Lisa Misraje Be|HtIey v. James Randall Argue et al Dod.
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UNITED STATESDISTRICT COURT
CENTRAL DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA
LISA MISRAJE BENTLEY, Case No. 5:13-cv-00950-ODW/(OPXx)
Plaintiff, ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE RE.
V. LACK OF PROSECUTION

JAMES RANDALL ARGUE: DAVID
BRADSHAW:; RALPH LINHARDT;
MICHAEL H. RAMSEY: JACK ONG:
JOHN DAVID WARE; DOES 1-10,
inclusive,

Defendants.

Ever since Plaintiff Lisa Misraje Béry filed suit against Defendants on M3
23, 2013, this case has been marked byGmer to Show Cause after another. N
with the one-year anniversary of this €asinception in sight, Bentley still has n
served all Defendants and Defendant has answered. &l in service issues an
failed settlements, Bentley doaot request—nbut rather states—that she will move
entry of default against Defendants if {herties cannot finalize a settlement within
days.

Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 4(m) statieat a court “must” dismiss a case
a plaintiff does not serve a defendant with?0 days unless the plaintiff can shc
good cause for the delayhe Court has granted Bentleyr extensions to its Order
to Show Cause, yet Misraje still has redrved Defendants Jack Ong or Day
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Bradshaw and the other Defamds have not answered or otherwise responded.
Court understands that Bentley has encoedtearious obstacles in prosecuting |
case when attempting to serve Defendants and work out an early settlement.
Court’s repeated continuances have prougite. This case mprogressed no furthe
despite the eight months Bentley has hagitoply serve Defendants. If Bentley
unable to effect service or work out a setiant with Defendants, she is fully entitlg
to dismiss her case withoutgpudice and refile at a latéime when she is ready t
move forward. And neithectan Bentley simply move for entry of default with t
Clerk, as she has not yet served Ong or Bradshaw.

For the final time, the Cou®RDERS Bentley toSHOW CAUSE by Friday,

January 17, 2014, why the Court should not dismiksr case for lack of prosecutiop.

No hearing will be held. The Court willgiharge this Order only upon the filing
valid proofs of service on the remainingfeledants and applications for entry
default with the Clerk whereparopriate or a notice of voluntary dismissal. Failure
timely respond will result in dmissal of Bentley’s case.

ITISSO ORDERED.

January 14, 2014

p . =
Y 207
OTISD. WRIGHT, I
UNITED STATESDISTRICT JUDGE
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