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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
DISTRICTOF MASSACHUSETTS

CIVIL ACTION NO. 16-10926-ADB
VINCENT WADLINGTON,
Petitioner,

V.

LISA MITCHELL,

Respondent.

MEMORANDUM AND ORDER

BURROUGHS, D.J.
For the reasons set forth below, thi®dss action is DISMISSED and the clerk is
DIRECTED to docket this Memorandum and Qreded the habeas petition_in Wadlington v.

Mitchell, Civil Action No. 15-10468-DJC as an “amended petition.”

l. Background

On May 19, 2016, petitioner Vincent Wadlingt@Wadlington”), a prisoner at the Souza
Baranowski Correctional Centeileld a petition for writ of habeasorpus pursuant to 28 U.S.C.
§ 2254 challengingnter alia, his murder conviction for whiche received a sentence of life
without parole. The cageitially was assigned to MagisteaJudge Cabell, however, the case
was randomly reassigned to thisuftoafter Magistrate Judge Cdlissued an Order for Recusal
(Docket No. 5).
. Discussion

Upon review of the petition, it appears thgadlington had intended his filing to be an

“amended petition” in accordance with Judges@a’s Order in Wadlington v. Mitchell, Civil
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Action No. 15-10468-DJC. _See Petition (Docket M at f 14, p. 19). In that action, Judge
Casper entered an Order (Dockiet. 19) directing Wadlington tile a more definite statement
in the form of a new petition with respect@aims 2-7, and 9-10, by identifying the federal
grounds for relief for each claim and the supportagds. He could also choose to reinstate
claims 1 and 8 in the new petition, which was due on December 28, 2015.

On January 25, 2016, Judge Casper edtaneOrder (Docket No. 20) dismissing
Wadlington’s habeas petition for failure to fd@ amended petition as directed. It appeared,
however, that Wadlington had filed a request foegtension of time, along with other motions.
In light of this, on January 28, 2016, a docket emtag made for the motions to be placed on the
docket and the action to be reopened. Sexk&d\o. 21. Thereafter, on April 1, 2016, Judge
Casper entered a further Order (Docket No.i28yhich she afforded Wadlington until April 29,
2016 to comply with the September 24, 2015 O(Dexcket No. 19) toife a new petition.

In light of the above, the Court presumesdhpening of the instant actido be in error.
Accordingly, in order to ense proper case management, this action is DISMISSED without
prejudice in its entirety. The clerk_ is DIREED to docket this Memorandum and Order and

the habeas petition in this action in Wadlion v. Mitchell, Civil A¢ion No. 15-10468-DJC.

The habeas petition shall be docketed a@&arended petition” in accordance with Judge
Casper’s directives. This Cduakes no action with respect to the timeliness of the amended
petition. Finally, for the reasons set forth erao filing fee is required in this case.
IV.  Conclusion

For the reasons stated abawis hereby Ordered that:

1. This action is DISMISSED in itsntirety withot prejudice; and



2. The clerk is DIRECTED to docket tHidgemorandum and Order and the habeas

petition in this action in Wdohgton v. Mitchell, Civil ActionNo. 15-10468-DJC. The habeas

petition shall be docketed as an amendedipetpursuant to Judge Casper’s directives.

SO ORDERED.
May 24, 2016 /s/ Allison D. Burroughs
DATE ALLISON D. BURROUGHS

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE



