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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
DISTRICT OF NEVADA
* * %
LARRY JAMES FORSYTHE,

Petitioner,

2:10-CV-01049-PMP-LRL

VS.
STATE OF NEVADA, et al.,

ORDER

Respondents.
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Before the Court for consideration is Respondents’ Motion to Dismiss
Petition for Writ of Habeas Corpus by a Person in State Custody (Doc. #7), file
December 13, 2010. Respondents’ Motion is fully briefed, and the Court finds
should be granted.

Specifically, the Court Petitioner Forsythe has never addressed beforg
Nevada Supreme Court any of the groundsafioich he seeks habeas relief in this
action. The doctrine of exhaustion requires that he do so. 28 U.S.C. § 2254(b
Vasquez v. Hillery474 U.S. 254, 275 (1986). Additionally, Forsythe’s Petition i
time barred under pertinent provisionstoé Antiterrorism and Effective Death
Penalty Act of 1996. 28 U.S. C. § 2244(d)(1).
111
/11

Doc. 11

d on
that it

 the

~—

U7/

Dockets.Justia.com


http://dockets.justia.com/docket/nevada/nvdce/2:2010cv01049/74447/
http://docs.justia.com/cases/federal/district-courts/nevada/nvdce/2:2010cv01049/74447/11/
http://dockets.justia.com/

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

IT ISORDERED that Respondents’ Motion to Dismiss Petition for Wri
of Habeas Corpus by a Person in State Custody (Doc. @RANTED, and that
the Petitioner Larry Forsythe’s Petition for Writ of Habeas Corpus by a Person
State Custody (Doc. #1) is hereb{/SM | SSED with prejudice.

DATED: January 11, 2011.

PHILIP M. PRO
United States District Judge
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