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SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the Eastern District of California denied Felix A. Rivera, Jr.’s
motion for appointment of counsel in his federal habeas corpus proceeding. The court held that
appointment of counsel was not necessary at that stage and denied the motion without prejudice.
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PROCEDURAL POSTURE Petitioner, proceeding pro se, moved for appointment of counsel in his
pending federal habeas corpus proceeding.

PRECEDENTIAL VALUE nonprecedential
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the court should appoint counsel for the pro se petitioner in the pending federal habeas
proceeding.

HOLDINGS



1. Appointment of counsel was not necessary at that stage of the proceedings, and the petitioner's motion
for appointment of counsel was denied without prejudice.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“There is no automatic, constitutional right to counsel in federal habeas proceedings.” (at 1)

“Accordingly, it is ORDERED: Petitioner’s motion for appointment of counsel (Doc. No. 10) is denied
without prejudice.” (at 2)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Petitioner is a federal prisoner proceeding pro se in a pending habeas corpus action. He filed the habeas petition
without assistance of counsel and requested that the court appoint counsel. The court found no basis in the record
to conclude that appointed counsel was necessary at that stage or required to prevent a due process violation.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Rivera filed a petition for writ of habeas corpus under 28 U.S.C. § 2254 and subsequently moved for
appointment of counsel. The district court denied the motion without prejudice, finding that counsel was not
necessary at that stage of the proceedings.
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