In The Suprewme Court sF The United Stades

Wiistopher Lenave Pugh;

'4 N\ Pelitioner, No. a2 =
: V3. tition For Re,keaving oF ordeyr
Lintovt Deloaci, Wavdewn , execvled on li-02-2030,denying
Respanclent, petitioner's Pedition Fov Ceviio-
rav. ' _

-

Yetition For Rewearing . *

Cswes nato, the petitioner in the above s¥yled edse ,and moves ,-'I
this hovsvable Coort pursvant 2o supreme Covvtvole Y4, to veheav the above
ase and submi? the Folbwing ground in suppsrt theresF !

Gvooun d

Couvt oF Appeals has sanclianed the lower distvict Lovvt's departuve From

it accepted and usval couvvse of judicial proceedings . as to call Far an
evevcise o this Courls capervisory pawer.

) Initially, on 16 - 18-2019, courd aF appeals issved an ovder remanding the
ve¥evenced appeal boack to the lawer districk covrt tovole ypon issiing a
C.0.A., (CerdiFicake oF Appealabilidy ), Fivst, wiidh respect £o its denigloF
P&;%'mnais vole 59 () motion : beFarxe a request Fova C.o. A. wovld be re-
eived or acted on by the Court oF appeals or ajudge oF the court.

2) 61 1-25-2019, i vespavise taUre caord oF dgpeals lmited vemand the lower,
Adistrict convd never made avolivg upon the merits oF issuing a C.o0.4: with
vespect o itis denial oF petidianer yule 54ce) motian. T F'acf the istrie?
covvd deried petitionera Cevkificate oF Appesdabiliby, withavtresslving peti -
Lioner's underdying Comstitodional claim presented in his habeas carpus petidion,
or was theve & voding vesolvipg the issues presented by pedidionev, in ve~
sponse. 4o the caortis rdev, delerming aheliier a4 C. 0. 4. shavld issve idere
thepetition was dismissed on pracedvral grovnds.

3) Petitioner points out thatin Fact on 04-19.-2019 his habtas corpus fez?'z)/bﬂ
was dismissed by the lowey distric? courd, Far Fai'lvre o exlas? stade
remedlies »and 4 C.O.A.c0as dlenied) and his coor? has roled $had ! # when
e districk courd dlenies a habeas pdiz)/zm oVt procedural. vunds withouvt
Yeaching the prisoner's underlying constitudional caimsa C 0 A showvid issve
Cand avi appeal oF the disiriet court’s order may be Laken);F Hhe prisoner
showss s at leas?, '@hd‘k/‘unis'& oF veasan would Find it debatfrftaafaiE
the peliZisa s Latec avalid claim aF the denial oF a CoAsty

OF THE CLERK
g{‘,‘,’,‘g&mg COURT, U.S.




and that jurists oF reasovi wauld ¥ind it debatable whether the district
coovt was corrvect inits procedural roling. slack v. medanial, 453- 435.

4)Petitionev also points su that the dwo components mandated by 28
V.5.C. 68863, werve no¥ met or satisFied by the lower distric? cound,
as demsvsirated above, in ils response 4 the lourt oF Appeals vewmand
ovder, theverore it lacKed jurisdiction to endevtain the merits oF
petitisner's cevtiFicale oF Appealabilily, as instructed by Hhis couvrd
in Slack v. Medanial > 489~ 435, held that ! “Detersing whedher a COA
shouvld issve ewheve Yhe peXidion was dismissed sn procedural grouvnds has
two components. ovie diveeted at the underlying lonsditodional
elaims and one direcled at- e clistrict coovts procedoval holding.
seetion 2353 mandates that both showings he wade beFore the Couor?
OF appeals way entevtain the appeal”

5)fed itioner states, it is clear o See that the lowser districk coort has pro-
hibited pe2,Zioner Fram wieriting a C. 0. A #omshowing thal veasonable
Jdurists would Find debatable both (1) the mevits oF an dnderlying claim.

and (2> Hhe procedural issves that he seeks to vaiseon appeal s by Failing

to vule sn Yhese issues.which are cearly brieved and arguec! upert vecerd,

speciFically, docowments one ane Four, by the pe}iYioner, andthis 2o0r?

has ruled'” thal: “lsmaresss’ “‘In sedting For 2y the precondlitions Foy

. , ndey ER353&), Longress expressed so inte
to_allow drial couvd procedural ervor to bav vindication oF Subsiandizl

Mns%[iu?/ﬁndﬁw_wigh%s on appeal.” Slack y, Meclanial
473, 4$R - g5, | :

_&Mh%eiam, petitiover prays thathe has se? Forth Ye suFFiciant

Facis herein, supporting the general grouvnd of tris petidion¥or Re -
hearing » as to callFor an exeveize o

F £his Courd’s sypervisor ‘
o grant him relie¥. 15 COUVT s Sypervisory potver,
KospectFully Sub%«l
M‘d A og=a000
Christepher Lenard €igh | DAt exooe
GDCH 297911

Roqgers Rate Prison
1978 Ga. Nwy 147
Reidsville, Greargia 20453
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No._Q0-5509

INI THE
SUPREME COURTOF THE UNITI TEDR STATES

LhrisYspher Lenard Pugh - PETI TTONER

V-
Linton Deloach ; waveleni — RESPONIDENT ()
PROOF OF SERVICE

T, Caristopher Lenavd Rugh . do swear ov declare that sn this date
Novewrher 3th 2034, as required by Sopreme CovrtRule 49 T have
served the enclased Pedition For Rehearing an each parly te tie abeve
Erowgd)n or thal party’s caunsel sand on every other person vequired 2o

e Served, by depositing an envelope canaining the above documents inthe
United States mail properly dddvessed ta each oF them and with Firs-class

postage prepaid ., ov by delivery 4o a thivd-party commercial cavvier Fov de-
livery wivthin 3 calendav days,

The viames adelvesses oF those sevved are as ¥ollows *
1) _OFFice of the ClerK, Supremte Courk oF the United sfafas,«Washingfan, D.€C.20543-0001

2) 2 L00 El ireoi [ the ClevK, 56 Forsyd st., N. W Atlan g‘a,
. K |

g

¢ ﬁOUV% S. OOV LneUse. lect {pvmter cir s S U AL~

e

T declare vaderpenaliy oF petjury that Hhe Fovegoing ls true and correc?.

Execoled 6n ~NAMM&___,JLO K0.
C 5/‘?144 Cure) ;

Yage (3)



