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8 UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

9 FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA
10
11 | CORNELL J S SMITH IIl, No. 2:14-cv-2444 JAM DAD PS
12 Plaintiff,
13 V. ORDER
14 | OFFICE OF CHILD SUPPORT
15 ENFORCEMENT,
16 Defendant.
17
18 Plaintiff is proceeding pro se with the abesmtitled action. The matter was referred tq a
19 | United States Magistrate Judge suant to Local Rule 302(c)(21).
20 On April 28, 2015, the magistrate judge filatdings and recomnmglations herein which
21 | were served on plaintiff and wii@ontained notice to plaintiff # any objections to the findings
22 | and recommendations were to be filed wittoorteen days after service of the findings and
23 | recommendations. The fourteen-day period kaged, and plaintiff hasot filed any objections
24 | to the findings and recommendations.
25 The court has reviewed the file andds the findings and recommendations to be
26 | supported by the record and b tlmagistrate judge’s analysis.
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Accordingly,IT ISHEREBY ORDERED that:

1. The findings and recommendatiditesd April 28, 2015 (Dkt. No. 3) are
adopted in full;

2. Plaintiff’'s October 17, 2014 applicanito proceed in forma pauperis (Dkt. No.
2) is denied;

3. Plaintiff’'s October 17, 2014 complafkt. No. 1) is dismissed without leave
to amend; and

4. This action is dismissed.
DATED: June 12, 2015

/s/JohnA. Mendez

UNITEDSTATESDISTRICT COURTJUDGE

/smith2444.jo




