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No. 16-3724 
 

UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS 
FOR THE SIXTH CIRCUIT 

 
 

 
IN RE: PERCY HUTTON, 
 
 Movant. 
 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
 
 
 

 

 

O R D E R 

 

 

 
 
 BEFORE: MERRITT, ROGERS, and DONALD, Circuit Judges. 
 
 
 The court received a petition for rehearing en banc.  The original panel has reviewed the 

petition for rehearing and concludes that the issues raised in the petition were fully considered 

upon the original submission and decision of the case.  The petition then was circulated to the 

full court.  No judge has requested a vote on the suggestion for rehearing en banc. 

 Therefore, the petition is denied. 

 
 
 
      ENTERED BY ORDER OF THE COURT 
 
 
 
 
      Deborah S. Hunt, Clerk 
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Footnotes
1 The Gonzalez Court held that the Rule 60(b) motion at issue in that case was proper, since it alleged that the federal

courts misapplied the statute of limitations set out in Section 2244(d), which was a defect in the proceeding rather than
a claim. Gonzalez, 545 U.S. at 533.
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