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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

SCOTT JOHNSON, No. 2:14-cv-00709-KIM-DB
Plaintiff,
V. ORDER

KARL VUONG, et al.,

Defendants.

Pro se defendant Karl Vuong is the onlyeselant remaining in this case. He h
been non-responsive for over a ye&ee, e.qg., Pl.’'s Ex Parte Application, Dec. 1, 2016, ECF 5
(noting defendant Vuong has been entirely ypwasive to requests to finalize settlement
agreement from May of 2016); Mins. Statusmm€pMar. 16, 2017, ECF No. 62 (noting defende
Vuong’s non-appearance and his non-response tiegatforts to contact him); Rule 26 Repo
(“Defendant Karl Vuong did not pactpate in the drafting of thisettlement report. This draft
was sent to Defendant Karlidng and was not returned despit®ne calls.”); Pl.’s Notice of
Mot. to Dismiss, April 12, 2017, ECF No. 66 (“Defendant Vuong has been entirely non-
responsive on this and every other isgu@rder August 10, 2017, ECF No. 71 (sanctioning

defendant Vuong for his non-response taanl 12, 2017 order to show cause).
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Given that defendant Vuong is the onymaining defendant and he has been non-

responsive for over a year, and also that plaiha# not sought clerk’s &g of default against
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him to them move for default judgment, pl#fiilns hereby ORDERED to show cause within
seven days why the coutiauld not dismiss this case.
IT IS SO ORDERED.
DATED: August 10, 2017.

UNIT TATES DISTRICT JUDGE




