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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

TRISTAN D. ALLAN, No. 2:16-cv-0695 MCE AC P
Plaintiff,
V. ORDER

P. SAHOTA, et al.,

Defendants.

Defendants moved for summary judgmentNovember 9, 2018. See ECF No. 44.
Plaintiff has not filed an opposition to the motion, nor has he filed a statement of non-oppdg
to it.

Local Rule 230(l) provides in part: “Faikiof the responding p& to file written
opposition or to file a statement of no oppositioaly be deemed a waiver of any opposition tg
the granting of the motion . . ..” On June 2Q17, plaintiff was advisedf the requirements for
filing an opposition to the motion and that e to oppose such a motion may be deemed a
waiver of opposition to the motion. See ECF No. 13 at 3.

Local Rule 110 provides that failure to complith the Local Rules “may be grounds fc
imposition of any and all sanctions authorized layuge or Rule or withithe inherent power of
the Court.” In the order issued June 12, 2017npfaivas advised that failure to comply with
the Local Rules may result in a recommendationtti@fction be dismissed. See ECF No. 11
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Good cause appearing, IT IS HEREBY ORDERMEBY, within thirty days of the date of
this order, plaintiff shall file an opposition,ahy, to defendants’ motion for summary judgmer
(see ECF No. 44). Failure to file an oppositiatl be deemed a statement of non-opposition
shall result in a recommendation that this acherdismissed pursuant Federal Rule of Civil
Procedure 41(b).

DATED: May 30, 2019 _ %
m:-:—-—u M
ALLISON CLAIRE
UNITED STATES MAGISTRATE JUDGE
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