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8 UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

9 FOR THEEASTERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA
10
11 | TERRENCE VAIL, No. 2:16ev-2673DB PS
12 Plaintiff,
13 V. ORDER
14 | CITY OF SACRAMENTQ
15 Defendant.
16
17 By order signed February 6, 2Q18aintiff’'s complaint was dismissed and plaintiff was
18 | granted leave to file an amended complaint that cured the defects noted in that(@&aerNo.
19 | 26.) Plaintiff was granted twentgight days from théate of that order to file an amended
20 | complaint and was specifically cautioned that the failure to respond to the codet’' sroa
21 | timely manner could result in this actibeingdismissed.On March 30, 2018, plainti§’ request
22 | for a twentyeight day extension of time to file an amended complaint was granted. (ECF No.
23 | 28.) Again plaintifiwvascautioned that thiailure to timely comply with that order could result|in
24 | the dismissal of thiaction The twentyeight day period has expired, and plaintiff has not
25 | responded to the court’s order in any manner.
26 | /1
27

! Theparties have consented to Magistrate Judge jurisdiction over this action pups2@nt t
28 | U.S.C. §636(c)(1). (ECF No. 12.)
1
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Accordingly, IT IS HEREBY ORDERED thaaintiff showcause in writing within
fourteen days of the date of this order as to why this case should not be dismitsdddbr
prosecutiorf.

DATED: May10, 2018 /s DEBORAH BARNES
UNITED STATES MAGISTRATEJUDGE

2 Plaintiff is cautioned that the failure to timely comply with this order resiult inthis case
being dismissed
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