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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

MELVIN DUKES, No. 2:17-cv-0541-EFB P
Petitioner,

V. ORDER AND FINDINGS AND
RECOMMENDATIONS

WARDEN, et al.,

Respondents.

Petitioner is a state prison@ithout counsel seekg a writ of habeas corpus pursuant t
28 U.S.C. § 2254. On March 15, 2017, the couderd petitioner to, within 30 days, submit
either the filing fee or thepplication to proceed in formaauperis required by 8§ 1915(a). ECH
No. 3. That order warned petitioner that failtmeeomply with the order would result in a
recommendation of dismissal. The time for acting has passed and petitioner has not subn
filing fee or an application foehve to proceed in forma paupeéris.

Accordingly, it is hereby ORDERED thatetiClerk randomly assign this case to a Unit
States District Judge.
1

! Although it appears from the file that patiter's copy of the ordevas returned, he wal
properly served. It is a partytesponsibility to keep the coumrised of his current address a
all times. Pursuant to Local Rule 182(f), senotelocuments at the re@baddress of the party
is fully effective.
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Further, it is hereby RECOMMENED that this action be dismissed without prejudice|

These findings and recommendations are submitted to the United States District Jy
assigned to the case, pursuanthe provisions of 28 U.S.C. 8 636(). Within fourteen days
after being served with these findings aadommendations, any party may file written
objections with the court and sera copy on all parties. Suatldocument should be captioned
“Objections to Magistrateudige’s Findings and Recommendas.” Any response to the
objections shall be served and filed within fieen days after service of the objections. The
parties are advised that failurefiie objections within the specéd time may waive the right to
appeal the Distric€ourt’s order.Turner v. Duncan, 158 F.3d 449, 455 (9th Cir. 1998)artinez
V. Ylst, 951 F.2d 1153 (9th Cir. 1991).

DATED: May 9, 2017.
L
EDMUND F. BRENNAN

UNITED STATES MAGISTRATE JUDGE
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