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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

DENNIS G. CLAIBORNE,
Plaintiff,
V.
CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF
CORRECTIONS AND
REHABILITATION, et al.,

Defendants.

On January 8, 2016, plaintiff filed a requestreconsideration of thmagistrate judge’s

order filed December 22, 2015, revoggiplaintiff's in forma pauperistatus and requiring him tg

No. 2:15-cv-0710 JAM CKD P

Doc. 32

pay the filing fee for this action. (ECF No. 2®ursuant to E.D. Local Rule 303(f), a magistrate

judge’s orders shall be upheld unless “clearlpmeous or contrary to law.” Upon review of the

entire file, the court finds thatdoes not appear that the metgate judge’s ring was clearly

erroneous or contrary to law.
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Therefore, IT IS HEREBY ORDEREDdh upon reconsiderati, the order of the

magistrate judge filed December 22, 2015, is affirmed.

DATED: 2/18/2016
/s/JohnA. Mendez

UNITED STATESDISTRICT COURTJUDGE




