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SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the Eastern District of Missouri orders habeas petitioner Michael
Gordon to show cause why his petition under 28 U.S.C. § 2254 should not be dismissed as untimely
under the statute’s one-year limitations period. The court explains that the petition was filed more than
one year after the conclusion of state post-conviction review and warns that failure to respond will
result in dismissal without prejudice.
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DISPOSITION other

PROCEDURAL POSTURE Petitioner sought federal habeas relief under 28 U.S.C. § 2254. The
court preliminarily determined that the petition appeared untimely
under the one-year limitations period and ordered Petitioner to show
cause why the action should not be dismissed.

STANDARD OF REVIEW The court applied the statutory one-year limitation period for § 2254
petitions and considered whether the petition appeared time-barred on
its face. Before dismissing sua sponte as untimely, the court was
required to give Petitioner notice and an opportunity to respond.

PRECEDENTIAL VALUE Nonprecedential district court memorandum and order; preliminary
show-cause order
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether Gordon's § 2254 petition appeared to be barred by the one-year statute of limitations in 28
U.S.C. § 2244(d).

2. Whether the court was required to notify Gordon and provide an opportunity to show cause before
dismissing the petition sua sponte as time-barred.

HOLDINGS

1. The petition appeared to have been filed more than one year after the Missouri Court of Appeals
affirmed the denial of Gordon's state post-conviction motion and therefore appeared time-barred under
28 U.S.C. § 2244(d).

2. Before sua sponte dismissing the petition as time-barred, the court must give the petitioner notice and an
opportunity to respond.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“Accordingly, IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that Petitioner shall show cause, in writing and no later than 21
days from the date of this Order, why this action should not be dismissed as time-barred.” (at 3)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

A St. Louis County jury found Michael Gordon guilty of first-degree murder and armed criminal action on
October 23, 2017. He received life imprisonment without parole for murder and a consecutive life sentence for
armed criminal action. His direct appeal and state post-conviction proceedings concluded when the Missouri
Court of Appeals affirmed denial of post-conviction relief on July 11, 2024. Gordon filed his federal § 2254
petition on December 19, 2025.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

A Missouri jury convicted Gordon of first-degree murder and armed criminal action, and the state trial court
imposed consecutive life sentences. The Missouri Court of Appeals affirmed the judgment, and the Missouri
Supreme Court denied transfer. Gordon later pursued state post-conviction relief; after an evidentiary hearing,
the state court denied relief and the Missouri Court of Appeals affirmed. Gordon filed this federal § 2254 petition
on December 19, 2025, and the district court issued a show-cause order concerning timeliness.
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