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tHntteb Btates Court of Appeals
for tlje Jfiftlj Circuit

No. 25-40518

Raymond Reginald Peoples, Jr.,

United States Court of Appeals 
Fifth Circuit

FILED
December 30, 2025

Lyle W. Cayce 
Clerk

versus

Petitioner—Appellant y

Eric Guerrero, Director, Texas Department of Criminal Justice^ 
Correctional Institutions Division,

Respondent—Appellee.

Application for Certificate of Appealability 
the United States District Court 
for the Eastern District of Texas

USDC No. l:23-CV-86

ORDER: •

Raymond Reginald Peoples, Jr., Texas prisoner # 02348963, moves 
for a certificate of appealability (COA) to appeal the district court’s denial 
of hls 28 U.S.C. § 2254 application challenging his order of deferred 
adjudication and subsequent order adjudicating guilt for the offense of 
aggravated assault. In denying his § 2254 application, the district court 
rejected Peoples’s claims that (i) there was insufficient evidence to sustain 
the trial court s findings that he had violated the terms of his deferred 
adjudication by sexually assaulting three individuals; (ii) his bail set by the
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trial court after he was attested for violating the conditions of his deferred 
adjudication was excessive; (iii) his Fourth Amendment rights were violated 
in connection with a traffic stop and subsequent search; and (iv) the trial 
court judge, Peoples’s attorney, a detective, and the prosecutor all conspired 
against him in connection with the hearing on the sexual assault of the three 
individuals. In his COA pleadings, Peoples challenges the district court’s 
rejection of these claims and also raises various ineffective-assistance claims 
that were implicitly denied by the district court.

In order to obtain a CO A, Peoples must make “a substantial showing 
of the demal of a constitutional right» 28 U.S.C. S 2.753MO). see Miller-El 
v. Cockrell, S3, U,g, ggg, 336 (2003). When the district court denies relief on 
the merits, an applicant must show that reasonable jurists would find the 
district court’s assessment of the constitutional claims debatable or wrong. 
Slack v. McDaniel, S22.U.S. 473, 484 (2000). When the district court denies 
rehef onprocedural grounds, a COA should issue if an applicant establishes 
at least, that jurists of reason would find it debatable whether the application 
states a valid claim of the denial of a constitutional right and whether the 
district court was correct in its procedural ruling. Id.

Peoples fails to make the required showing. See Slack, 529 U.S, at 484. 
Accordingly, his motion for a COA is DENIED.

Kurt D. Engelhardt 
United States Circuit Judge
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No. 25-40518

Raymond Reginald Peoples, Jr.,

Petitioner—Appellant,

versus

Respondent—Appellee.

ORDER:

Eric Guerrero, Director, Texas Department of Criminal Justice, 
Correctional Institutions Division,

rma Carrillo R/ irez 
United States Circuit Judge

Appeal from the United States District Court 
for the Eastern District of Texas

USDC No. l:23-CV-86

SIniteti States Court of Appeals 
for tfje jfiftlj Circuit

IT IS ORDERED that Appellant’s motion for bail pending appeal 
is DENIED.

United States Court of Appeals 
Fifth Circuit

FILED
December 18, 2025

Lyle W. Cayce 
Clerk



§ CIVIL ACTION NO. 4:25-CV-0356

united STATES DISTRICT COURT 
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF TEXAS 

HOUSTON DIVISION

GR.EG ABBOTT,

Defendant.

JV-0J563 Document 13 Filed on 09/09/25 in TXSD Pag^^,^

Southern District of Texa< 

entered
September 09, 202;
Nathan Ochsner, Clerk

Raymond Reginald peoples, jr 
Plaintiff,

VS.

PATrpFsn

ym nd Regmaid Peoples, Jr. filed a civi] plaintiff alsQ fifcd a

motion for leave to proceed informa pauperis.

case is governed by the Prison Litigation Reform Act (“PLRA"), 28 U.s.c. § 1915(b) 

which requires prisoners to pay an initial partial filing fee The PLRA 1
H mgree- lhe PLRA also requires prisoners to 

pay thereafter the balance of the full filing fee of $35Q.

Based on Peoples's inmate trust aeeotmt statement, the court orders as Mows;

The application for leave to proceed in forma pauperis (Doc. # 11) is GRANTED.

