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Israel Araiza argues that the district court erred in taking a partial verdict. 

The taking of a partial verdict is reviewed for abuse of discretion.  See United

States v. Ross, 626 F.2d 77, 81 (9th Cir. 1980).  The jury had been deliberating for

less than two hours, there was no indication that the jury was deadlocked with
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respect to any of the counts, and neither party requested a partial verdict–indeed,

defense counsel objected to the taking of the partial verdict.  Under these

circumstances, there was insufficient justification to take a partial verdict.   

Because we conclude that the district court abused its discretion when it took

the partial verdict, we need not address Araiza’s other arguments. 

REVERSED and REMANDED.   


