UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE MIDDLE DISTRICT OF

PENNSYLVANIA

Gregory Wyatt v. Bernadette Mason, et al.

Wyatt - No. 1:25-cv-01918 - Decided December 22, 2025

SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the Middle District of Pennsylvania addressed Gregory Wyatt’s

application to proceed in forma pauperis and his petition for habeas corpus under 28 U.S.C. § 2254.

The court granted in forma pauperis status but dismissed the petition without prejudice for lack of

subject-matter jurisdiction because it was an unauthorized second or successive petition. The court

declined to issue a certificate of appealability and directed the Clerk to close the case.
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Petitioner filed an application to proceed in forma pauperis and a
petition for a writ of habeas corpus under 28 U.S.C. § 2254. The
district court granted in forma pauperis status but dismissed the habeas
petition without prejudice for lack of subject-matter jurisdiction

because it was an unauthorized second or successive petition.

The court conducted preliminary screening under Rule 4 governing §
2254 cases and determined whether it had subject-matter jurisdiction
over an unauthorized second or successive petition. For the transfer
question, the court considered whether transfer to the court of appeals
would be in the interest of justice, including whether the petition
alleged facts satisfying the gatekeeping requirements of 28 U.S.C. §
2244(b)(2).
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the present § 2254 petition was an unauthorized second or successive habeas petition requiring

prior authorization from the Third Circuit.

2. Whether the district court had subject-matter jurisdiction to consider the petition absent authorization

from the court of appeals.

3. Whether the petition should be transferred to the Third Circuit under 28 U.S.C. § 1631 in the interest of

justice.

4. Whether a certificate of appealability should issue after dismissal on procedural grounds.

HOLDINGS

1. A § 2254 petition challenging the same conviction and sentence is second or successive when the
petitioner previously filed a § 2254 petition that was adjudicated on the merits, including by dismissal as
untimely under AEDPA's one-year statute of limitations.

2. A district court lacks subject-matter jurisdiction over a second or successive § 2254 petition filed

without prior authorization from the appropriate court of appeals.

3. Transfer was not in the interest of justice because Wyatt did not allege facts suggesting that his claims

satisfied the gatekeeping requirements for a second or successive petition.

4. A certificate of appealability should not issue because reasonable jurists would not debate the

determination that the petition was an unauthorized second or successive petition subject to dismissal.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“If the petitioner fails to first obtain approval from the appropriate court of appeals, a district court lacks

subject-matter jurisdiction to consider the second or successive habeas petition.”

“Accordingly, this Court does not have subject-matter jurisdiction to consider them.”

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Wyatt is serving a twenty-five-to-fifty-year Pennsylvania sentence imposed after he pleaded guilty to third-
degree murder, robbery, possession of a firearm prohibited, and carrying a firearm without a license. He pursued
multiple Pennsylvania PCRA petitions, all of which were dismissed or denied. He previously challenged the
same convictions and sentence in a federal § 2254 petition, which the Middle District of Pennsylvania dismissed
as untimely in 2022. His present petition again challenges those convictions and sentence and asserts due

process, equal protection, invalid-plea, and ineffective-assistance claims.



PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Wyatt pleaded guilty in the Dauphin County Court of Common Pleas in 2014 and later filed multiple state post-
conviction petitions. He previously filed a federal § 2254 petition challenging the same convictions and
sentence; the district court dismissed that petition as untimely in 2022. Wyatt then filed the present § 2254
petition in 2025 without obtaining authorization from the Third Circuit to file a second or successive petition.
The district court dismissed the petition without prejudice, declined to transfer it to the Third Circuit, denied a

certificate of appealability, and directed the Clerk to close the case.
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