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UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS F I L E D

FOR THE NINTH CIRCUIT | MAY 9 2025

MOLLY C. DWYER, CLERK
U.S. COURT OF APPEALS

ARNOLD ANDERSON, Nos. 25-430, 25-2119
.\ D.C. No. 3:22-c¢v-00070-ART-CSD
Petitioner - Appellant, District of Nevada,
Reno
V.

ORDER

TERRY ROYAL and ATTORNEY

GENERAL OF THE STATE OF

NEVADA,

Respondents - Appellees.

Before:  R.NELSON and BUMATAY, Circuit Judges.

These appeals are from the denial of appellant’s 28 U.S.C. § 2254 petition
and subsequent post-judgment motion. The requests for a certificate of |
appealability are denied because appellant has not shown that “jurists of reason
would find it debatable whether the petition 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); Miller-El v. Cockrell, 537 U.S. 322, 327 (2003); Martinez v.
Shinn, 33 F.4th 1254, 1261 (9th Cir. 2022), cert. denied, 143 S. Ct. 584 (2023).

All pending motions are denied as moot.

DENIED.
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

DISTRICT OF NEVADA
ARNOLD ANDERSON,
JUDGMENT IN A CIVIL CASE
Petitioner,
V. Case Number: 3:22-cv-00070-ART-CSD

TERRY ROYAL, et al.,
Respondents.

__ 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.

_X_ 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

THAT that the petition for writ of habeas corpus under 28U.S.C. § 2254 [ECF No. 8] is denied.
FURTHER ORDERED THAT a certificate of appealability is denied.
FURTHER ORDERED THAT judgment is hereby entered accordingly, and this case

is closed ‘

01/08/2025 DEBRA K. KEMPI
Date ) Clerk

/s/ DRM
Deputy Clerk

AppERD L A



Additional material
from this filing is
available in the
Clerk’s Office.



