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Ha v. Warren Montgomery D

UNITED STATESDISTRICT COURT
CENTRAL DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

ALBERTO ZUNIGA,

Petitioner,

NO. CV 17-3510-CAS (KS)

ORDER ACCEPTING FINDINGSAND

)
)
)
B ; RECOMMENDATIONS OF UNITED
)
)
)
)

WARREN MONTGOMERY, Warden,) STATESMAGISTRATE JUDGE

Respondent.

Pursuant to 28 U.S.38 636, the Court has reviewed the Petition for Writ of Ha
Corpus (“Petition”), all of the records herethe Report and Recommendation of United S
Magistrate Judge (“Report”), Petitioner's Oppositim Respondent’s Mmn To Dismiss th
Petition (“Opposition”) filed on Felary 7, 2018, and Petitioner’s {@btions to the Report fils
on February 26, 2018. Pursuant to 28 U.S.G38(b)(1)(C) and Fed. R. Civ. P. 72(b),
Court has conductedde novo review of those portions of thHeeport to which objections ha

been stated.

Having completed its review, the Court cortgs that the arguments presented if
Objections do not affect or alter the analysid aonclusions set forth in the Report. Howsg

in light of Petitioner’s Oppositionyhich was filed the day befotee Report was issued but

DC. 31

\beas
tates
e

d
the

\V

l\ve

N the
Bver,

vas

Dockets.Justi

f.com


https://dockets.justia.com/docket/california/cacdce/2:2017cv03510/678009/
https://docs.justia.com/cases/federal/district-courts/california/cacdce/2:2017cv03510/678009/31/
https://dockets.justia.com/

© 00 N OO 0o A W N PP

N NN N DNDNNNDNRRRRERR R R R RB R
0o N o o0 A W N P O O 0O N o o B WOWDN P+, O

not entered onto the dket until after the Report was issyéua adopting the Report, the Cqg

makes the following amendmts to the Report fahe sake of clarity:

(1) page 3, line 1 of the Report, the followipgrase is deleted: “has not received any

further filings from Petitioner and”;

(2) page 6, line 18, the word “tiaty” is added after the pase “Petitioner filed no . ..”

(3) page 6, line 19, the following pleais deleted: “unopposed and”;

(4) page 11, line 9, the followg sentence is added: “Petitioner filed an Opposition t
Respondent’s Motion on Febmya/, 2018 (Dkt. No. 28\which was entered on the
docket on February 14, 2018ut the Opposition provide® basis to find Petitionel
claims timely and the belated filing netheless was not in compliance with the

Court’s order.”

Having completed its review, the Courtcapts the findings and recommendations
forth in the Report.Accordingly, IT IS ORDERED that(1) the Petition iDENIED; and (2)
Judgment shall be entered dissnig) this action with prejudice.
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DATED: March 16, 2018 R pus J %?L

CHRISTINA A. SNYDER
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE




