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INTHE UNITED STATESDISTRICT COURT
EASTERN DISTRICT OF ARKANSAS
DELTA DIVISION

JOSE OMAR CHAPA

Reg. #33642-177 PLAINTIFF

V. Case No. 2:19-cv-00122-K GB-PSH

LINDLEY, etal. DEFENDANTS
ORDER

The Court has reviewed the Proposed Findings and Recommendation submitted by United
States Magistrate Judge Patricia S. HgiDkt. No. 7). Plaintiff Jose Omar Chapall has not
filed any objectionso the Proposed Findings and Recommendation, anghtbed file objections
has passed. After carefully considering the record in this case, the Courtdesnthathe
Proposed Findings and Recommendasioould be, and herelaye approved and adoptedtimeir
entirety as this Coun findings in direspects The Court dismisses without prejudice Khapa’s
complaintfor failure to comply with Local Rule 5.5(c)(2) and failure to respond to JudgésHarr
October 17, 2019, Ordé€bkt. Nos. 2, §.

Also before the Court i8Ir. Chapa’s motion for extension of time to respond in civil action
(Dkt. No. 8). In his motion, Mr. Chapa requests an extension of 21 days to “respond to directive
ordered by the Honorable Court requiring a reply in this action before it” (Dkt. N&A8)hapa
states that[ dJue to excessive delay in the inmate legal mail progessfficient time was I
available to allow for a concise and fully developed reply. (DKt. No. 8). Mr. Chapaated his
motionNovember 14, 201%ut it was filed on February 18, 2020. Given the date of the motion,
the Court understands Mr. Chapa’s motion to be responsive to United States Madjisiggate
Patricia S. Harris’ October 17, 2019, Order directing Mr. Chapa to file an amendedaicompl

within 30 days (Dkt. No. 6). However, there is no indication in the record that Mr. Chageh fall

Dockets.Justia.com


https://dockets.justia.com/docket/arkansas/aredce/2:2019cv00122/119007/
https://docs.justia.com/cases/federal/district-courts/arkansas/aredce/2:2019cv00122/119007/9/
https://dockets.justia.com/

to receive a copy of the October 17, 2019, Order, nor is there any indication ioditethat Mr.

Chapa failed to receive a copy of Judggris’ Proposed Findings and Recommendatibfr.
Chapa’s request for an extensimas filedthree months after his deadline to file an amended
complaint. To the extent Mr. Chapa’s motion could be construed as an objection to Judge Harris’
Propesed Findings and Recommendation, this motion comes two months after the deadline for Mr.
Chapa to file objections. Accordingly, the Court denies Mr. Chapa’s motion forsexteof time

to respond in civil action as untimely (Dkt. No. 8).

It is s0 ordered this 25tHay ofMarch 2020.

-ﬁushm/g. W
Kristine G. Baker
United States District Judge




