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SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the Eastern District of California adopted the magistrate judge’s
findings and recommendations in Francisco Padilla’s federal habeas corpus proceeding. The court
denied Padilla’s motion to stay, dismissed the habeas petition without prejudice for failure to exhaust
state remedies, directed the clerk to close the case, and declined to issue a certificate of appealability.

CASE DETAILS

COURT United States District Court for the Eastern District of California

JURISDICTION United States District Court for the Eastern District of California

DECIDED April 22, 2025

DOCKET 1:25-cv-00019 JLT SAB (HC)

DISPOSITION dismissed

PROCEDURAL POSTURE A state prisoner petitioned for a writ of habeas corpus under 28 U.S.C.
§ 2254 and moved to stay the federal proceedings. A magistrate judge
recommended denying the stay and dismissing the petition without
prejudice for failure to exhaust state judicial remedies. After
conducting de novo review of the objections, the district court adopted
the findings and recommendations, denied the stay, dismissed the
petition without prejudice, closed the case, and declined to issue a
certificate of appealability.

STANDARD OF REVIEW De novo review of the magistrate judge's findings and
recommendations under 28 U.S.C. § 636(b)(1)(C).

PRECEDENTIAL VALUE Unknown; unpublished district court order

PARTIES Francisco Padilla v. Roberto A. Arias

TOPICS

federal habeas corpus post-conviction relief appellate procedure standard of review



PRACTICE AREAS

federal habeas corpus post-conviction relief criminal procedure

QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether Padilla was entitled to a stay of his federal habeas petition despite having unexhausted state-
court claims.

2. Whether the petition should be dismissed without prejudice for failure to exhaust state judicial remedies.

3. Whether Padilla's claims were plainly meritless because some asserted only errors of state law and the
remaining allegations were insufficiently specific or unsupported by the record.

4. Whether to issue a certificate of appealability.

HOLDINGS

1. A stay was unwarranted because Padilla's unexhausted claims were plainly meritless.

2. The petition was dismissed without prejudice because Padilla failed to exhaust state judicial remedies.

3. No certificate of appealability should issue because reasonable jurists would not find the dismissal
debatable or wrong and the petition did not present an issue adequate to deserve encouragement to
proceed further.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“Reasonable jurists would not find the Court’s determination that the petition should be dismissed debatable
or wrong, or that Petitioner should be allowed to proceed further.” (at 2)

“The Court declines to issue a certificate of appealability.” (at 2)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Padilla is a California state prisoner who challenged his conviction through a federal habeas petition. His claims
included alleged state-law errors, denial of a Marsden motion and a motion to withdraw his guilty plea, and
ineffective assistance based on counsel's alleged failure to advise him, respond to requests, provide discovery,
identify witnesses or an expert, and address other issues. The record included excerpts from the state-court
guilty-plea transcript, which the district court found did not support Padilla's characterization of the proceedings.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Padilla filed a § 2254 petition and a motion to stay. On March 18, 2025, the magistrate judge recommended
denying the stay and dismissing the petition without prejudice for failure to exhaust state remedies. Padilla
timely objected on April 14, 2025. The district court conducted de novo review under 28 U.S.C. § 636(b)(1)(C),
adopted the findings and recommendations in full, and dismissed the petition without prejudice.

DISPOSITION

dismissed
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