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FILEDUNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS

MAY 4 2018FOR THE NINTH CIRCUIT
MOLLY C. DWYER, CLERK 

U.S. COURT OF APPEALS

No. 17-35906JAMES ARTHUR COUTURE,

D.C.No.
9:15-cv-00080-DLC-JCL 
District of Montana, 
Missoula

Petitioner-Appellant,

v.

DAVID BERKEBILE and ATTORNEY 
GENERAL FOR THE STATE OF 
MONTANA,

ORDER

Respondents-Appellees.

Before: BYBEE and BEA, Circuit Judges.

The motion for reconsideration (Docket Entry No. 7) is denied. See 9th Cir.

R. 27-10.

No further filings will be entertained in this closed case.
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FILEDUNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS

APR 2 2018FOR THE NINTH CIRCUIT
MOLLY C. DWYER, CLERK 

U.S. COURT OF APPEALS

No. 17-35906JAMES ARTHUR COUTURE,

Petitioner-Appellant, D.C.No.
9:15-cv-00080-DLC-JCL 
District of Montana, 
Missoula

v.

DAVID BERKEBILE and ATTORNEY 
GENERAL FOR THE STATE OF 
MONTANA,

ORDER

Respondents-Appellees.

Before: CLIFTON and CHRISTEN, Circuit Judges.

Appellant’s filing received March 5, 2018 (Docket Entry No. 5) is construed 

as both a request for copies of documents and a motion for clarification of the

order denying a certificate of appealability.

To the extent appellant requests copies of documents not in this court’s 

docket for this appeal, the motion is denied. Requests for documents filed in the

District of Montana should be made before that court.

To the extent appellant requests copies of documents in this court’s docket 

for this appeal, the motion is granted. The Clerk shall serve those documents as

well as a copy of the docket sheet on appellant.

The motion for clarification is granted insofar as this court clarifies that the

request for a certificate of appealability was denied and the case is now closed.
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The court sua sponte grants appellant through May 7, 2018, to file an optional

motion for reconsideration.

2 17-35906



Additional material
from this filing is 

available in the
Clerk's Office.


