UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS FOR THE SIXTH CIRCUIT

JEROME TEATS, CASE NO.

Petitioner

)
)
)
VS. )
)
KEVIN GENOVESE, Warden )

)

Respondent

APPLICATION FOR EXTENSION TO SUBMIT A PETITION FOR WRIT OF
CERTIORARI

On appeal from the United States court of Appeals, Sixth Circuit

/L@hm’m’. jj ﬁtjﬁ

// Jerome Teats TDOC# 313227
N.W.C.X.
960 State Route 212

Tiptonville, Tennessee 38079

PROOF OF SERVICE

I, Jerome Teuls, proceeding pro se hereby certifies under penalty of perjury, as required
by Supreme Court Rule 29, that an exact copy of the foregoing:

APPLICATION FOR EXTENSION TO SUBMIT A PETITION FOR WRIT OF
CERTIORARI

RECEIVED
NOV. 13 2023 0
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SUPREME COURT 5 &<




Pursvant o SUPMM@ Coort Rule 13 <5> _Téoﬁ’sl
Hhe PcHHoneri paoLueS‘h an «x¥ension of
GO O\a”}s +o svbmit a pe;ﬁﬁon For a writ of
certiorari . The reasons for the request
afe !LfXPlaine,ol below.

A. The petitioner submitted o Petition
for FPanc) Rehaa(‘ina . The pcﬁﬁ@n was
‘Fs'[u‘l c/le,n'te,el O U-(:)L/ 3})2023, This
Order ’h‘fggered +Hhe QO - c‘l&\/ deadline
qcc,ordmg to Sup. CT. Rule 1% (3). (Exhibi’+i>

B. The ,oé-ﬁjffwner submitted o peﬂ tFion
For more +Hime To Svbwmit a FPetition for
Rehearing En Bancs (Exhibit 2). A Filecl
Ocder was made on Avgust 18,2023
OnﬂLhoriZinﬂ the retorn of Teats! Peh’ﬁom,
The Sixth Circvit Ordec Stated f’eclgfzS%
Was subJe.c+ +o the svccessive peﬂ tion '
law axpoused by the USSop ct, (Exhibit 3).

According to Svp CT Rule 13 (3) +his
Ordler Jrrisﬁus the A0 ”da\/ daa&\\.ma
Yo submit a wWat of Certiorari.

/
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The Aug\)SﬂL Ig%OK‘de( createc contusion
as to the appropriode qomlay -Jrriﬁgu‘
clate . Supreme ct Role 13(3) io\ngoaae
nSUPPC)(“]’S O "h”igﬂ@( Olcﬂ'@ Fof ‘H’\& /}03054—

15" and {_fulx/ 31Y Ocder, In 1L8h+ of

Hhis Teats submitteel o handwritten
petition lackin9 Foull com,plicmce, Wit h
all Sup- Ct, rules In orcler for this
Court +o maintain juriso%i‘cfl'ion,

‘C.The pe.'}‘i‘Hoﬂ(Lt’“ %as 3 cLueS“HoﬂSa -Haa"l’

will be caised in the writ of certioraris

(. Did the f)zjri-ﬁoﬂer Sa.HS-Fy the “Exhavstion Rule”
by submitting his claims +o +he Tenn.

(+, of Crim. APP: by way of a Motion Fo
Q{hﬁa(‘? Exhlbi'f H

tk Should a Pj’:ﬁjrioﬂ ‘For“Rejwar’mg En Banc be
Freated as o “successive PQ_--H-'HOH whe n o P |

Rehearing petition has been sobm
and CLCIjUd:tCa"l'ec,l ? v Vm’hLe.cl ancl

LLC DiCl 'H\Q dec,iSiOﬂ N Marﬂ,mz Vi fiyaﬂ (3L
S.Ch, 12309 (2012) require claims to be

page 3



roised be\/ond the Inital collateral
Proceeclmg ' n States like Tennessee’s
Ppoced vra] " Frame wor K °

D. /A( Six‘h/ ’Gla\/ ﬂx%ension 1S nee,olecl SO
+he ‘ocﬁﬁonef can 10()![\/ complk/ with
SUP.C‘J', rules | '}’y pe up +he writ of
certiorart and Fhis Covrt can C[ar‘iﬁy

l/\”'\(l‘!' +h€ ‘I’(’OQ le)& C).CL{'Q, l' S ., 1-’1 L‘L.C[c“’!"'lun
this facility 15 prene 1o lockelowns and staff
Slf\omLaﬁts +hot Pre\/uﬁ 4he access to the law l: bmry,

C0001051O N

Wherefore the P@Hﬁoner proys +his
Couf"{' udfll Sr"an’{‘ o\ ZK{’@nS[oﬂ +o Submf‘f

o Wit of Certiorari for the reasons
In this paﬁ)rion or (m\]/ reason (T sees
+it.

Respu)rvcuuy Subw\i'Heo[,

Mjwﬁa

Date: October 3OJrh 70273
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