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7 UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

8 FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

9
10 | KIM EDWARD ROGERS, No. 2:17-cv-00149-JAM-GGH
11 Plaintiff,
12 V. ORDER
13 | M. RICHARD, CHP Captain Commandet,
" etal.,
15 Defendants.
16

Plaintiff is proceeding pro se and in formauparis in this civil rights matter. On Octobgr
o 10, 2017 the magistrate issued Findings aeaddfmmendations that Respondent’s Motion to
10 Dismissed be granted with leave to amendwégpleaded under 42 U.S.C. section 2000e and 28
o U.S.C. section 1983 pursuant to the instructiomsmgin the magistrate’s Order. ECF No. 43.
20 The parties were granted foeen (14) days to object. Ndvjections have been filed.
2 In accordance with the provisions of 2&8LC. § 636(b)(1)(C) and Local Rule 304,
2 this court has conducted a de noguiew of this case. Havingviewed the file, and the
2 magistrate judge’s findings and recommeiuates, the court ADOPTS the findings and
2 recommendations.
2 Accordingly, IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that:
2° 1. Respondent’s Motion to Dismiss is BRTED with leave to amend claims
2; pleaded under 42 U.S.C. sect@®00e and 28 U.S.C. section 1983;
1
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2. Respondent’s Motion to digss is GRANTED withoutdave to amend as to all

other claims pleaded,;

3. The class action allegationstbie Complaint are stricken without leave to reple

IT ISSO ORDERED.

DATED: 12/19/2017

/s/JohnA. Mendez

UNITEDSTATESDISTRICT COURTJUDGE

ad.




