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This opinion is written in support of this court's order date November 29, 

2023, which dismissed the Post Conviction Relief Act (PCRA) petition filed by James 

Edward Nottingham (Nottingham). 

The court dismissed Nottingham's PCRA petition because it was patently 

untimely. The court did not address the merits of Nottingham's petition because it lacked 

jurisdiction to do so. Nottingham appealed and asserted issues related to the merits of his 

petition. Nottingham has not alleged facts to show that his petition is timely. He also has not 

challenged the court's finding that his petition was untimely. The court cannot address the 

merits of an untimely petition. Therefore, the court will not address the issues contained in 

Nottingham's concise statement of errors complained of on appeal because it still lacks 

jurisdiction to do so. Instead, the court will rely on its Op.inion and Order entered on 

September 13, 2023, which provided Nottingham with not.ice of its intent to dismiss his 

PCRA petition as untimely. For the benefit of the appellate courts and the 
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parties, the court is attaching a copy of that Opinion and Order to this 1925(a) Opinion as 

Exhibit A. 

DATE: ___ _ _ By The Court, 

(NLB/Iat) 

cc: District Attorney 
Brian Ulmer, Esquire (PCRA counsel) 
23 N. Derr Dr, Suite 3, Lewisburg PA 17837 

James E. Nottingham, ##MV4522 
SCI Camp Hill, PO Box 883 7, 2500 Lisburn Rd, Camp Hill PA 17001 

. Gary Weber, Esquire (Lycoming Reporter) 
Superior Court ( original & 1) 
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