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8 UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
9 FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA
10
11 | CEDRIC CHESTER JOHNSON, No. 1:16-cv-01371-DAD-BAM
12 Plaintiff,
13 V. ORDER ADOPTING FINDINGS AND
RECOMMENDATIONS THAT CERTAIN
14 | NORTH KERN STATE PRISON, et al., CLAIMS AND DEFENDANTS BE
DISMISSED AND FIRST AMENDED
15 Defendants. COMPLAINT BE ALLOWED TO PROCEED
16 ON COGNIZABLE CLAIMS
17 (Doc. No. 15)
18 Plaintiff is a state prisoner proceediog se andin forma papuerisin this civil rights
19 | action filed on September 6, 2016.
20 On December 16, 2016, the assigned staafe judge issued findings and
21 | recommendations recommending that this actiong®d on plaintiff's first amended complaint,
22 | filed on November 21, 2016, against defend&@peakman, Rocha, Jones and Mrs. K for
23 | deliberate indifference in vidi@an of the Eighth Amendment and that plaintiff's remaining
24 | claims and defendant Warden of North Kern &gtison be dismissed from this action. (Doc.
25 | No. 15.) Those findings and recommendations wereed on plaintiff and contained notice that
26 | any objections thereto were to lled within fourteen (14) daystaf service. (Doc. No. 15.) No
27 | objections were filed, and the tinrmewhich to do so has passe@laintiff previously consented to
28 | proceed only on his claims found cognizable by the assigned magistrate judge, and declined the
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opportunity to file ascond amended complaint. (Doc. No. 14.)

In accordance with the provisions of 28C. § 636(b)(1)(C), the undersigned has
conducted a@le novo review of this case. Having caudlf reviewed the entire file, the
undersigned finds the findings and recommendatiot® supported by ¢hrecord and by prope
analysis.

Accordingly,

1. The findings and recommendations issued on December 16, 2016 (Doc. No. 15
adopted in full;

2. This action shall proceed on plaintiffisst amended complaint, filed on November
2016, against defendants Speakman, Rocha, Jones and Mrs. K.;

3. Plaintiff’'s remaining claims are dismissed from this action; and

4. Defendant Warden of North Kern StBtgson is dismissed from this action; and

5. The matter is referred back to tlesigned magistrate judge for further proceedingsg

consistent with this order.

IT 1S SO ORDERED.

N ~
!/ : - /I
Dated: __February 21, 2017 o v/ A “;)4/
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE
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