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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

SCOTT JOHNSON,
Plaintiff,
V.

KARL VUONG, et al.,

Defendants.

The matter was referred to a United Staegjistrate Judge pursuant to Local Rule
302(c)(19). On July 11, 2018, the magistrate @ufiigd findings and recommendations, which
were served on the parties and which contaigate that any objectiorts the findings and
recommendations were to be filed within feaen days after senaaf the findings and
recommendations. The fourteen-day period kaged, and no party has filed any objections fo
the findings and recommendations.

The court presumes that any findings of fact are cor@setOrand v. United Sates, 602

F.2d 207, 208 (9th Cir. 1979). The magistrate jiglgenclusions of law are reviewed de novg.
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See Britt v. Smi Valley Unified School Dist., 708 F.2d 452, 454 (9th Cir. 1983). Having revieyed

the file, the court finds therfdings and recommendations todugported by the record and by

the proper analysis.
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Accordingly, IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that:

1. The findings and recommendations fiksagust 10, 2017 (ECF No. 19) are adopted i

full;

2. Plaintiff's October 3, 2017 motion for dafajudgment (ECF No. 79) is granted;

3. Judgment is entered against defendant Karl Vuong;

4. Defendant Karl Vuong is order&mlpay $12,000 in statutory damages;

5. Defendant Karl Vuong is ordered to corrw violations at th Mariscos Mazatlan
identified in plaintiff's first amended complaint, tike extent that defendant has the legal righ
do so, so that the facility is readily accessiblarid usable by individis with disabilities;

6. Defendant is ordered to pay pldii$i3,660 in attorneys’ fees and costs; and

7. This case is closed.

DATED: August 3, 2018.
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