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In the Supreme Court of the United States 
______________ 

 

No. 25A_______ 

 

EDLANDO M. WATSON, 

APPLICANT, 

 

v. 

 

THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, 

RESPONDENT. 

________________ 

 

APPLICATION FOR AN EXTENSION OF TIME TO FILE A PETITION FOR 

A WRIT OF CERTIORARI TO THE UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS 

FOR THE SEVENTH CIRCUIT 

________________ 

 

To the Honorable Amy Coney Barrett, Associate Justice of the United States 

and Circuit Justice for the Seventh Circuit: 

Pursuant to Rules 13.5, 22, and 30.2 of this Court, counsel for Mr. Edlando M. 

Watson, the above-captioned Applicant in this action, respectfully requests a 30-day 

extension of time, up to and including July 31, 2026, within which to file a petition 

for a writ of certiorari to review the judgment of the United States Court of Appeals 

for the Seventh Circuit in this case. The Court of Appeals entered its judgment on 

April 2, 2026. See Appendix (“App.”). Mr. Watson did not petition for panel rehearing 

or rehearing en banc. Mr. Watson seeks to invoke the jurisdiction of this Court under 

28 U.S.C. § 1254(1), and, unless extended, the time for filing a petition for a writ of 

certiorari will expire on July 1, 2026. 

1. This case concerns the application of this Court’s recent decisions in New 

York State Rifle & Pistol Association, Inc. v. Bruen, 597 U.S. 1 (2022) and United 

States v. Rahimi, 602 U.S. 680 (2024). The Second Amendment provides that “[a] well 

regulated Militia, being necessary to the security of a free State, the right of the 

people to keep and bear Arms, shall not be infringed.” Bruen and Rahimi teach that, 

for the Government to burden the people’s right to keep and bear arms, it must show 
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that its present regulation is consistent with historical regulations by “point[ing] 

toward at least two metrics [of comparison]: how and why the regulations burden a 

law-abiding citizen’s right to armed self-defense.” Bruen, 597 U.S. at 29; Rahimi, 602 

U.S. at 692 (“Why and how the regulation burdens the right are central to the 

inquiry.” (citing Bruen, 597 U.S. at 29)). 

2. The Court of Appeals misapplied that standard. In this case, Mr. Watson 

pleaded guilty1 to one count of possessing a firearm as a felon in violation of 18 U.S.C. 

§ 922(g)(1) based on two predicate felony convictions: possession of cocaine with intent 

to distribute, 21 U.S.C. § 841(a)(1), and possession of a firearm by a drug user, 18 

U.S.C. § 922(g)(3). See App. 3–5. The Court of Appeals affirmed Mr. Watson’s 

§ 922(g)(1) conviction, holding that the statute is constitutional as applied to him—

even while acknowledging the lack of historical tradition disarming felons. See id. at 

6, 25. The Court of Appeals reasoned that the Nation’s history of disarming 

“dangerous” individuals (including religious and ethnic minorities), see id. at 15–19— 

together with the principle that the greater punishment of execution for a felony 

necessarily includes the lesser punishment of disarmament, see id. at 20–22—

provides sufficiently analogous historical support to sustain 18 U.S.C. § 922(g)(1) as 

applied to Mr. Watson, see id. at 22–25. 

3. Good cause exists for this extension request because this Court is 

expected to issue a significant decision bearing directly on the Second Amendment 

issues presented in this case before the end of its Term. Mr. Watson’s current deadline 

of July 1, 2026, would likely afford him just a few weeks to analyze this Court’s 

decision in United States v. Hemani, Case No. 24-1234, and incorporate its reasoning 

and holdings into the petition for certiorari. 

4. A short extension until July 31, 2026 would promote the orderly and 

efficient presentation of Mr. Watson’s case. It would allow him to file a single, 

comprehensive petition that addresses this Court’s most recent precedent at the 

 
1 Mr. Watson’s plea agreement preserved his right to appeal the constitutionality of 

18 U.S.C. § 922(g)(1). 
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outset, rather than first presenting the case without the benefit of Hemani and then 

addressing that decision only later in reply or, if necessary, in a supplemental filing.  

5. Accordingly, Mr. Watson respectfully requests that an order be entered 

extending the time to file his petition for a writ of certiorari for 30 days, up to and 

including July 31, 2026. 

 

Dated: May 20, 2026 Respectfully submitted 

 

/s/ Ellen A. Matheson             

ELLEN A. MATHESON 

  Counsel of Record 

ERIC G. PEARSON 

FOLEY & LARDNER LLP 

777 East Wisconsin Avenue 

Milwaukee, WI 53202 

414.297.5147 

ematheson@foley.com  
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