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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF ALABAMA 

SOUTHERN DIVISION 

 

NATHANIEL WOODS,   ) 

      ) 

 Petitioner,    ) 

      ) 

 vs.     )  2:16-cv-1758-LSC 

      )   

CYNTHIA STEWART,     ) 

Warden, Holman Correctional   ) 

Facility, et al.     ) 

      ) 

Respondents.   ) 

ORDER DENYING LIMITED STAY OF EXECUTION AND LIMITED APPEARANCE 

The Court has before it Petitioner Nathaniel Woods’ “Motion to File Limited 

Appearance.” (Doc. 41). Even though counsel styled the motion as simply one for a limited 

appearance, it has attached exhibits exceeding 100 pages that are clearly separate 

motions for relief, such as for limited stay of execution, for substitution of counsel,  

petition for relief from judgment pursuant to Rule 32 of the Alabama Rules of Criminal 

Procedure, and several others. This Court interprets Woods’ filing as not only a 

motion for limited appearance, but also as an attempted filing of all the other 

motions attached thereto. This Court lacks jurisdiction to consider the motion for the 

following reasons. Woods previously filed a 28 U.S.C. § 2254 motion that this Court 

denied. Woods appealed this Court’s decision, which was affirmed by the Eleventh Circuit 
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Court of Appeals. In filing the instant motion, Woods did not obtain the required 

certification from the Eleventh Circuit Court of Appeals. “Before a second or successive 

application permitted by this section is filed in the district court, the applicant shall move 

in the appropriate court of appeals for an order authorizing the district court to consider 

the application.” 28 U.S.C. § 2244(b)(3)(A).  

The Antiterrorism and Effective Death Penalty Act of 1996 (AEDPA) 
established a stringent set of procedures that a prisoner “in custody 
pursuant to the judgment of a State court,” 28 U.S.C. § 2254(a), must follow 
if he wishes to file a “second or successive” habeas corpus application 
challenging that custody, § 2244(b)(1). In pertinent part, before filing the 
application in the district court, a prisoner “shall move in the appropriate 
court of appeals for an order authorizing the district court to consider the 
application.” § 2244(b)(3)(A). A three-judge panel of the court of appeals 
may authorize the filing of the second or successive application only if it 
presents a claim not previously raised that satisfies one of the two grounds 
articulated in § 2244(b)(2). § 2244(b)(3)(C); Gonzalez v. Crosby, 545 U.S. 
524, 529–530, 125 S.Ct. 2641, 162 L.Ed.2d 480 (2005); see also Felker v. 
Turpin, 518 U.S. 651, 656–657, 664, 116 S.Ct. 2333, 135 L.Ed.2d 827 (1996). 
 

Burton v. Stewart, 549 U.S. 147, 152–53, 127 S. Ct. 793, 796, 166 L. Ed. 2d 628 (2007). 

Accordingly, Woods’ filing (Doc. 41) does not re-open the above-styled case or grant this 

Court jurisdiction to consider the relief sought therein. The motion (doc. 41) is hereby 

DENIED as is all the motions attached thereto. This action, to the extent it could be argued 

that it was re-opened by Woods’ filing, is DISMISSED. 

DONE and ORDERED on March 3, 2020. 

 

 

_____________________________ 

L. Scott Coogler 

United States District Judge 
160704 
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APPENDIX B 

Order Denying Motion to Amend 

Judgment Under FRCP 59(e), Case No. 

2:16-cv-01758-LSC-JEO, Woods v. 

Stewart (ECF No. 44) (N.D. Ala. Mar. 5, 

2020)  
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APPENDIX C 

Lauren Faraino Affidavit (Mar. 3, 2020)  
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