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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
WESTERNDISTRICT OFWASHINGTON

AT SEATTLE
GUY ADAM ROOK,
Petitioner, CASE NO.C18-233JCGBAT
V. ORDER SETTING DUE DATE FOR
PETITI ONER’'SREPLY AND
DONALD HOLBROOK, RENOTING RESPONSE
Respondent.

On June 10, 201%he Court grantedpetitioners motion to stay the federal habeas
proceedings pending a decision by the Washington State Supreme Ciait a Mor etti,
N0.95263-9. Dkt. 36. Petitioneequestad the stay conterding the Moretti decision may provide
grounds to file atate caurt personal restraint petition (PR&)allengng the constitutionality of
his sentence.

On August 22, 2019petitionerfiled anotice that theNVashngton Sate Suprene Cout
decidedSate v. Moretti, No. 95263-9. Dkt. 38Moretti holds aife-withoutparmle sentence
basedupon &first stike committed in late adolescencand edy-aduthood desnot
caegorically violate the Washigton Congitution which is more pratective thanthe United
StatesConstitduion. Becausehis matte wasstayed pendiag the outome oftheMorretti apped

the Couit ORDERS:

ORDER SETTING DUE DAE FOR
PETITIONER’'S REPLY AND RENOTING
RESPONSE 1

Doc. 39

Docket

5.Justia.com


https://dockets.justia.com/docket/washington/wawdce/2:2018cv00233/255888/
https://docs.justia.com/cases/federal/district-courts/washington/wawdce/2:2018cv00233/255888/39/
https://dockets.justia.com/

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

(2) Petitionershal advisethe Court by August 30,2019, whetherthe federd habeas
proceedngsshouldremain stayed becauseeitionerintends to file a PRP in the statecours
basdupon tke Morretti dedsion.

(2) If petitioneradvisesthat aPRPwill not ke filed, then petioneris directed to file
areply brief in oppasition to the respnsefil edheren at Dkt. 24. Thereply brief will bedueno
later than Segember 23, 2019

(3) The clek shall renate therespnse, Dkt. 24, foBegember 27, 2019

DATED this 239 day of August2019.

157

BRIAN A. TSUCHIDA
United States Magistrate Judge
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