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____%W[T\dhtf @ Prose [itigent Who hes €ild & Second in
_fime_ A3 US.C. ASY pehikion that is based on @ Conshivhe
. {Claim thet did not beCome life any eaflief then after
 the _a_dJaA:C_af_,'on of ,ﬁm‘?ﬁi.oncr.s. first_ 2254 ,_.feﬂfioa i5
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_.'_SUCCQSS:'VC- .pe%h‘ion unde % U.5.¢, 9\9\"]‘1) When the h;jkcaf
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|SeCond_or. SucCessive  QA5Y_petition under - 2§ US.C X 2947
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Postule be treated_in the Same Manner @5 & pPrisoger Uhose
h@bcws_pe]‘.:){-j.o/)_u/.als dismissed for failure 4o exhaust _

_ __Sfafc_f_amcdi.as_,._& _Who _then_did  exmaust_ those  lemedics.

& leturned to Fedeal Court? o

13 it me8CeSSo-TY thet utripe Claims be dismissed
lin_Federad__Coult_£irSt foll_fadilure to. eXhaust State -

0 €.m_e.d.?.e,5._f0~+hc(__ Fhon ) -ehhausti n9- State lemedies Simv|taneovs:
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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

["{For cases from federal courts:

The opinion of the United States court of appeals appears at Appendix A
the petition and is

[ ] reported at ; or,

[ 1 has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,

M/is unpublished.

The opinion of the United States district court appears at Appendix ‘D_ to
the petition and is

[ ] reported at ____ ; Or,
[ 1 has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
[\z]/is unpublished.

[ 1 For cases from state courts:

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

[ ] reported at ; OF,
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
[ ] is unpublished.

The opinion of the
appears at Appendix to the petition and is

[ ] reported at ; Or,
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
[ ] is unpublished.




JURISDICTION

[V{For cases from federal courts:

' The date on which the United States Court of Appeals decided my case
was 1/19] 2025

[ ] No petition for rehearing was timely filed in my case.

[\/{A timely petition for rehearing was denied by the United States Court of
Appeals on the following date: ___[+/22 [ #2035 , and a copy of the
order denying rehearing appears at Appendix A .

[ 1 An extension of time to file the petition for a writ_of certiorari was granted
to and including (date) on _3/1F# 2026 (date)

in Application No. A . See NUle 4.5 oF 5.C+
The jurisdiction of this Court is invoked under 28 U. S. C. § 1254(1).

[ 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).




ISTATUTORY PROVISTONS TMVOLVED

— . e —— —— —_——

_ __TM“C ase mvolves f-Ht 57‘0}(-/}5" )( Construction, inturpretator
{E Appiicatior o€ United States_Code, [itle A8 Section
1244 (B) 3 () which provides " Befole o Second or

SUCCesSivie__appiiCation_permitted by This Section is fikd
in_the_istrick Coult the_appicant Shall Move in the

Qppropriote. Coul't of Appeals for an order Avthorizing .

the_ District_Coult to. ConSider. e a.pphication.

__STATEMENT oF WE. CASE .~

) gdl_&hlﬂgfﬂ;/}ﬁ*ﬂhond _£i_l.eJ‘-ﬂ_;L_;';° BC '_ P eﬁ;igﬂ -{_-o':_’_éb o

Wlit_of _Habeas_corpus_in_le. CirCuit court of

. 5&05%[.‘\{&1*)?.&4 ounty. Virg i.n;_.ou_.f.he__ citcvit_.Coult. dism SScJ

| Jth.c_d?eﬂf;'o_n_in-_fo{f_’r,._ eﬂzm _ Sevarad igeffectiVe asSisStance _o(

Couvnsel. Claims_4.6100 ed the fetition in_part Allowing
5((,!.&%4/&4;0_-fa_ﬁ.l.e_._&___Jdpr[cJ__CL(W%J in the cour T 04 Aﬁ’mff
of ,v:ﬂtglfn:‘_m. .on..Coﬂﬁh'ﬂ/fionaal..“s{}?ecd/ Trial i8S veS.

