasons:
1. On Janvary 31;,2019,the Second circuit court of APpeals denied
‘Petitione?s inarticuiate Pro-SewoTIon FOr Reconsideration fram & demal

of & Certificate of APPealability Y Which petitioner Sought to overturn
IWr ongful Convictien. onthe grounds of Actudl Trnmocence in A Case ~Where

Overwhelming evidenc eaﬁnﬂuaing 2016 Federal Evidentiary Hear'ra% and
Tive testimony 0f S0l eyewithess and OmLY alleged “Victim’to Crime,
estapiished that the essential €lement,use orthreat of Physical £ orce,
“Was dbscent in this Case,Petitioner was mformed by “th_e ClerK oOf the
213, Cir.Court OF APPeals Of the 90Day period 1o fle Writ £or Certiorari.
2). ‘Petitionerywho has verifiade medical and menw? iTiness Which
11imits his JbINLIES t0 Properly articulate,research and Present. &



Coherent , ComPetent, and €£fective Petitaon for certification Seeksa
60 day extension, PUrsvant to 1.S. SuPreme Coury Rules 30 and 22,
in P31l to enabie bim to find an attomey to do the Petition.
3). Petitioner,;wno is indigent under federal and conn.state Poverty
guiddlinesswas Previously granted &Prtinted. Counsel via the federl
Potlic Defenders office under the Criminal Justice ACt»18U3CS5 3006 A
but counsel Wa terminated om 9/11/2018 dve t0 Denial 0f COANOW
Petitioner has been "Writing and 'iea.cﬁmg out To various lawvers for Telp,
4). Petitioner;whohas been a. Legal Permanent ’B.esiden‘bv'livlng"m the
‘Umved States for 34 Years with £amily Who are V.S, Citizens and. Who
depend 0n Petitioner for helP and SuPPort, £ace$ Permanent deportation
to & Violent country for the “Wronpful Conviction Pevitioner seeK o
have reviewed.Petivioner believes that am avemues of State Tavef
“have been forciosed to Him.The U.95.Svereme Court,in Sessiong,
Attorpey Geverdl V. DIMAYA, 548V.5. . @.018)(PartT of OPinon), Tecognized:

that “in View of the 8rave mature of deportation...a “drastic
measvre”Often amounting to lifelong  banishment or exiie”
(Quoting Fong Haw Tan v. Phelan, 336U.S. 6,10 (1348)...This
Court has Teiterated that defortation is™a Particuarly
Severe Penaitds>’Vihich may be of §reater Concern to &
Convicted dlien than™Any Potential Jail SentencelJay 1ee
V. Upited StateSy6821.8, —.(2017)(S1ipP OrR.at 11)(duoting
Padilla: v. RenticKy: 559 U.5.35653655368 (2010).Aud We
have observed, that as federal 1mmiBration 13w increasingly
hinBed deportation orders on Prior cConvictions, Temoval
Proceedings became ever more “intimately Teiaved
© 0 the Criminal Justice Process?’ ChaideZ v. United states,

368 1.5.342,352 (201D (Quoting, Padillds 559U.5. At I65)...”
The fravity of -Petitioner’s imm’xgratiaa Plight maKes it even inm:e
imperative that an extension of time be Rranted o auov Pevitioner
't‘.o. find, an eXperienceds Competent Attorney to helP with Petition.
%) Petitioner has been imprisened for 3lmost Sixyout of a
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a total twelve year Sentence,on unreiated mon-vioient Offences
for which Petitioner 3150 -maintained his dctual Tnnocence,However,on
Janvary 8,2019,the Connecticut Court Of APPedlS over turned these

Conv'lctions and ordered “the Trial Covrt o acauit Petitioner of ai the
Charges. (see Jtate Of Conn, V. Joserh A.Jtephenson,187 Conn.APP.

20 A.34 (2019). Petitioner 5tillis imerisoned Pending further Teview and
faces deportation for casSe he SeckS SuPreme COvrt Teviews Of Some
Televance i5 the fact that the Same Judge and trial Courtdn case
“Wwhich Petivioner’s convictions were JUSt overturnedsis the Same Judge
and, trial court that wnjuswy convicted Petitioner in the case being
Sought Teview o the U,S.Supreme Court . Petitioner msintains absolute
factual and Actoal Innoceace 0 this Offence of Which he £aces deportation.
6). Whilst <Petitiomer iS curremtly incarcerated,Petitioner has been
dctively engaped. in other State Habeds Corpus and APpeal Cases
related. Lo Pﬁo:c and Current Convictions ~which create hardshies
in being avie to do & Pevition for Certification to U.S. SUPreme
Court within the 9o dAy time limit. (See ef., Joseph Stepnenson V.
Commissiaer of Corrections, Conn.APellate Coort, AC41812.; State of Conn.

Y. _Joseph 8tePhensOu,R8.C o ,A.C,40250 (mawh 5,2019)3 Stephenson, Joseph

#155049 v, Commissioner of Grrection, TSR~ CV-19-5000084~S,to be Appealed).
7).  Petitioner,WHilst ‘ncarcerated shas 10 access t0 3 1aw Library Or
10 Someone vrained in the law, (e State inmate 1931 31d. ‘Program 1iS
1limited to ‘conditions Of Confinement cases and does 0ot Provide Attarneys),
Petitioner has mo access t0 a ComPULET,Word, Processory Cannct bYRe
And, has no awess 0o freé federal Shepardized Case Laws, databases
oT Televant 1egal TesourceS.Petitioner has had to0 depend On
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& few caselaws Previousiy Sent by Prior Covunsel.

8). The Case for which Petitioner Seeks U.5.3uPreme COUTt Teview
15 Mot £riviliovs or meritless and the Questions tobe Presented,
Ay 7ot OMY invoive Compeling reasons for Qranting ‘me Wrils,
the decision of the 2nd.Cir. Court 0f APP€31S &Y Dbein Conflich
With Other Cimcuit Courts and the Principles imvoived in the 0.S.
Sufreme court’s holding tn Jessions,Attorney Cegeml V. Dimayads
548V-S. (2018), A130,the Questions tobe Presented MY be of
Some Public AmPortance 0 an eptire ¢1ass Of Similariy Sitvated

individuals as ‘Petitioper who have made d Credible and
Compening Showing of Actual Innocence ConsisStent With or evel
SuPerior t0 that Shown in Cases Such a5 Rivas v Fischer, 687
E 34,514 (2012) 5 House v. BeIl,5470.5.518(2000) 5 Miller-EL V. CocKrenl,
537 10.5.322 (2003) 5 J1ack v. Wacdaniel,529V.3.473 (2000) and, aiso
SChlupP —v. DEL0,$130,3.298 (19995). Uniike 811 these Seriovs morder
Telated Cases where the Court moted that the evideace of Builtwas
Strong and the Case “close > or evenly balanced. but mon-the 1ess
the Court auowed Appenare veviews»dn Petitimers casesthe evidence
for Actval Innocence is overwheiming ,tuere 3s directsuncontroverted

€Yyewitaess testimony exnmor&ting ?etitioner,bvt the Znd Circoit

court of APPEAlS welied Omn 3 clearly €rmneous opinion O£ the Conn
District Court G0 deny AePellate Review.
In the interest of Justice,Petitioner humbly Pravs this

Court will gramt the eXtension of vime Sought herein.
ResPect£U11Y $ubmitted

 CJOSEPH STEPHEN SON,INMKTE 155049 M ACDOUGAIL CL 1S3 EAST 51'.595UFFIELD,C‘I'.06080)
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