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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

EASTERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

CLARENCE A. GIPBSIN, No. 2:12-cv-00556-GEB-DAD
Plaintiff,

V. ORDER
SCOTT KERNAN, et al.,

Defendants.

Plaintiff is a state prisoner proceeding pro se and in
forma pauperis. Pending are multiple dismissal motions in which
certain Defendants seek dismissal of the Second Amended
Complaint, arguing 1t 1s Dbarred by the applicable statute of
limitations. (See ECF Nos. 84, 85, 88, 93, 96, 101.)

On May 18, 2015, Plaintiff filed an “Appeal to the U.S.
FEastern District Judge,” 1in which Plaintiff references multiple
motions he filed, which were denied in the Magistrate Judge’s
Orders dated March 2, 2015, and April 16, 2016, and indicates his
desire to obtain a ruling on the referenced dismissal motions.
(PL.’'s Appeal, ECF No. 112.) To the extent Plaintiff seeks in his
“appeal” reconsideration under Local Rule 303(c) of the
Magistrate Judge’s March 2, 2015 and April 16, 2016 Orders,
Plaintiff has not shown that any portion of those orders is

clearly erroneous or contrary to law. Therefore, reconsideration
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of those orders is DENIED.
Further, to the

“appeal” a ruling on the

extent Plaintiff also seeks in his

referenced dismissal motions by a

specified date, that request is DENIED.

Dated: May 28, 2015

J
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) /e 45 ';z‘
GARLAND E. BURRELL,” JR.
Senicr United States District Judge

4




