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SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the Northern District of Oklahoma dismissed Tamar Jackson’s 28
U.S.C. § 2254 habeas petition as barred by the AEDPA statute of limitations. The court rejected
Jackson’s arguments for statutory tolling, equitable tolling, and the actual-innocence gateway, denied a
certificate of appealability, and substituted Terry Tuggle for Derrick Yazel as respondent.
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DISPOSITION dismissed

PROCEDURAL POSTURE Petition for a writ of habeas corpus under 28 U.S.C. § 2254;
respondent moved to dismiss as untimely and for failure to exhaust
state remedies.

STANDARD OF REVIEW The court applied the AEDPA statute-of-limitations framework and
evaluated equitable tolling and the actual-innocence gateway
exception. It reviewed the record to determine whether Jackson
established extraordinary circumstances, due diligence, or new reliable
evidence sufficient to avoid the limitations bar.

PRECEDENTIAL VALUE unpublished district court opinion; persuasive only
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether Jackson's § 2254 petition was timely under the one-year statute of limitations in 28 U.S.C. §
2244(d)(1)(A).

2. Whether Jackson was entitled to statutory tolling based on his post-2017 state-court filings.

3. Whether equitable tolling applied based on alleged ineffective assistance, prosecutorial misconduct, lack
of access to charging documents, or ignorance of the law.

4. Whether Jackson's actual-innocence allegations satisfied the gateway exception to the AEDPA
limitations bar.

HOLDINGS

1. Because Jackson did not timely move to withdraw his guilty plea, his Oklahoma conviction became final
ten days after entry of judgment and sentence. The one-year AEDPA limitations period therefore expired
on February 13, 2017, rendering his July 14, 2025 petition untimely.

2. Jackson was not entitled to equitable tolling because he failed to show extraordinary circumstances
beyond his control and failed to demonstrate that he diligently pursued his federal claims.

3. Jackson did not establish actual innocence sufficient to overcome the AEDPA limitations bar because he
presented no new reliable evidence and asserted, at most, legal innocence rather than factual innocence.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“Successful actual-innocence claims are rare due to the demanding evidentiary requirements for such
claims.”

“A habeas petitioner must allege with specificity, “the steps he took to diligently pursue his federal claims.””

“The Court therefore grants Respondent’s Motion and dismisses the Petition because the Petition is barred by
the applicable statute of limitations.”

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Jackson pleaded guilty to obtaining property by trick or deception, possessing a false identification card, and
knowingly concealing stolen property, each after former conviction of two or more felonies. He received
concurrent twenty-year split sentences on February 2, 2016, with all but the first four years suspended, and did
not move to withdraw his plea. After the state revoked his suspended sentences in 2023, Jackson challenged the
underlying convictions and alleged that he was actually innocent, that the prosecution lacked probable cause,
and that he had not received the charging documents. He filed the federal petition on July 14, 2025, more than
eight years after the AEDPA limitations period expired.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY



Jackson pleaded guilty in Creek County District Court to three felony offenses and was sentenced on February 2,
2016, to concurrent twenty-year split sentences, with all but the first four years suspended. The state court later
revoked the suspended sentences in full on August 31, 2023. Jackson pursued state-court relief and filed this
federal habeas petition on July 14, 2025, challenging the underlying convictions rather than the revocation. The
district court granted respondent's motion and dismissed the petition as barred by the AEDPA statute of
limitations, declining to reach exhaustion.
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