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2
3
4 IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
5 FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA
6
7 | Will Moses Palmer, I, No. CV 1-06-512-JMR
8 Plaintiff, ORDER
9| vs.
10 || Jeanne Woodford, et al.,
11 Defendants.
12
13 Defendants have filed a Motion to Revoke Plaintiff’s IFP Status and a Motion to
14 || Dismiss the Case (Doc. No. 37). Defendants’ Motion to Dismiss seeks to have your case
15 || dismissed pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1915(g). A motion to dismiss will, if granted, end your
16 || case. Local Rule 78-230(m) states that “[f]ailure of the responding party to file opposition
17 || or to file a statement of no opposition may be deemed a waiver of any opposition to the
18 || granting of the motion and may result in the imposition of sanctions.”
19 Accordingly,
20 IT IS ORDERED that Plaintiff shall file a Response to Defendants’ Motion to
21 || Dismiss by October 16, 2009.
22 DATED this 19" day of August, 2009.
23
24
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20 John M.. Roll ad'
27 (_)Chief United States District Judge
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