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8 UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

9 FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA
10
11 | HELEN SOPHIA PURDY, No. 2:17-cv-00307 KIM GGH HC
12 Petitioner,
13 V. FINDINGS AND RECOMMENDATIONS
14 | ATTORNEY GENERAL OF THE STATE

OF CALIFORNIA,
15
Respondent.
16
17
18 On March 13, 2017 the undersigned issue@ater dismissing the gaon with leave to
19 [| amend within 30 days. ECF No. 6. On Mar@h 2017 petitioner requestadorty-five (45) day
20 [ extension of time to file her amended complailBCF No. 7. That request was granted by the
21 | undersigned on March 31, 2017, rendering petitismesponse due on or before May 8, 2017|.
22 | ECF No. 8. No amended petition has been filed.
23 Accordingly, the undersigned recommetiakst the petition be dismissed without
24 | prejudice.
25 This Findings and Recommendation is submittethe United States District Judge
26 | assigned to the case, pursuanthi® provisions of 28 U.S.C. § 63§(]). Within fourteen (14)
27 | days after being served with these findings and recommendations Petitioner may file writt¢n
28 | objections with the court. $b a document should be captiori@bjections to Magistrate
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Judge’s Findings and Recommendations.” The pagtiis advised that faile to file objections
within the specified time may waive the rightappeal the District Cotis order. _Martinez v.
Ylst, 951 F.2d 1153 (9th Cir.1991).

Dated: May 14, 2017

/s/ Gregory G. Hollows
UNITED STATES MAGISTRATE JUDGE




