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+°“inf§ when, 'H“‘ovka\f\ no chx\-!- of hix own, Petitioner mceived
notica oQ Ks state L\QBQQS denial Oug'lwx

7

NS,

tha €xpication of his
AEDPA One-year Statute o? Limitatio




LIST OF PARTIES

D4 All parties appear in the caption of the case on the cover page.
[ ] All parties do not appear in the caption of the case on the cover page. A list of

all parties to the proceeding in the court whose judgment is the subject of this
petition is as follows:
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IN THE

SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES |
PETITION FOR WRIT OF CERTIORARI

Petitioner respectfully prays that a writ of certiorari issue to review the judgment below.

OPINIONS BELOW ‘ ‘

M For cases from federal courts:

The opinion of the United States court of appeals appears at Appendix A to .
the petition and is '

[ ] reported at ; or,
[ 1 has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
B4 is unpublished.

The opinion of the United States district court appears at Appendix B to
the petition and is

[ ] reported at ; OT,
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
[X] is unpublished.

[ 1 For cases from state courts:

The opinion of the highest state court to review the merits appears at
Appendix to the petition and is

[ ] reported at ; Or,

[ 1 has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,

[ 1 is unpublished.

The opinion of the - court
appears at Appendix to the petition and is

[ ] reported at ; Or,
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
[ 1 is unpublished. '




JURISDICTION

[X For cases from federal courts:

The date on which the United States Court of Appeals decided my case
was _1F™ May 4020

[X] No petition for rehearing was timely filed in my case.

[ 1 A timely petition for rehearing was denied by the United States Court of
Appeals on the following date: , and a copy of the
order denying rehearing appears at Appendix

[ ] An extension of time to file the petition for a writ of certiorari was granted
to and including (date) on (date)
in Application No. A .

The jurisdiction of this Court is invoked under 28 U. S. C. § 1254(1).

[ 1 For cases from state courts:

The date on which the highest state court decided my case was
A copy of that decision appears at Appendix

[ 1 A timely petition for rehearing was thereafter denied on the following date:
, and a copy of the order denying rehearing

appears at Appendix

[ 1 An extension of time to file the petition for a writ of certiorari was granted
to and including (date) on (date) in
Application No. A .

The jurisdiction of this Court is invoked under 28 U. S. C. §1257(a).




CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED

¢ Fourteenth Amendment 4o +he ui Conshitutton

- NDue Prucess Clavse

- E?/ua.l Protectivg Clause

« A8 U.sS.C. T 2244




STATEMENT OF THE CASE

On Februof\/ \x, 2013, o d‘-*“\/ i the IJist TJudictal Disteict Court Q-F
Haeris CO\AT\"V' Tqus/ -¢o».wxcl Petitionec 3\»(”')/ o@ CQPI'H:J Murder and
Sentenced him Yo LiFE.

On Au3«5+ 26, 20y the Court of Appeals {ic the Ficst Districk of Texas
aPfirmed hic conviction. His fetition fr et “F Carfiomsi was olenied en

October 30, go17. Castro v- Texas, 138 s.ch. 284 (2017) (mem.)

In Oclobyer 23, 20'8 Petibonec -?\‘\e,ci a Siate a,pP\Cc,cu."'iov\ {:W o Wik of
Hakeag GOcPus, which was denied without written ocder on NMovemher 17

20@. This tolied +he limitations period fir koo days, exdending the deadline

to five. o {edera! hobeas Pefﬁhovx to December Lk, 2oiq,

Uv\‘;'ér"ur\qi-e‘»y: PetiHoner was aot natified of the State habeas courts
decision uatil December §, A01¢. He immed :ai-Q,\y p;lq_d his Pederal
hob e Garpus the Some day.

On December 2, 2020 mqs%s*va¥e Tudge Petes RN"Y fecommended +het

e Court deny Pebitoner's federal habeas petition as Hme barred,
On Iq“uqu 6’ 2021 the US D

recommend o tion as ‘

) % i+s Memoranduw and OP{'\“OV\. A Ceﬁisf;cai‘e o'p
Ppeabibility ,was denicd Swa sponte.

PerHoner {2{[@& o Ngtice of Appea!l and an APplicectton, to pProceed IFp

On "-Ppeql 30\’."* 0‘41\/.%‘&3 were S%Seiumﬂ/ cenied 5‘/ the F\‘gfk C.\‘_m“_
Court of Appeats on 18™ May %ozt

pQ/‘H{"O'\'ef Noco Seeks a Wirh o? Cesttararc Pmm s HOI\ONB(Q Couth,




REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION
Q. (hether €,§L+P°~Oro(inqv\/ Citcomstances exist to  voarcant Q‘l/w.fahl&
40“(:\3 whren, '“\ma\r\ no QQuH of hKis Swon, Petitioner te=ived ngice

of his State habeas denial ofler the expication of his AEDPA one-
Veor Sialute o@ \;w\:*q'\'lo“s?

Pekivioner avers that, T the <ol word, o prisones can wnot foresen

the ackons of the Court until he teceives ACTUAL notice of Swek,

and thas coannot be expected to act Witk olue d“tif)“"@ UnHl fhat

Hme,
in Hthis Case, the <exira ov.—oh‘nqry circumatrances abr ssue involved Ythe
q da\/ °‘¢\o.7/ A Sexviqs Petittonec notice of the denial of hs Siate

L\obms Cov?us/

wohich Suhsezuqnﬂy P\ucecj hinn 2 days Be,ycnci the
A Eb pA ane~ y(qf-

Statute of Hmitationg,

Texas Prseners do net have access +o e-f

Priscaers Clqifveyqu-. Tke.recorq, a Texas PHiSener has no malishc

“way to discern twhen he MQ}’ feed o act and must wayt upPdn Notieg
H\roud\a e fmpcrgecf uses Systenn and the archare (and cMerlvty
Owu-hu«-clev\ed) ole/live,ry Systewa at $he P*Son unif level

Wi¢ Y \
Wl \C‘\ G Pf\&@f\(ﬂ' l’\Q& Q"\Y Scfvl\"‘l“q °¥ C’Qﬂ"f\)‘ OVQT‘. be\qys in Qf'skd‘
ot trese Spihems can not  he contributed 4o dhe prison

e or pqcer—'\or are Mosh

-~ neither OTF

U,
ivhen fhe Petriftones th Fnic Ccase
Windews of 7 days to Pie his 2
amount of time o fle hx pett
Rw\ﬂ.( Peri Yiomer wodd have oflon
dﬂ.«tal ae\\/"»'ime cacin
unkl g days later,
was Hme

g{kecf WS State habeas wrpus he left o
254 pczh':‘-\\sm. 7 days is an quiuaJ-e_

Hon <aand PUfSuant to the Prison Mailhe,
2 So had he weceived motrce of +the Stafe
Mot periodl. Rt Petitioner did not weceive Ratice
Althaugh febittones fited s 225% immediatery, he
barred beloca he e/en Knew he needed 1o Qd Uncles Suar,

Crtumstances. PeHtones avers that he s entited o egwhable h“"'\\ﬁ‘
Thank yowu,




CONCLUSION

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

Respectfully submitted,

R. lustre

Date: 25" Jaly 2o
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