UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF
CALIFORNIA

Benito Julian Luna v. B. Phillips

Luna v. Phillips - No. 2:24-cv-1686-DC-JDP (P) - Decided November 13, 2025

SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the Eastern District of California denied Benito Julian Luna’s
request for appointment of counsel without prejudice in a habeas proceeding. The court granted his
request for additional time and ordered him to file objections to the findings and recommendations

within fourteen days.
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DISPOSITION other

PROCEDURAL POSTURE In a pending federal habeas proceeding, the petitioner moved for

appointment of counsel and an extension of time to object to findings

and recommendations.

STANDARD OF REVIEW The court exercised discretion under 18 U.S.C. § 3006A and Rule 8(c)
of the Rules Governing Section 2254 Cases to determine whether the

interests of justice warranted appointment of counsel.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED
1. Whether counsel should be appointed for petitioner in the habeas proceeding.

2. Whether petitioner should receive an extension of time to file objections to the findings and

recommendations.

HOLDINGS

1. There is no absolute right to appointed counsel in habeas proceedings, and appointment is discretionary
when the interests of justice so require. On the present record, the interests of justice did not warrant

appointment of counsel.

2. Petitioner's request for an extension of time to file objections to the findings and recommendations was

granted, and objections were ordered filed within fourteen days from the date of the order.
KEY QUOTATIONS

“There currently exists no absolute right to appointment of counsel in habeas proceedings.” (at 1)

“However, 18 U.S.C. § 3006A authorizes the appointment of counsel at any stage of the case “if the interests

of justice so require.”” (at 1)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Petitioner sought appointment of counsel in his federal habeas proceeding and also requested additional time to
object to findings and recommendations. The court found that the interests of justice did not presently require

appointed counsel, but granted the requested extension.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Petitioner Benito Julian Luna filed a petition for a writ of habeas corpus under 28 U.S.C. § 2254. While the
matter was pending, he requested appointment of counsel and additional time to file objections to findings and
recommendations. The district court denied appointment of counsel without prejudice, granted the extension,
and ordered objections filed within fourteen days.
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