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UNITED STATESDISTRICT COURT
CENTRAL DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA
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WILEY GILL, JR., Case No. LA CV 17-2105 DOQCQ

Petitioner, ORDER ACCEPTING REPORT AND
RECOMMENDATION OF UNITED
V. STATESMAGISTRATE JUDGE

CALIFORNIA ATTORNEY
GENERAL,

e S S =
o o1 b~ W

Respondent.
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Pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 636, the Cour heviewed the Petition, the Magistrate
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Judge’s Report and Recommendation, and timair@ng record. No objections to the
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Report and Recommendation have been filed.

N
=

I

NN
w N

I

NN
[ BN

I

N DN
N o

I

N
(o]

Dockets.Justia.com


https://dockets.justia.com/docket/california/cacdce/2:2017cv02105/673126/
https://docs.justia.com/cases/federal/district-courts/california/cacdce/2:2017cv02105/673126/8/
https://dockets.justia.com/

© 00 N oo o B~ wWw N P

N RN N RN N N N NN R P R R R R R R R
0o N o 0~ W N P O ©O©W 0 N o 0N~ W N Rk oo

Accordingly, IT IS ORDERED THAT:

1. The Report and Recommendatismpproved and accepted;

2. Judgment be entered dismissihg action with prejudice; and

3. The Clerk serve copies thfis Order on the parties.

Additionally, for the reasons statedthe Report and Recommendation, the
Court finds that Petitioner has not shown that “jurists of reason would find it debat
whether”: (1) “the petition states a valid chaof the denial of a constitutional right”;
and (2) “the district court was correct in its procedural rulirgeé Sack v. McDanidl,
529 U.S. 473, 484 (2000). Thus, the Court declines to issue a certificate of
appealability.
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HON. DAVID O. CARTER
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE

DATED: May 26, 2017
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