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UNITED STATESDISTRICTCOURT
CENTRALDISTRICTOFCALIFORNIA

SOHRABHAROONIAN, No. LA CV 16-02995-VBF-SS
ORDER
Adoptingthe Report &Recommendation;

Plaintiff,

V.
Dismissingthe Action With Prejudice for
Failureto State a Claim oWhich Relief
COMMITTEEO%) BAR EXAMINERS, ) CanBeGranted;

F
STATEBAR CALIFORNIA, and
JohnDoes1-10, DirectingEntryof Separatdudgment;

Terminating & Closing the Case (JS-6)
Defendants.

This is apro senon-prisoner civil-rights action pursuant to 42 U.S.C. section 1983.
Pursuant to her authority undeed.R. Civ.P.72(b)(1), title 28 U.S.C. section 636(b)(1)(B),
and C.D. Cal. Local Civil Rule 72-3.3, the United States Magistrate Judge issued a Report
and Recommendation (“R&RYnMay 13, 2016.SeeCase Management / Electronic Case
Filing SystemDocument (“Doc”) Doc 6.

Pursuantto 28 U.S.C. § 636(b)(1), the Court has reviewed the complaint (Doc 1), the
Magistrate Judge’s May 13, 2016 R&R (Doc 6), plaintiff Haroonian’s timely May 25, 2016
objectionsto the R&R (Doc 7), and the applicable laiW-ederalRule of Civil Procedure
72(b)(2) gave [defendants] a right to respond todihjections,but the time to do so has
elapsed and [defendants have] filed neither a response nor a regaesixtension of time.

Accordingly, the Court proceeds to the merits without waiting furthRuélasv. Muniz
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No.SA CV 14-01761, 2018VL 540769, *1 (C.D. CaFeb.9, 2016) (Fairbank, J.).

“As requiredby Fed.R. Civ.P.72(b)(3), the Court has engaged in de novo review
the portions of the R&R to which [plaintifffasspecifically objected and finds wlefectof
law, fact, or logic in the . . . R&R."Raelv. Foulk No. LA CV 14-02987 Doc. 47, 200/L
4111295, *1 (C.D. Cal. July 7, 2015) (Fairbank,JQA deniedNo.LA CV 14-02987 Doc.
53, Appeal No. 15-56205 (9th CKeb.18, 2016). Accordingly, the Court wdlcceptand

implement the Magistrate Judge’s findings and recommendations.

ORDER
Plaintiff's objections to the R&RreOVERRULED.
The May 13, 2016 Report and Recommendas&DOPTED.
The complaint i1 SM1SSED with prejudice.

The defendants’ May 27, 2016 motioaismisshe complaingDoc#11] isDENIED

without preudice as moot.

“As requiredby Fed.R. Civ. P. 58(a), the Court will enter judgmehy separate
document.”Toyv. Sotqg 2015WL 2168744, *1 (C.D. CalMay 5, 2015) (citingJaynev.
Sherman706 F.3d094,1009 (9' Cir. 2013)) (n.1 omittedgppeal filed No. 15-55866 (9
Cir. June 5, 2015).

1

AccordBuckv. AmericanQuarterHorseAss’n 602F. App’x 709, 710 n.1 (10tlir. 2015)
(“[W]e note that the district court did notpreparea separatedocumententeringjudgmentin
accordance witfred.R. Civ. P. 58(a).”).

“To complywith Rule58,anorder musfl) beself-containedndseparatéromthe opinion;
(2) note theelief grantedand(3) omit or substantiallypmit thedistrictcourt’sreasongor disposing
of theclaims.” Elkinsv. Foulkes 2014WL 2615732%14 n.4(C.D. Cal.June 122014)(quoting
Daley v.USAQ 538F. App’x 142, 143 (3d Cir. 2013) (per curiam) (citation omitted)).

“A  combined document denominatesh Order and Judgment, containing factual
background,legal reasoning,as well as a judgment, generally will not satisfy the rule’s
prescription.” Fisherv. VenturaCty. SheriffsNarcoticsAgency 2014WL 2772705, *7 n.9C.D.



The Clerk of Court SHALITERMINATE and closethe case (JS-6).

DATED: Wednesday, July 6, 2016

Valerie Baker Fairbank

Senior United States District Judge

Cal. June 18, 2014) (quotimg re Taumoepeab23 F.3d 1213, 1217 (10th Cir. 2008)).



