Nathanael Keith v. California Department of Corrections and Rehabilitation Doc. 29
1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8 UNI TED STATES DI STRI CT COURT
9 CENTRAL DI STRI CT OF CALI FORNI A
10 || NATHANAEL KEI TH, CASE NO. ED Cv 12-120-JSL (PJW
11 Petitioner,
ORDER ACCEPTI NG REPORT AND
12 V. RECOMVENDATI ON OF UNI TED STATES
MAG STRATE JUDGE AND DENYI NG
13 || CAL. DEPT. OF CORRS. AND REHAB., CERTI FI CATE OF APPEALABI LI TY
14 Respondent .
15
16 Pursuant to 28 U.S.C. Section 636, the Court has reviewed the
17 || Petition, records on file, and the Report and Recommrendati on of the
18 [[United States Magi strate Judge. Further, the Court has engaged in a
19 || de novo review of those portions of the Report to which Petitioner has
20 || obj ected. The Court accepts the findings and recomendati on of the
21 | Magi strate Judge.
22 Further, for the reasons stated in the Report and
23 || Recommendati on, the Court finds that Petitioner has not made a
24 || substantial showi ng of the denial of a constitutional right and,
25 ||therefore, a certificate of appealability is denied. See Rules
26 || Governi ng Section 2254 Cases in the United States District Courts,
27
28
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Rule 11(a); 28 U.S.C. § 2253(c)(2); Fed. R App. P. 22(b);
v. Cockrell, 537 U 'S. 322, 336 (2003).

DATED: Nov. 27, 2012.
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