UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE WESTERN DISTRICT OF
OKLAHOMA

United States of America v. Christopher Lewis Lacy

Lacy - No. CR-22-277-D; CIV-26-523-D - Decided April 28, 2026

SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the Western District of Oklahoma dismissed Christopher Lewis
Lacy’s motion under 28 U.S.C. § 2255 as untimely. The court held that, because Lacy did not file a
direct appeal, his conviction became final on January 20, 2025, and that no basis for equitable tolling

or an alternative limitations-period date existed; the court also denied a certificate of appealability.
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DISPOSITION dismissed

PROCEDURAL POSTURE Defendant moved under 28 U.S.C. § 2255 to vacate, set aside, or

correct his criminal sentence. The government responded that the
motion was untimely. The district court dismissed the motion as time-

barred and denied a certificate of appealability.

STANDARD OF REVIEW The court applied the one-year limitations period in 28 U.S.C. §
2255(f) and determined timeliness as a matter of law. It also applied
the standard for issuing a certificate of appealability under 28 U.S.C. §
2253(c)(2) and the standard for determining whether an evidentiary
hearing is required under 28 U.S.C. § 2255(b).

PRECEDENTIAL VALUE unpublished district court order; precedential status unknown
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether Lacy's motion under 28 U.S.C. § 2255 was timely when he did not file a direct appeal and filed

the motion more than one year after the expiration of the time to appeal.

2. Whether any alternative commencement date under 28 U.S.C. § 2255(f)(2), (3), or (4), or equitable

tolling, rendered the motion timely.

3. Whether an evidentiary hearing or certificate of appealability was warranted.

HOLDINGS

1. When a defendant does not file a direct appeal, the criminal conviction becomes final upon expiration of
the time to file a direct appeal, and the one-year § 2255 limitations period begins then. Lacy's conviction

became final on January 20, 2025, making his March 16, 2026 motion untimely.

2. A defendant who does not file a direct appeal does not receive additional time based on the period for

filing a petition for certiorari.

3. The motion was not rendered timely by any alternative commencement date under § 2255(f)(2), (3), or

(4), and Lacy failed to establish a basis for equitable tolling.

4. No evidentiary hearing was required because the existing record showed that Lacy was not entitled to

relief.

5. A certificate of appealability was denied because Lacy did not make a substantial showing of the denial

of a constitutional right and reasonable jurists could not debate the procedural ruling.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“If the defendant does not file an appeal, the criminal conviction becomes final upon the expiration of the

time in which to take a direct criminal appeal.”

“Because Defendant has failed to provide a basis for equitable tolling or any other relief that would render
Defendant’s § 2255 motion timely, the Court finds that the present motion is time-barred and must be

dismissed.”
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“A COA may issue only upon “a substantial showing of the denial of a constitutional right.

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Lacy pleaded guilty to possessing an unregistered firearm and received an 80-month sentence. He did not appeal
the judgment or sentence. He filed his § 2255 motion on March 16, 2026, more than one year after the
conviction became final on January 20, 2025. He acknowledged that the one-year period had expired but argued

that finality should be delayed until the time for filing a certiorari petition elapsed.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY



Lacy pleaded guilty on June 5, 2024, to possession of an unregistered firearm in violation of 26 U.S.C. §
5861(d). The court sentenced him to 80 months of incarceration on January 6, 2025. He did not file a direct
appeal, and he filed his § 2255 motion on March 16, 2026. The court held that the motion was filed after the one-
year limitations period expired, found no basis for an alternative commencement date or equitable tolling,

dismissed the motion as untimely, and denied a certificate of appealability.

DISPOSITION

dismissed
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