09-7023

Supreme Couit, U.S.
FILED

IN THE
MAR 10 2023

‘SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES

OFFICE OF THE CLERK

Manra Ovosco — PETITIONER
(Your Name)

VS.

United States Distict Court=— RESPONDENT(S)

For Hhe Easfem Dishhct of Texas)
on BTN BER R W S ESHi6Rari To

United States Courvt-ot Appenls for e St Cuuit

(NAME OF COURT THAT LAST RULED ON MERITS OF YOUR CASE)

PETITION FOR WRIT OF CERTIORARI

Maria Del Rasario Orosco 14231938
(Your Name)

Yo FOC Honolulu_, PoBox 30080
(Address)

" Honolulu, Hawan Awg820
(City, State, Zip Code)

hila
(Phone Number) |




QUESTION(S) PRESENTED

(D \@hif ok Gavza v. ldaho , 34 s ¢+, 338 (2009)

Should my writ ot cevhorari be qranked when
"My appomted afteimey failed 4o fle a himely
Nohee of appeal when T asked i Ho?

(2) But fo, my a‘pf‘DVVlcy mo-Ff(:ﬁlw‘\ﬂ a‘l’lme|y

Nohce of Appeal ) Should my subsequent 28 Usc.g
22555 be rantcd Ads they were dismissed due
o fniluve tile a hmely Nohee ot Appeal ?
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[v/{ All parties appear in the caption of the case on the cover page.
[ 1 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

D4 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,
] is unpublished.

The opinion of the United States district court 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[ 1 is unpublished.

[ ] For cases from state courts:

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

[ 1 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[ 1 is unpublished.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[ 1 is unpublished.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

PXl For cases from federal courts:

The date on which the United States Court of Appeals decided my case
was _January 2%, 2023

[ ] 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

[]1An 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).

[ ] 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

28 Us.c.gl125l
Gavza v. \daho, 124 S.¢+. 339 (2014)

Due Pvocass Clause U.S. Conet armend I



STATEMENT OF THE CASE

On September 10,200%, T PlcdduiHy, pursuant
“"D a WV’iH'Cn F|ca| aﬂgre¢m¢M+ {0 onc count O‘( (‘Oﬂé?lmc\/

fo possese with infent fo distvibude heron, Vesc&'ﬁﬁgc'“‘

© ECTIous laoduly mJur\/ y 1 vislahior of Al Us.C 8§ 846.

Cium,. ECENo. 4:0F ¢ 42(c) at Dkt ¥ 810, On December- |4, 200%,

the Distnck Court sentenced mme +o 240 montas’
imprisonment . 1d at Dkt #11a8 . T did notfile a direct
appecal o a cethificale ofF appeal even afler THold imy
attomey +o appeal imy convichors as I did not breal

the liavv as anrq was o pereon(s) that vesubed) N
Zmﬁﬁc,*"oﬁ”l 'V-Uu?/' Atter my attorney failed 4o file

Mo tons Y+o T/aiji—co aPPCa‘") b fled Hnsuccesstully
| ) st aside, or corvect sentence
Pursuant 4o 28 u.sc. g 2055

and a petition, or wint
ot haloege, COrPUS pursuant 4522 y.sc.g 224

On scpt”'"bc" (O,?.Oll, I fled my fi=t §2255

Mohon ), which was dep beciice. | ~

oy 1. ed because i+ was barved

Y The one-year statule of midzhons ot Hhe
Artiterioiem am;f Effcchve  Dealh, Penalbhy ok (qu(“AEDPAD.
See Civ. BCF 4 i2¢v585. on Septemioer 30, 201, T Hiled

a s ‘

l CZCC,O‘»’“C* 5225‘5 mothon, which was dismissed fov

ack ot “\unedichon loc;ausc i+ Was A success\ve motion
and T had V.‘O*'_ obtained permission Hom He FifHA Civenid
to file ik See Qv EchNo. 4 1bcv 357, On May 13, 2014, T
filed a petition for writ of halbeas Corpus pursuant o

22 UsC. & 2241 1n which agawnn T challenged my
convichon. I+ was Vechavadkenzed as g £ 2255 imotion
and dismissed for lack o%juvt;c;al.‘dhoh because i+ was
SuUccessive . See Civ. ECF No. 4:19cv 262, T am evtted 4o
reliet fom my convichion based on Garza v.daho 12A
S.ct. '7'58C2_O|5l) wihere Prz‘sump‘hoh ot preudice aPPI»c\cl,
wWhere T inshucked my 4nal counsel fD %‘c‘a notice oF

appeal but tal counsel decided not 4o do o, VesuH-mj 4
irn all mvy deviials ot £22855 and £2241.




REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION

Tvierefore |, T Ves(xc‘\rﬁxlly ask Hrat the

dccfsiovi be vreversed CExhibit-A) v \Sm of
Gavza v. \dahe, 129 s.c+ 238 (2019) and my
due pPyocess mﬂhfs ot Hhe L Amend ment
Due Procaes Clause +o Hae Uniked Steates
Constithon when my hial  court failed 4o File
a ‘hmdy Nothece of appeal , V‘fsulhn'j i e
S“bsﬁﬂwcm* denials of my & 2265 and s 224|

Mothens .




CONCLUSION

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

Respectfully submitted,

D Rosade- O

| Date: (7);) - 19'7" &0&3



