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8 UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

9 FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA
10
11 | WESLEY WILLIAM KESSLER, No. 2:16-cv-01930 GEB AC PS
12 Plaintiff,
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14 | HIGHT,

15 Defendant.

16

17 Plaintiff is proceeding in this case inogoer. The proceeding has accordingly been

18 | referred to the magistrate judge by EQal. R. (“Local Rule”) 302(c)(21).

19 Plaintiff has requested an extension ofetitn respond to defendant’s motion for summary
20 | judgment (ECF No. 36) on grounds that his locatibimcarceration restristaccess to his legal

N
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documents. ECF No. 40. Plaintiff avers thawhiénot have access to his legal documents until

N
N

after February 2, 2018. Id.

23 For good cause shown, IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that:

24 1. Plaintiff's motion for an extensioof time is GRANTED (ECF No. 40);

25 2. Plaintiff must file his response to defentla motion no later than February 21, 2018.
26 Defendant’s reply, if any, is duw later than 7 days after pi&iff's response is filed.
27 || 1

28 || /I

Dockets.Justia.com


https://dockets.justia.com/docket/california/caedce/2:2016cv01930/300800/
https://docs.justia.com/cases/federal/district-courts/california/caedce/2:2016cv01930/300800/41/
https://dockets.justia.com/

© 00 ~N o o b~ w N P

N N DN DN DN DN DN NN R P R R ROk R R R R
o N o 00~ W N P O © 0N O 0NN W N B oo

3. If plaintiff fails to timely comply withthis order, the undersigned may construe the
lack of response as plaintiffreon-opposition to defendant’s motion.
SOORDERED.
DATED: January 18, 2018 . -~
mp-:——— &{‘P}-—C—
ALLISON CLAIRE
UNITED STATES MAGISTRATE JUDGE