Salohuddin agpeated e pottian of the CirCUit Court

Q3

A_e_C_f.é{.on__ dismissing his_Habeas _Claims to th e.__S(/.d?Kcmc_ Cart
of Vitginia. Which (wos degied 12/1/2023. Uhile
eNhausting State lemedies_on the Speedy Trinl Cleim

Salehyddin. filed o Fedetal petition. for wiit. of .



Habeas Corpus inthe U.S. District Cout for “The

- Eastern Districk of Vilginia asSerting inc{fedtive
a55istance of Counsel, ~Salphuddin vi" Clalie, pmo: a3 Cv
3¢ CED va. Jan, L7, 31015). “The petition was dismissed
00 &/9(%0)Y. Qn D\/;L/ia_\o,)ﬁ The Supreme Court of \_/:T:’ﬂg;
denied the Specdy Trial” Claim making the ConStifotional
Claim Fige for Federal relief. Due fo VA S.d Lule,
SA3ESA3 fiat States that ail legal mait mysh
be Seot 1o Vifginia Centralized distribution Center,
Salahvddin did not reCeive Motice of _Judjmm‘
Until aver 1M Days later prevesting an amendment

of The €irst ¢ U.SC RR5Y Petition in older to add
The wvewly Ri(e ConStitutione Speedy Triol Claim,

On 2/20/%034, Salabvddin fiied a 24 (25.C 225Y
etition based on his mow Ripe Specdy Triat” Claim.

on 7/312024, leSpondent filed an answen 1o the Federal
J)d:‘ﬁon. On 7/ A, & F/24/20d4 Salahvddin filed a [eSpase
On A/M/2025 The US District Court dismissed
the fcﬁ}i’on With aut frejvdiCe to Refiling afta
Obtaining an orde Authorizing the €iling of @ SucCesSive
efition “flom the Court of "Appeals” For the Y™ circuit,
On [L/23 /2025 The US Court of Afpeals
For the 4™ CirCuit Affitmed The DiSHICH Courts
deCision & denied e hezmnj No. LS5- 6138,
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IREASONS Fol GRANTING THE WRIT
Al Conflicts wit decisions of other Caurts.

jﬁ?e _L\o[c/inﬁ of the CoultS below et Salahuddins _
. {Second_intime Q4 U.5.C.. AQ5Y. petition Should be
 |dismigsed with out ffCJUAiCC g s (/ch,d to the Frovfffon's
lof A0S C 2 (B) 2(A), Solely because the Second
intime_petition._Challenges_the Same CHiminel Convicton
S Jirecﬂy Canttary to the L\Ofclfnjs Of /ﬂUl.‘f.idDIe Fe dera.l
1CiECUits. See United States v HazRston, 759 F 34 259 (feif 2l
_ Tpdeed Subsequent _Case. low indiCates thet the View & He Fona
-_iAS_Mf(/_&/ly__(U,f_ ned_With those_of the. .JO#&_”}‘_‘ CiRCUitS, See ikd
|States V. abeid, Fo? F.3d 418,03 (Feir @o_)3> _(_Sfciﬁj_ M leason
Ho. &?Mf_. ways. With our_Sistey. Ci(Cyits | how ever . e join them n
__-_ConC/UJiaj thet. @ .Fch}‘im or motion baSed on & Claim that did
N0t _be Come_rite_any_eartel Hon vkl after the ad judiCation. of the
_ Peditioers £irSt petiti@on _or motion is wet 'Second_ar SuClessive
L __*__.__%/ﬁhin the Messing of Section 1Y ¢ A5 (h)) .Hai.}’é%o/v). 254 F34 361
s LIRS Seftled Law thot wot every wumerically 27 fetition
W5 a second or suCCeSSive. within the Meadiag of the AEDPA.
To_Re _williems, 449 F.3d, 233735 (e, 2006 Csechion
e A5Y_CaSe) See also Panetti V. Qualterman, 551 U.S. T30,
o (1R Qo) Holding that @ qumerically ¢ 2254 pedition
IS a0k qoverned by Hhe SETiCtORS of Y4 (B)(Q)-0n or
_A___@___ S0CCesSive Petitions Whete_the Claim was mot Lipe af the _




