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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

ROGELIO MAY RUIZ, No. 2:20-cv-0205 KIJM AC P
Plaintiff,
V. ORDER

D. WOODFILL, et al.,

Defendants.

—h

Plaintiff, a state prisoner proceeding prolsxs filed this civil rights action seeking relig
under 42 U.S.C. § 1983. The matter was referredUaited States Magrsite Judge as provided
by 28 U.S.C. 8§ 636(b)(1)(B) and Local Rule 302.

On February 3, 2020, the magistrate jufiigel findings and recommendations that
recommended that plaintiff's nion to proceed in forma paaps be denied. ECF No. 4.
Plaintiff did not file any objectins and the findings and recommendations were adopted in full.
ECF No. 8. He then sougldconsideration ahe order adoptinthe findings and
recommendations (ECF No. 9) and was gigaather opportunity tble objections (ECF
No. 12). Prior to the order gnting plaintiff anotheopportunity to file objections to the
February 3, 2020 findings and recommendationsitagistrate judge issed additional findings
and recommendations and recommehtlie case be dismissed foildee to pay the filing fee.

ECF No. 11. After plaintiff file a motion for an unspecified ert@on of time tdile objections,
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the court granted him until June 1, 2020, to filgeobons to both the February 3, 2020 and Af
20, 2020 findings and recommendations. ECF No.Pl4intiff filed objectons to the February
3, 2020 findings and recommendations (ECF No. 15)itllates not appear that he has object
to the April 20, 2020 findings and recommendas and the time for doing so has passed

In accordance with the provisions of 28 IS8 636(b)(1)(C) and Local Rule 304, this
court has conductedd® novo review of this case. Having rewed the file, the court finds the
February 3, 2020 findings and recommendations tupgorted by the record and by the prop
analysis, while deferring action on the A0, 2020 findings and cemmendations pending
clarification from the magistrajedge whether thasfindings and recomendations are now
before this courtor resolution.

Accordingly, IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the adoption of the February 3, 2020

findings and recommendations (EGIB. 8) is affirmed and plaintiff's request to proceed in fo
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CHIEFJfQ} [ED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE

pauperis is denied.

DATED: July 8, 2020.
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