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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

SANDRA C. SAMUELIAN, No. 2:18-cv-995-JAM-EFB PS
Plaintiff,
V. ORDER

U.S. TREASURY, et al.,

Defendants.

On July 31, 2019, the court issued an orgdieich, among other things, set a status
(pretrial scheduling) conference for January 42 @irected plaintiff ta¢omplete service of
process within 90 days, to ser&opy of the orderancurrently with seree of process, and
directed the parties to file stestreports within fourteen days of the scheduling conference. E
No. 7.

Plaintiff did not timely file astatus report, nor did she fiigoofs of service demonstratin

that defendants were properly servesee Fed. R. Civ. P. 4(l) (requirg that proof of service bg

made to the court). Accordingly, the sdhkéng conference was continued to March 20, 2019
and plaintiff was directed to show cause wtig action and/or any unserved defendants shou

not be dismissed for failure to effect servicguaicess within the time prescribed by Rule 4(m

! To date, none of the defendants have appeared in this action.
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and/or failure to comply with court orders. E@lo. 35. Plaintiff was ab ordered to file, by no
later than March 6, 2019, a status report settinttp ihe matters referenced in the court’s July
2018 order, including the statagservice of procesdd. at 2. Plaintiff wagautioned that failur
to comply with the order would result in a recommendation that this action be dismidsed.
In response, plaintiff filed a documenatshg, “I accept statusonference hearing” on
March 20, 2019. ECF No. 37. Plaintiff has alsadfig@veral documents that are unrelated to
guestion of whether she has completed serviggafess. Those filings include tax related

documents which she presumably believes are neldégder claim(s), as well as several civil

cover sheets indicating that tlaistion concerns an alleged viotatiof her civil rights. ECF Nos.

36, 38-41. But plaintiff still has not demonstratkdt defendants were properly served, nor h
she shown cause for why this action should not bmidsed for failure to tiely effect service of

process. Accordingly, it appears that pldimas not yet served the defendants.

Given plaintiff's pro se statushe court will afford her one final opportunity to complete

service of process and file the requisite proofsestZice with the court. Plaintiff is again

admonished that she must serve the Unite@@St@aepartment of the Treasury in the manner

prescribed by Federal Rule of Civil Procedd(®, and the remaining defendants in the manne

set forth in Rule 4(j).

Accordingly, it is hereby ORDERED that:

1. The scheduling conferencerrently set for March 20, 201is continued to May 22,
2019, at 10:00 a.m. in Courtroom No. 8.

2. By no later than April 19, 2019, plaintghall serve defendamtgth a copy of the
summons, complaint, and the court’s July 31, 26tier (ECF No. 7), and file with the court
proofs of service demonstrating tlufendants were predy served.

3. By no later than May 8, 2019, the partieslidiie status reportor a joint status
report) setting forth the matters referenced endburt’'s July 31, 2018 ordencluding the status
of service of process.
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4. Failure of plaintiff to comply with thisrder will result in a recommendation that thi
action be dismissed for failure to effect serviokprocess, comply withourt orders, and/or for

lack of prosecution under Rule 41(b).

PATED: March 19, 2015 %Z/ gZQ&ﬂM—-\
'l
EDMUND F. BRENNAN

UNITED STATES MAGISTRATE JUDGE
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