'lwfmz,; W

ey

Gl 1

' CET‘J ED
ﬂ | /M,{m;

et Pooa it 4oz
S Ll AT T
° B Bad Boer Bl
(tloordlin, S.CLEY)
ﬁ 7,6\//@'1 4.572' ImEy (PN,
oty o ,sz 7

M/M KA% ("(AQ.

%-m@ma// e P4

et @/uﬁ?‘c@(’mfw

_SESSCMS SeFa W I A,éi.:z‘*




-%/z/o, G fea ﬂ?ﬂm/p NVan, M

7
A Oéna/m,j' ﬂﬂ(M

A o/ .

“w&/;/ ARG oy

f5m~€7% ﬂaﬁ /%r

10 S50 e S Aewcw_ﬁ?’ 204

(/} /,/muéf) ﬂw&/ﬂfmawaé/%

@dnd}» Gy -?*z“k XK.

I/M Ao fsg»wew(fn@

%aéq.ff o o i




MW&M7W&I

'Mfm/ vﬁm

mo/ ﬂé/ /A/Am 4&%&

Nrlonel 76‘4;74%" Mﬂw%

. jf'\o,@é
S

oy
7




/f/?/lﬂ?/)vf/n, ce ! / B‘ECEIVEU

DEC 27 2024

: USU, K‘/A /[S\ SC CO[JH‘ of Ahhr\nl

PREa
SC.0 Y209~ cr-00197

4&4 /b -36Y

I' %@‘6( of ﬁ‘«ﬁgf’ﬂ’eﬁé’% ?M/JJ

'Vé 7[)/'?-4 J?Coko/ o cS)UC&%P/UL

e (1S Borl-ok Apots For

She Faurlb Creod-' Chrk-

£
1Y r—

m /I/A/a'ma /C /%’)@k/_/

Sele hors (324) 9)( —] 700

Sk . O Brren

,@«L 745 Af/p 4/9}9://461&




/A@fﬁ 7 ﬁ;%L/C

M&’ #é g Zﬂm i‘vﬁLc:_

742/«26«:5’ 2o27 Lo

}/‘{?Crcﬂ &:'nfr/ /"Ngf*"@éﬂvl Ao.&

\/é A r-‘cc.em‘f—%’\g— Anmué

e L

%@A Gl
i’hu }"/c*/vz? /) ,éejc,#;)%/ %f—‘

f’nc/dﬂé'e/




USCA4 Appeal: 16-264  Doc: 6 Filed: 04/26/2016  Pg: 1 of 2

FILED: April 26, 2016

UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS ECEI'VE

FOR THE FOURTH CIRCUIT DEC 0w 2021*

No. 16-264 SC Court of Appeals

(4:04-cr-00149-TLW-1)

In re: CLEMENT JEREMIAH WELLS,

Movant.

ORDER

Clement Jeremiah Wells has filed a motion pursuant to

28 U.S.C. S8 2244, 2255(h) (2012) for authorization to file a

second or successive 28 U, S5.C, § 2235 (2012) motion, Wells has
made & prima facie showing that a new rule of constitutional law

announced in Johnson v. United States, 135 8, Ct, 2551 (2015), and

held to apply retroactively to cases c¢on ceollateral review by Welch

v. United States, 8. Ct. _, No. 15-6418, 2016 WI, 1551144
(U.S. Apr. léb 2016), may apply to his case.” We grant
authorization for Wells to fille a second or successive §& 2255
motion, thus permitting consideration of the moticn by the district

court in the first instance. The one-year limitations period of

*

This motion had been held in formal abeyance for In re
Hubbard, No. 15-276, in which this court was expected to address
the retroactivity of Johnson to cases on collateral review. As
this threshold issue has now been conclusively resolved by Welch,
the motion is ripe for disposition.
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28 U, 8.¢, § 2255(Ff) (3) {(2012) for filing a & 2255 motion raising

a claim relying on the Supreme Court’s decision in Johnscn expires
on June 26, 2016.
Entered at the direction of the panel: Judge Duncan,

Judge Keenan, and Judge Wynn.

For the Ccurt

/s/ Patricia S. Connor, Clerk
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