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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

ALLEN HAMMLER, No. 2:14-cv-2073 MCE AC P
Plaintiff,
V. ORDER
C. DAVIS,
Defendant.

Plaintiff has filed a motion for extension tiihe to file an opposition to defendant’s
motion to dismiss, filed June 22, 2015. Good cause appearing, the motion will be granted

Plaintiff has also filed several additionaltteas. These filings reflect that plaintiff was
recently transferred from High Desert State PrigdDSP) to California State Prison-Sacrame

(CSP-SAC); the Inmate Locator website operdtgthe California Department of Corrections

and Rehabilitation (CDCR) confirnaintiff's transfer to CSP-SAE.However, plaintiff has not

filed a notice of change of address, as requisetocal Rules 182(f), anti83(b); failure to do sd
may result in the dismissal of an action. In thetant case, the Clerk ob@rt will be directed to

note plaintiff's address change.

! Seehttp://inmatelocator.cdcr.ca.govilhis Court may take judiei notice of facts that are
capable of accurate determination by sourvdesse accuracy cannot reasonably be questione
Fed. R. Evid. 201; see also City of Sausalito v. O'Neill, 386 F.3d 1186, 1224 n.2 (9th Cir. 2

(“We may take judicial notice of a record o$t@te agency not subject to reasonable dispute.).

c. 36

Nto

d.
004)

Nt

Dockets.Justia

.com


https://dockets.justia.com/docket/california/caedce/2:2014cv02073/272352/
https://docs.justia.com/cases/federal/district-courts/california/caedce/2:2014cv02073/272352/36/
https://dockets.justia.com/

© 00 N o o b~ w N P

N N N N DN DN NN DN R P R R R R R R R R
® N o O~ W N P O © 0N O 0NN W N B o

In addition to his requested extension ofdjmlaintiff seeks: (1) an order compelling
HDSP to provide plaintiff witfithe Final Copies oRVR Log # FB-15-03-023 that he may be
released from [the] Administrative SegregatiJnit [ASU] of [CSP-]&C (also designated a
“copy of the completed CDC Form 115”), ECF No. 8); an order directing that plaintiff, a

mental health patient, be released fromAB& under the authority of Coleman v. Brown, Cas

No. 2:90-cv-00520 KIJM DAD P, ECF No. 31; (3) @mler directing HDSP and CDCR to revel
its finding of guilt on the above-cited RVR, basedalleged due process violations, ECF No.
and (4) an order directing CSP-SAC to provdigintiff with additional writing paper and
additional pages of legal cases, and permihpféto photocopy more than 50 pages of his
prepared legal documents, ECF No. 34. Plaintiff sthi@she is “at this time litigating more th
three cases at once.” Id. at 2.

As plaintiff acknowledges, the court preusly directed the Gite of the California
Attorney General to investigate plaintiff's allegats that he was, inter alia, being denied accq
to his legal materials. See ECF No. 21 (caurtitial order); ECF No. 26 (response filed by
Attorney General’s office); and ECF No. 20(ct’'s order denying plaintiff's requests for
extraordinary relief). Plaintiff was specifisaadmonished to refrain from filing further
extraneous matters in this axti See ECF No. 27 at 4 (“Further motions seeking extraordin
relief will be viewed with disfavor.”).

Plaintiff's present challenges to the procedures utilized and decgsiohed in the above
noted RVR, and his claim under Coleman, are outsidesubject matter dhis litigation, which
alleges claims of retaliation and deliberméifference by HDSP Librarian C. Davis.
Nevertheless, plaintiff is entittieto a complete copy of the documents and decision in the su
RVR.

Plaintiff's request for sufficient legal matels to pursue all threaf his active cases is
also not properly before this court. With tlespect to the instant case only, in which plaintiff
must prepare an opposition to defendants’ 23 pagtion to dismiss (including exhibits), the
undersigned finds no reasonable grounds foresitipng that the CSP-SALaw Librarian or

Litigation Coordinator accord plaintiff greatenpleges than are routinely provided, other tha
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to provide due deference to plaintiff's cunte80-day deadline fdiling his opposition to
defendant’s motion to dismiss.

Accordingly, IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that:

1. Plaintiff's motion for extensioaf time, ECF No. 35, is granted.

2. Plaintiff is granted thirty (30) days from the filing date of this order in which to file
opposition to the pending motion to dismiss.

3. Defendant’s reply, if any, shall be fileathin seven (7) days afteservice of plaintiff's
opposition.

4. Plaintiff's motion, ECF No. 30, for arder compelling production of a complete cg
of the documents and final decision in his R¥&signated HDSP No. FB-11-023, is granted,;
the Litigation Coordinators at CSP-SAC and $®shall obtain and prowadlaintiff with these
documents within fourteen (14) dayseafthe filing date of his order.

5. Plaintiff’'s additional motions for extrames relief, ECF Nos. 31, 32, 24, are denied

6. The Clerk of Court is direetl to: (1) change plaintiff's address of record to Califor
State Prison —Sacramento; and (2) serve a cothybrder on plaintiff and on the Litigation
Coordinators at CSP-SAC and HDSP.]

DATED: July 23, 2015 , -
Mn——— W
ALLISON CLAIRE
UNITED STATES MAGISTRATE JUDGE
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