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8 UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

9 FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA
10
11 | DANIEL F. BORDEN, No. 2:13-cv-2272-TLN-EFB P
12 Petitioner,
13 V. ORDER
14 | COURT OF APPEALS, THIRD
15 APPELLATE DISTRICT, et al.,
16 Respondents.
17

Petitioner is a state prison&ithout counsel seeking a ivof mandamus pursuant to 28
1o U.S.C. 8§ 1361, 1651. He has requaskat the court apjit counsel. There currently exists no
o absolute right to appointment of counsel in habeas proceedtagbleviusv. Sumner, 105 F.3d
20 453, 460 (9th Cir. 1996). The court may appoint celasany stage of the proceedings “if the
2 interests of justice so requireSee 18 U.S.C. § 3006Asee also, Rule 8(c), Rules Governing
2 § 2254 Cases. The court does not find thairttezests of justice would be served by the
2 appointment of counsel at trsgage of the proceedings.
2 Accordingly, it hereby is ORDERED that getner’s request for appointment of counsel
2 (ECF No. 14) is denied without prejudice.
26 Dated: May 20, 2014, %M@/
°f ZZQ&»'%—\
1 e,
28 EDMUND F. BRENNAN
UNITED STATES MAGISTRATE JUDGE

Dockets.Justia.com


http://dockets.justia.com/docket/california/caedce/2:2013cv02272/260879/
http://docs.justia.com/cases/federal/district-courts/california/caedce/2:2013cv02272/260879/15/
http://dockets.justia.com/

