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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
DISTRICT OF NEVADA

v.

JUDGMENT

Case Number:

Jury Verdict. This action came before the Court for a trial by jury. The issues have been tried and 
the jury has rendered its verdict.

Decision by Court. This action came to trial or hearing before the Court. The issues have been tried 
or heard and a decision has been rendered.

Decision by Court. This action came for consideration before the Court. The issues have been 
considered and a decision has been rendered. 

IT IS ORDERED AND ADJUDGED

____________________ DEBRA K. KEMPI      
Date  Clerk

Deputy Clerk 

2:93-cr-00259-LDG
Plaintiff,

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

Gene Michael Diulio

Defendant.

that judgment is hereby entered in favor of Plaintiff against Defendant and denying a Certificate of 
Appealability.

February 3, 2020

/s/ J. Matott

2:16-cv-01532-LDG
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UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS 

 

FOR THE NINTH CIRCUIT 

 

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,  

  

     Plaintiff-Appellee,  

  

   v.  

  

GENE MICHAEL DIULIO,  

  

     Defendant-Appellant. 

 

 

No. 20-15563  

  

D.C. Nos. 2:16-cv-01532-LDG  

    2:93-cr-00259-LDG-2  

District of Nevada,  

Las Vegas  

  

ORDER 

 

Before: WARDLAW and BENNETT, Circuit Judges. 

 

 The request for a certificate of appealability (Docket Entry No. 2) is denied 

because appellant has not shown that “jurists of reason would find it debatable 

whether the [section 2255 motion] states a valid claim of the denial of a 

constitutional right and that jurists of reason would find it debatable whether the 

district court was correct in its procedural ruling.”  Slack v. McDaniel, 529 U.S. 

473, 484 (2000); see also 28 U.S.C. § 2253(c)(2); Gonzalez v. Thaler, 565 U.S. 

134, 140-41 (2012).   

 Any pending motions are denied as moot. 

 DENIED. 

 

 

 

FILED 

 
JUL 1 2020 

 
MOLLY C. DWYER, CLERK 

U.S. COURT OF APPEALS 
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