__l‘.+IMQ of ﬂ\c mu‘m«l Fe%;f:om? HO«IFS]‘OO 7‘57 FSJ CLIL 9\&)\

_;;Impofmn& of _ GUQSf;oﬂS PRSem‘eJ |

o == ey =

Jlhis_case preswfs_a fundamental. @065+/oa of. ﬂms cour 1‘5
) __Je,c:jon in Paoetti V. Qualterman, 551 0.5.930,% 16 (oo7)
: “/)e %UeSfmﬂ Plesented 5 of 3rca,+ p(/bbc :mmrim& beCavse

(f_offectsS A8 (5.0 A354 petitionus in all 5o0.5tates

- {Who ale in Petitioners Position after €iling a State H@Aeé—s,
|Carpus. Thad iS desied ig patt & Clanted iy (P@Hc‘i fhe felief

Given_i5_a._delayed afpeal _in.the State Court of Appeals
0n_a._ConStitutiona) _Cldim, aKing Some CleimS Tipe fof

Federal Relic & ofhers 5</ch¢+ o fhe eXhaustion

[eqUifement,_Which {arces. the. petitioner. fo €olfeit.the

UneXhausied _Clains due o the Statufe of _limitations ) While
ﬁM(/H&[)QoUS}Y_@Xh&UShﬂ H’)c MemedieS available g qu

State. Court. for. the_Unexhowsied - Claim, MaKing Thet
Clodm_one thet would qot be fipe of Jrke Yeore Vot the

First 2% U.5.C MS% fetition.

—_——— e —

ﬂ View/ oF the_large_ amourH o( 1‘3 US C 9\3\5‘1 hhga%an,

1Quidance. on %he_q,(/e.ihon is_of  great._ leor{anCe 1o (P@)‘/)‘JOWS

3 A/a'\honou“)/ because it _afbects their &bility to have ﬁmdy WeSwaJ

-

Constitutione) Claims (LAJUA.cMcA o0 the merits, dve. to the
facd_thad_ a_Stade habeas Court foun 4___Tr.‘m__ Counse)

OGS



__|To_be igeftective €or failing. to advence a ConStitutional
JAClain on. Difict Appealy Where but for this efor the

ConStitutional _Claim _Would. have been on the first.

| XASY Petition. |

. e—— e - h . eem m = - e .

ke Purkese of the State Habeas Could Gronting

a New_Ditect AW@M i$ to put the Peditionar baci in.
the_PoSition_he _would have been in had Trial. Counse
advanced the ConStitutional Claim on Direct Affec|
Oliginatly, in _older to have all_Clains. Lipe for.adjudication
lon_the €irst_State_Habees_Corpus 4.8 0.5.C A, petition

s iS5ues importonce. 5. eonoaced by the fack hat He
lgurer Courts. in s Case have diSreqarded or MiSinterpleted
the_holdings _of . Paneti v Quarterman, 551. 0.5 130, 311 46 G}
in_which 1his_Court held thet " The Phiose SecCond or. SucCessive
iS_mot_self _defin i0g. it takes its €Ul Meanipg flom ovr Case
l.(Lu/)._mCl_(/.A;nj Jec;_éfo@_.(m(JMin, the egactmend of the (A.EDPA)
Jof 196, lo Sied 1111, see  Slack v MCdaniel, 539 US. 73,186
Q) (Citieg Makinez-vilateal, SUPRRY, See aise Felken V.
\\Tv Npin, 515_U.5. 561,664 CI16). The Court has declined 4o interprd
%00 SucCessive” 0.5 Rekefing Yo all_Section - ddS _aqpplication
_ filed 2™ o _Successively iy fime) even Whea the later. £ilings
_|address. o State Court judgment aleady Challenged iy o priof
.Q\Q\Sﬂ__@ff/icaﬂoﬂ._SCC*_C.ﬁ._/_ﬁ_[&le_)_.Sg\q (/‘..60..)-.0/{—#‘1%_%___.__._ .




