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JTRULINCS 08691088 - SHRADER, THOMAS CREIGHTO - Unit: MEN-A-A

FROM: 08691088 
TO: Education
SUBJECT: ***Request to Staff*** SHRADER, THOMAS, Reg# 08691088, MEN-A-A 
DATE: 11/03/2021 07:57:38 PM

To: Mr. Britanica
Inmate Work Assignment: unassigned

RE: Where I missed my October 7th deadline to the Supreme Court of the United States because the copier was out of toner 
for a couple of weeks at the end of September and beginning of October and I could not get the Exhibits copied that I needed to 
mail with the Writ of Certiorari and missed my deadline by 5 days and the Court returned my Writ to me unless I can show 
"cause" why it was late - then I can file a Motion to file out of time. A letter by an official in education of the copier being out of 
service, due to lack of a replacement toner cartridge would be accepted by the court. Thank you.
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FILED: May 10, 2021

UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS 
FOR THE FOURTH CIRCUIT

No. 19-7305 
(l:09-cr-00270-l) 
(l:16-cv-05559)

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

Plaintiff - Appellee

v.

THOMAS CREIGHTON SHRADER

Defendant - Appellant

ORDER

The court denies the petition for rehearing and rehearing en banc. No judge

requested a poll under Fed. R. App. P. 35 on the petition for rehearing en banc.

Entered at the direction of the panel: Judge Wilkinson, Judge Motz, and

Senior Judge Shedd.

For the Court

/s/ Patricia S. Connor, Clerk



rneu. uo/u»/zu£ i ry. i ui zuoumh Mpfjeai. ia-/ouo U UU. \£.

UNPUBLISHED

UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS 
FOR THE FOURTH CIRCUIT

No. 19-7305

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,

Plaintiff - Appellee,

v.

THOMAS CREIGHTON SHRADER,

Defendant - Appellant.

Appeal from the United States District Court for the Southern District of West Virginia, at 
Bluefield. Irene C. Berger, District Judge. (l:09-cr-00270-l; l:16-cv-05559)

Decided: March 9, 2021Submitted: February 26, 2021

Before WILKINSON and MOTZ, Circuit Judges, and SHEDD, Senior Circuit Judge.

Dismissed by unpublished per curiam opinion.

Thomas Creighton Shrader, Appellant Pro Se. John Lanier File, Assistant United States 
Attorney, OFFICE OF THE UNITED STATES ATTORNEY, Beckley, West Virginia, for 
Appellee.

Unpublished opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit.
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PER CURIAM:

Thomas Creighton Shrader seeks to appeal the district court’s order accepting the

recommendation of the magistrate judge and denying relief on Shrader’s authorized,

successive 28 U.S.C. § 2255 motion. The order is not appealable unless a circuit justice or

judge issues a certificate of appealability. See 28 U.S.C. § 2253(c)(1)(B). A certificate of

appealability will not issue absent “a substantial showing of the denial of a constitutional

right.” 28 U.S.C. § 2253(c)(2). When the district court denies relief on the merits, a

prisoner satisfies this standard by demonstrating that reasonable jurists could find the

district court’s assessment of the constitutional claims debatable or wrong. See Buck v.

Davis, 137 S. Ct. 759,113-14 (2017). When the district court denies relief on procedural

grounds, the prisoner must demonstrate both that the dispositive procedural ruling is

debatable and that the motion states a debatable claim of the denial of a constitutional right.

Gonzalez v. Thaler, 565 U.S. 134, 140-41 (2012) (citing Slack v. McDaniel, 529 U.S. 473,

484 (2000)).

We have independently reviewed the record and conclude that Shrader has not made 

the requisite showing. Accordingly, we deny Shrader’s motion for appointment of counsel, 

deny his motion for a certificate of appealability, and dismiss the appeal. We dispense with 

oral argument because the facts and legal contentions are adequately presented in the 

materials before this court and argument would not aid the decisional process.

DISMISSED

2
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