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IN THE UNI TED STATES DI STRI CT COURT
FOR THE M DDLE DI STRI CT OF NORTH CAROLI NA
TRAVI S DENORRI S ARNOLD,
Petiti oner,
1: 14CV604

V.

UNI TED STATES OF AMERI CA,

N N N N N N N N N

Respondent .

CRDER

On January 7, 2015, the United States WMagistrate Judge’s
Recommendation was filed and notice was served on Petitioner
pursuant to 28 U.S.C. 8§ 636. Petitioner filed objections (Docs.
5, 7 in 1:14CVv604) to the Recommendation. The court has reviewed
Petitioner’s objections de novo and finds they do not change the
substance of the United States Mgi strate Judge’s Recommendati on
(Doc. 3), which is affirmed and adopt ed.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED that this action is filed and then
DI SM SSED sua sponte for Petitioner’s failure to seek certification
for a second or successive 8§ 2255 notion by filing a Mtion for
Aut hori zation in the United States Court of Appeals for the Fourth
Circuit, as required by 28 U S.C. 88 2255 and 2244 and Fourth
Circuit Local Rule 22(d). Finding neither a substantial issue for

appeal concerning the denial of a constitutional right affecting
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t he conviction nor a debatable procedural ruling, a certificate of

appeal ability is DEN ED

/s/ Thomas D. Schroeder
United States District Judge

March 9, 2015