The plaintiff is assessed an initial partial filmg fee of 814.00. The agency havmg 

available, and forward it to the Clerk.

3. Thereafter, the plaintrff will pay 8336.00, the balance of fte filing fee, in penodrc 

bailments as requued by 28 U.S.C. § 1915(b). The agency havmg custody of pIanltlff wm 

ecnect this.amount ftom the p.amhff s trust account, When ftmds are availab.e, and fonrard it to



CIVIL ACTION NO. l:25-cv-117

Document 16 Filed □Pn 130 12/03/25 Page 1 of 1 Pagel d#:

. , n . • ~ Application to Proceed In Forma Pauperis in li<rht
e Prison legation Reform Act of 1996 (PLRA) feds the folio™-

3o.o4. it is therefore

ORDERED that Plaintiff’s Apples t0 Proceed In Forma 
ate GRANTED. Additionally, it is ’

-I 24896°3RDhT?hat ‘he aS“Cyha™8 CM°dyOf“’ MWd Peoples, Jr.. 

Z S;:; “s exist m “ -——-—»o. f each depostt made to Plaint inmate tnost account unfl „ has patd the 

remainder of the foil $350 filfoo fee $346 1< ,_ , k . g 'S346-36'^ea2^^^
regular basis provided the account exceeds $10.00.

P1aintlffshalleXecUteallconsentformsandotherdocumenKreqniredbyfleagMcyha™6 

custody of Plaintiff to authorized necessary ^d.-als ftom Plaint^ inmate tmst account.’

Jeffe-so CJeffeison County Correctional Facility 5030 Hwv 6Q <? n -n
- ’ UJU Hw} 69 S., Beaumont, Texas 77705.

SIGNED this 3rd day of December, 2025.

IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF TEXAS 

BEAUMONT DIVISION 
RAYMOND REGINALD PEOPLES, JR. § 

VS.

ZENA STEPHENS

ORDER RB COIJ .EC WN ANDPAWENT OF HJLL pn .TNG FFP

Zack Hawthorn
United States Magistrate Judge



CIVIL ACTION NO. 1:25-cv-476

IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF TEXAS 

BEAUMONT DIVISION 
RAYMOND REGINALD PEOPLES, JR. § 

VS.

ZENA STEPHENS, ET AL.

INITIAL PARTIAL FILING FEE ORDER

XM76-MJT-CLS Document 5 Filed 03/13/26
Op Mieau3/i3/26 Page 1 of 2 PagelD #; 52

Parties instituting any civil action, suit or proceeding are reqmred to pay a films fee of 

^~'0'00 tf they are granted leave to proceed in/ormapauper/s. In this action,Plaintiff has filed two 

otions to Proceed I„ Forma Pauperis. The Prison

er requires prisoners to thereafter pay the balance of the full filing fee It j 
accordingly

ORDERED that:

1. Plaintiffs Motion to Proceed in Forma Pauperis (doc. #3) is GRANTED. The Clerk 

shall file Plaintiffs pleadings without prepayment of the filing fee.

2. Aninitialpartlalfilingfeeof$3.87sha1lbepaidtotheClerkwithinthirty(30)daysIr„m

predate setfQrth hair™-' Upon receipt of the initial partial filing fee, the court, as required by the 

PLRA^tll order the agency having custody of Plaintiff to make monthly withdrawals from 

paid. &

3. Plaintiff is responsible for timely payment of the initial partial filing fee. Plaintiff is 

nottfied that the Clerk’s Office no ionger accepts cash as a form of payment at any office 

W in the Eastern District of Texas. Oniy checks or credit card payments will he accepted, 

payment will be made from Plaintiffs inmate tnrst account, Plaintiff shall execute all consents

was $19.18. Twenty percent of m™ate aCCOUnt durinSthe preceding six month period



SIGNED this the 13th day of March, 2026.

ChristinelTstetson -------- ------
united states magistrate judge

d°cuments required by the agency having custody of Plaintiff to authorize the necessary 

withdrawals from Plaintiffs inmate account.

4. Failure to pay the initial partial fthng fee or to show that Plaintiff has insufficient assets 

or means to pay the initial partia! fifing fee within 30 days may result in dismissal of PJamtrffs 
Complaint without further notice.

;0476.M3T-CLS Documents H|ed 03/13/26 Page2of2Page|D#: m
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Additional material 

from this filing is 
available in the 

Clerk's Office.


