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INTHE UNITED STATESDISTRICT COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF ARIZONA

Alan L Mendez-Galdamez, No. CV-17-03801-PHX-DJH
Petitioner, ORDER

2

Jon Gurule,

Regondert.

This matter is before the Court &dan L. Mendez-Galdmez's (“Petitioner”)
Petition for Writ of Habeas Corpus (the “Petitf) pursuant to 28 &.C. § 2241 (Doc. 1)
filed October 16, 2017, and the Report &stommendation (“R&R”) (Doc. 11) issued b
United States Magistrate Judgeborah M. Finen May 22, 2018Petitioner’s sole claim
for relief in his Petition was foa bond hearing. (Doc. 1 8). On March 26, 2018,
Respondent filed response to the Petition (06¢.that informed the Court that Petitione
had received a bond hearing danuary 31, 2018, during veh an immigration judge
granted Petitioner’s request for a bond &ad ordered his release from custody unde
bond of $20,000.00. (Doc. 4D at 2). Petitioner did notlé a reply in support of his
Petition. In light of the January 31, 2018nl hearing, Judge Firmoncluded that the
Petition was moot and recommended it benield and dismisse accordingly.
(Doc. 11 at 3).

Judge Fine advised the parties that theyfbarteen days to file objections and th

the failure to timely do so “manesult in the District Cour$’ acceptance dfie Report and
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Recommendation without further rewie (Doc. 11 at 4) (citingJnited Sates v. Reyna-
Tapia, 328 F.3d 1114, 112(Bth Cir. 2003) ¢n banc)). Petitioner has not filed an objectio

and the time to do so has expired. Respond&us also not filed an objection. Absent

-

any objections, the Court is not requiredréwiew the findings and recommendations |in
the R&R. See Thomasv. Arn, 474 U.S. 140, 149 (1989) (tirag that the relevant provision
of the Federal Magistrates A28 U.S.C. § 636(b)(1),dbes not on its face require any
review at all . . . of any issue thatnst the subject of an objection.’Reyna-Tapia, 328
F.3d at 1121 (same); Fed.R.Civ.P. 72(b)(3)h¢ district judge musietermine de novo
any part of the magistrate judge’s disposition that le@s Iproperly objected to.”).

Nonetheless, the Court has reviewledge Fine’'s well-reasoned R&R and agrees
with its findings and recommendation¥he Court will, therefore, accept the R&R and
dismiss the PetitionSee 28 U.S.C. 8§ 636(b)(1) (“A judge of the court may accept, reject,
or modify, in whole or in part, the findigs or recommendations made by the magistrjate
judge.”); Fed.R.Civ.P72(b)(3) (same).

Accordingly,

IT 1S ORDERED that Magistrate Judge i¢’'s R&R (Doc. 11) isaccepted and
adopted as the order of this Court.

IT ISFURTHER ORDERED that the Petition for Writ of Habeas Corpus pursuant
to 28 U.S.C. § 2241 (Doc. 1) @enied and dismissed as moot.

IT ISFURTHER ORDERED that pursuant to Rule {d) of the Rules Governing
Section 2254 Cases, &(ficate of Appealabilityand leave to proceed forma pauperis
on appeal ardenied because dismissal of the Petitiojuistified by a plain procedural bar
and jurists of reason would not fitloe procedural ruling debatable.

ITISFINALLY ORDERED that the Clerk of Court siaerminate this action and
enter judgment accordingly.

Dated this 26th daof March, 2019.

/I’—Iéinorablé Diapg J. Hdmetewa 7
United States District Jge
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