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8 UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

9 FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA
10
11 | BERNARDOS GRAY, JR., No. 2:12-cv-03006 KIJM AC P
12 Plaintiff,
13 V. ORDER
14 | T.VIRGA, etal.,
15 Defendants.
16
17 On April 1, 2015, the court issued an ordextthartially granted plaintiff’'s motion to
18 | compel. ECF No. 73. The court order was senreglaintiff's address of record and returned by
19 | the postal service. It appearatiplaintiff has failed to comply with Local Rule 183(b), which
20 | requires that a party aparing in propria persona informeticourt of any address change. A
21 | review of the docket in this case shows thatriff recently filed aropposition to defendants’
22 | motion for summary judgment (ECF No. 75)dahat the address on his opposition is not the
23 | same as his address of record. The Clerk oCthet will be directedo re-serve the April 1,
24 | 2015 order on plaintiff at the address indicatedhisropposition and plaintiff will be required tc
25 | file a notice of change of addredsailure to file a notice of cinge of address and keep the court
26 | informed of any future address changel$ nesult in a recommendation that the case be
27 | dismissed.
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Additionally, the April 1, 2015 order extendedipitiff's time to file an opposition to the
defendants’ summary-judgment motion due ®adlditional discovery responses that were
ordered. ECF No. 73. In the event plaintiliéd his opposition before he received the court’s
order, he was given leave to fdesupplemental response. Idn& it appears that plaintiff did
not receive the order, he shall be permittefiléoa supplemental opposition to defendants’
motion for summary judgment within thirty dagsthe service of defendants’ supplemental
discovery responses. Defendants’ time to file trepty will not begin to run until plaintiff eithe
files his supplemental opposition or his time for doing so expires.

Accordingly, IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that:

1. The Clerk of the Court is directedresserve the court’s April 1, 2015 order (ECF N
73) on plaintiff at CSP-Sacramen®.0. Box 290066, Represa, CA 95671.

2. The Clerk of the Court is directed tawsethis order on plairftiat both his address of
record and at CSP-SacramerRd). Box 290066, Represa, CA 95671.

3. Plaintiff must file a notice of change afdxess within fourteen days of the date of tl
order.

4. Plaintiff may file a supplemental opposition to the defendants’ motion for summg
judgment within thirty days of service of defendants’ sumgletal discovery responses.

5. Defendants’ time to file a reply in support of their motion for summary judgment
not begin to run until @lintiff either files his supplemental opposition or his time for doing so

expires, whichever occurs first. Defendants shaletfaurteen days to file a reply.

DATED: April 29, 2015 ' -~
77 D MH—L
ALLISON CLAIRE
UNITED STATES MAGISTRATE JUDGE
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