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8 UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

9 FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA
10
11 | ALEXANDER BODDIE, No. 2:18-cv-1196 AC P
12 Plaintiff,
13 V. ORDER AND FINDINGS AND
14 | MICHAEL MARTEL, et al., RECOMMENDATIONS
15 Defendants.
16
17 Plaintiff, a state prisoner proceeding prasd in forma pauperis, filed this civil rights
18 | action seeking relief under 42 U.S.C. § 1988e matter was refemldo a United States
19 | Magistrate Judge pursuant to 28 U.S.C. 8§ 636(b)(1)(B) and Local Rule 302.
20 On March 9, 2020, plaintiff wadirected to file a first ameled complaint wthin thirty
21 | days._See ECF No. 9 at 8. At that time, plHintas warned that failure to timely file the
22 | amended complaint might result in the dismissdhisf action for failure to prosecute. See id. jat
23 | 8.
24 Plaintiff failed to filean amended complaint. Asresult, on April 27, 2020, the
25 | undersigned ordered plaintiff to show causeyhis action should ndite dismissed for
26 | for failure to prosecute and for failure to obey a court or@&se ECF No. 12. Once again,
27 | plaintiff was given thirty days to comply with tieeurt’s order, and he was warned that failurg to
28 | do so might result in a recomnuation that this matter libsmissed._See id. at 2.
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More than thirty days hayegassed, and plaintiff lsdfailed to file a showing of cause or
respond to the court’s April 27, 2020 ordesaimy way. Accordingly, IT IS HEREBY
ORDERED that the Clerk of Court randomlysag a District Courudge to this action.

IT IS FURTHER RECOMMENDED that thiaction be DISMISSED for failure to
prosecute and for failure to oba court order._See Fed. R. Civ. P. 41(b); see also L.R. 110.

These findings and recommendations are sttanto the United States District Judge
assigned to the case, pursuarth® provisions of 28 U.S.C. § 636() Within twenty-one days
after being served with thesadiings and recommendattis, plaintiff may fileobjections with the
court. Such a document should be captiondgjéCiions to Magistratdudge’s Findings and
Recommendations.” Plaintiff iglaised that failure to file objections within the specified time

may waive the right to appetdle District Court’s orderMartinez v. Ylst, 951 F.2d 1153 (9th

Cir. 1991).
DATED: June 9, 2020 _ -
m.r:_-— M
ALLISON CLAIRE
UNITED STATES MAGISTRATE JUDGE