<Condoémg thet o X? 2254 applicatiop was not " Second

0 SucCessive” after the fetitiaprs €irst appiication Which
L’)dzé Challenaed the Same State Coult J(/dﬁmw}) had been
dissmissed for” €ailure o exhaust Stafe ncmed'fe.s)/ See
alse id., at 486 Cindicating #het “pre- AEDIA laiy guermed”
the Case before it but impling that the Court wodd her
Reached the Same Tesult under AEDPA), See also
Maltinez-villa feal, Supre, at 645,11 S.ct 161,

Tn Stewar! v Martinez- vile feal, 533 US. 63F at §i5#
C199) the State Contended that “beCause respondesl hes
Alleady had one FUIlY-litigated Habeas Petition, The Pla.in
Meaniog of SeCtion AXMB) S amended fequifes WS wew petition
fo be treated as SucCessive..! Undes thad leading of
the Sf&fux‘e,(f(%foﬂcqu‘ iS eotitled o only one merits ‘Judjmﬂf
0n WS Federal HabeaS Claims. Becavse ReSpogdest has
Allead) presenkd a petition to the District Court & The Distich
Court & Caurt of Appeals have acted op that petition) Sechion
PN (5) Mvst apply to qoy SubSequent Request tor Feden|
Habeas T eb’c{,ﬂ \ Tf the States i gterpretation of V% o Suesive
Wwere CorfeCt) the implications For Habees Practice Would
be Foa-fleaching & Seemipgly Pefvesse. La (fiCard v (oo
RS D\%; 15 CHCH) we Said: ITT heS been Settled
Since EX farte Rofall, 17 GS 24 (1896), That @ State
Prisomet must wotmadly exXhaust available State Judicial




_ﬂﬁmedies before ECJ.Q{Q___CQ(/.H- Will--enfertein- his
Q?e'f:'_fioo_{o(_Hmbe,(@S_Co(daus...,.aJ_he_ex'mc/ﬁ;m_o(__51‘_@‘_@_

 Memedies doctive _mow_Codified in the Federad Habeas_ __
Statde. A8 V.S 2Q51.(B)4(C) Neflects o policy__ .

onc e_+ht:_f':ede[&l,c[ 0im— haS_been €aitly:_phesented to_the State
,C'O(/_?.’_J,rﬁ )._I.L\.c__cxha/USfion_[cQui [mend—i s satisti eJ.I/__La/,fﬁf_fﬂ_KO.j.e__M,
~MLuady, 455 .05, 509,50 0192 Fhis. Courd_held,“A_distfict -
_Coutt must_dis misS_[Habeas_fefitionS C ontaing _both
Unexhausied & exhauSted_ Claimé _  ~
‘-ﬁl(’. United StateS . SVf,fe_Me Coult Reiterated . -
this paiot in Panetti 551_U.5. B30 AL 445 (30D QU
[ConclvSion is Confitmed when we Consider . AEPPAS (urfoses.
] | The Sfatutes. ,a/o’i_yn i$ to "Fulther the plinCifles of Comity,
o |Finalty, &_Federalism! Miller=eL.v._CoCKIell, 537.U.S. 322,
_ . _B37Ca3)._ .. Day_vi M Ponovgn, 11 U5, 1%, %05.- 206G
. j(The,.AEDPA_ Statute of limifafion. promotes. Judicial -
JeffiCienCy & ConServation of Judicial NeSoulCes) Safe -
; guards the  ALCURaCY _0f _Stote Court-. jUdqments by lequiking. ..
~Tesolution . of C.OnSﬁiUm‘E.onai_q/.(/esﬂoﬂs- While the_ e Cord_is.. fleSh__
18 lends \\Fmovli'{y.fo__S.]‘mfc_,Co.u[JL.Judgmmfﬁ__U}.i."r_h.in_az_rwsmab)g-
jlime ~These purposes, & the prackiCal_effects_of_oul
N hO.MfﬁjS ),_S_lf_)o(/.!d__bc.__ConS,i.Je(eJﬁulhw .fﬂn‘ct’.\p(e.’f.{o __/Q\ED_FI{_A\__ -
i This 15 PMHCUJMI.}’___S.OHCl/_hw-.._(f_.eﬁfionc(j_\ Rum the RSk



