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Lance Conway Wood v. Sharon D'Amico
Case No. 4:24-CV-84-AMA (D. Utah Mar. 12, 2026) · No. 4:24-CV-84-AMA · Decided March 12, 2026

SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the District of Utah dismissed Lance Conway Wood’s third
federal habeas petition challenging his Utah convictions. The court held that the petition was a second
or successive application under 28 U.S.C. § 2254, that Wood had not obtained authorization from the
Tenth Circuit, and that the court therefore lacked jurisdiction. The court declined to transfer the matter
to the Tenth Circuit, denied a certificate of appealability, and closed the case.
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PROCEDURAL POSTURE Petitioner filed a third federal habeas petition challenging his state
conviction under 28 U.S.C. § 2254 without obtaining authorization
from the Tenth Circuit to file a second or successive petition.
Respondent moved to dismiss for lack of jurisdiction.

STANDARD OF REVIEW The court reviewed whether it had jurisdiction under the AEDPA's
second-or-successive-petition requirements and whether transfer to the
Tenth Circuit would serve the interest of justice. It also considered
whether the claims could qualify for equitable tolling and whether the
state-law claim was cognizable on federal habeas review.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the district court had jurisdiction to consider Wood's third § 2254 petition when he had not
obtained authorization from the Tenth Circuit to file a second or successive petition.

2. Whether claims previously presented in an earlier federal habeas petition had to be dismissed under 28
U.S.C. § 2244(b)(1).

3. Whether the remaining claims should be transferred to the Tenth Circuit under 28 U.S.C. § 1631 for
authorization.

4. Whether the remaining claims were sufficiently meritorious or timely to make transfer in the interest of
justice.

5. Whether Wood's claim based on an alleged violation of Utah law was cognizable in federal habeas
proceedings.

HOLDINGS

1. A district court lacks jurisdiction to consider a second or successive § 2254 petition filed without prior
authorization from the appropriate court of appeals.

2. Claims presented in a previous federal habeas application must be dismissed in a subsequent application.

3. The district court may dismiss an unauthorized successive petition rather than transfer it to the court of
appeals when transfer is not in the interest of justice.

4. Wood's remaining claims were untimely and did not qualify for equitable tolling because he failed to
show newly unavailable evidence or that no reasonable juror would have convicted him.

5. An alleged violation of state law, without a federal constitutional or federal-law violation, is not
cognizable in federal habeas review.

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

In 1988, Wood and Michael Archuleta kidnapped, sexually assaulted, and murdered Gordon Church near Cedar
City, Utah. A Utah jury convicted Wood in 1990 of first-degree murder, aggravated sexual assault, and
aggravated kidnapping, and he received life imprisonment for murder and consecutive ten-years-to-life
sentences for the kidnapping and sexual assault. The Utah Supreme Court affirmed the murder and kidnapping
convictions but vacated the sexual-assault conviction as merged with first-degree murder. Wood later filed two
federal habeas petitions and then filed the present third petition challenging the same conviction and sentence.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Wood was convicted in Utah state court in 1990 of first-degree murder and aggravated kidnapping, and the Utah
Supreme Court affirmed the murder and kidnapping convictions while vacating the aggravated-sexual-assault
conviction. His first federal habeas petition was denied, and his second petition was vacated by the Tenth
Circuit, which construed it as an authorization request and denied authorization. Wood filed the present petition



in October 2024 without authorization. The district court granted the motion to dismiss, denied a motion for
explanation as moot, denied the habeas petition without prejudice, declined to transfer the matter to the Tenth
Circuit, and denied a certificate of appealability.
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