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PROOF OF SERVICE BY MAIL OKW r /?é

BY PERSON IN STATE CUSTODY

{edRCnP578USC 1746)
1 [{_KZT-J(\//’TD}Z— [/(C'lC,{ , declare:

I am over 18 years of age and a palty to this action. I am a residentof < [/,S ﬁ

QLWW /‘C} /C‘-/ g‘/ Prison,
in the county of / /l//d A2/ 0L/ :
State of California. My prison address is: 0) ,L/ 4’ /8)0

LA by ol Sz g i, @ giiloraw e Dl

on (wﬁ‘ 2 Mc/ .

(D)(i'El ~
[ served the attached: M MT(M”?%W ’MJUFW’
7 el osdec ity 7]

N A

J 1 d

on the parties herein by placing true and correct copies thereof, enclosed in a sealed envelope, with postage

thereon fully paid, in the United States Mail in a deposit box so provided at the above-named correctional

institution in which I am presently confined. The envelope was addressed as follows:

S -@MOMP COIM2t

I declare under Igenalty of perjury under'the laws ; 5 Upited States of Ameyica that the f@regoing

is true and correct.

red
of’é-ﬁ‘l (Rev. 9/97) ‘ODMA PCDOCS:WORDPERFECT 22832 |




Case: 25-1284, 07/29/2025, DktEntry: 9.1, Page 1 of 1

UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS F I I— E D
JUL 29 2025

MOLLY C. DWYER, CLERK

FOR THE NINTH CIRCUIT

U.S. COURT OF APPEALS

ARTHUR TORLUCCI, No. 25-1284

Petiti Aopellant D.C. No. 2:22-cv-09490-RGK-MAR

etitioner - Appeliant, Central District of California,
v Los Angeles
ORDER

STATE OF CALIFORNIA,

Respondent — Appellee.

Before: CALLAHAN and FORREST, Circuit Judges.

Appellant’s filings (Docket Entry Nos. 3 & 8) are construed as a request for
a certificate of appealability. So construed, the request for a certificate of
appealability is denied because the underlying 28 U.S.C. § 2254 petition fails to
state a federal constitutional claim debatable among jurists of reason. See 28
U.S.C. § 2253(c)(2)-(3); Gonzalez v. Thaler, 565 U.S. 134, 140-41 (2012) (“When
... the district court denies relief on procedural grounds, the petitioner seeking a
COA must show both ‘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.””) (quoting Slack v. McDaniel, 529 U.S. 473, 484 (2000)).

Any pending motions are denied as moot.

DENIED.



Case: 25-1284, 10/23/2025, DktEntry: 12.1, Page 1 of 1

UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS F | L E D

FOR THE NINTH CIRCUIT OCT 23 2025

ARTHUR TORLUCCI,
Petitioner - Appellant,
V.
STATE OF CALIFORNIA,

Respondent — Appellee.

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

No. 25-1284

D.C. No. 2:22-cv-09490-RGK-MAR
Central District of California,
Los Angeles

ORDER

Before: S.R. THOMAS and BENNETT, Circuit Judges.

Appellant’s filing (Docket Entry No. 10) is construed as a motion for

reconsideration and is denied. See 9th Cir. R. 27-10.

To the extent appellant intends to seek authorization to file a second or

successive 28 U.S.C. § 2254 petition, this clerk will serve this order and Form 12,

the standard application for leave to file a second or successive motion, on

appellant.

No further filings will be entertained in this closed case.