J/.eS

Uf)def ‘HMS 47( OPOSCJ (f)iterffei-a/ﬁon O\C For ever ‘055;)3 their
_OWOHUrz.f/ For any Federal feview of fhat Unexhavsted

- claims.” RHines vi_ Webbet, 541 US. 361, 375 (2005 ) se aisp

|Castio vi U.s,, 50 US. 375 S%IQ\OO3) In Whines™ we

feCognized. ﬂse énou/ﬁry_o{_ the problem” FoSed_when
elifioners. File_APRILCAti0ns _with. only Some Claims exnauskd
AS wWell _as the ditiCulty This problem has posed for
etitioners_&. Federad. distlich_ Lourts alike. " 544.US. af 213
A 76, e é,c)u?mL to _ensure .our. Sojuhon 10 thiS  floblem
o _Was_Compadible_with AEDPA'S pulposes. id ot 2k
& in_Castro. we ﬂeS:SfCA an _interpretetion. of The
. |Stadute that would WOAc/Ce +1oUble Some {(QSUHS, Cftcde
o pGderal. Aromalies, & " Clase our daas o @ Class of
 |Hobeas (Rtitionys. SCQij feView _With out. any (lesr

-~ {indication. fhed_SUCh waS_Congress inteat. 50 US. AY3304|

L __W Common 5‘11956 (/ndeyswndmj of Scckmj 391" oll A(/%om&%.o
+O Fllﬁ O S50 eSSive. (Fe'fnLiOO 3» Hhe Omf 010 9\3 USC Q\D\\H
_(B) festrickions... This Coult hoos Stated 15 to

i COHSGW& —JUd;CiM RQSO(/(CQS KQJUCC a’)ie CQ/Y)QM :
litigation "4 lend Finality_to _5 +an‘e Coul't Judgments Lithin
10 Teasonebie_time. | Banister_v. Davis,Sto 1:5.50Y at.Sin
_@O&O) Instructing ff’SonerS to File f(ﬁl")()vjr(/l’e Laims.
__[farficuiorly. Wheo ./V)Mfc)ﬁ_fkex__ Claims will wot be. Colonable |

even ot o laten. d Mé‘\_does not._ConsetVe. Judiciad . ReSour(eS,.




 Redvce Precemeal litigation” or Stresnline Fedoal.

_ IHabeas. Proceedings” Burtog_v._Ste Wl .f.)-EV_LULSf._l_‘f_?:)..lﬂ_“
NGB, Panethy S51_U.S. AL 346 L0 _the @gusval
dase, A fetition Filed. Second _in_ time 4 wot_ather wise_ .

Permitted_ by the_terms. of 234 _will_wot _Sutvive_

AEDPAS. S 2wd on _Su(essi v, bar. The/tz _&?Ve._-lf.\ou/cve[}.
exCeptions.. We - ale_heSitant _to_ConStue. a._ Statute,
im Plem coted_toF U(?fke’_\»__.‘fi\e_ il nciples _of ¢ O.mi.f.y.)ff /J.bef.f)'*

 Federali$m,_in_amonner_thet_(woul{_lequile_unfipe__

&
ot en, Fackvadly_UnSupported). Claims fo be Haised_as -

& Mele Farmality fo_the Degefit _of Mo _Faﬁ/ id. 551 w31

- hus e Court :Belo_w_hﬁ_.JisrcyarJeJ_ of MmiSintrpreted

] %neﬂi. _\/_'-_Qua,[Jr,d/V\an)_by_ Failing o distinquish_between. _
_Wumerically  Second. 351 petitions that £allinto o

,re,c_ogm,zca,..Sth_s_ubs.e.+_o€_una,muavb:e__c laims_that_were
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