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Case No. 14-cv-00966 NC 
ORDER DISMISSING CASE 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA 

SAN FRANCISCO DIVISION 

 

NATASHA A. RIDDICK, 

                            Plaintiff, 

              v. 

MARK ZUCKERBERG, 

                            Defendant. 

Case No. 14-cv-00966 NC 
 
ORDER DISMISSING CASE 

Re: Dkt. No. 10 

 

On April 9, 2014, the Court denied without prejudice Riddick’s IFP application as 

incomplete.  Dkt. No. 6.  The Court gave Riddick until April 23, 2014, to either file an 

amended IFP application, or pay the filing fee.  Id.  On May 12, 2014, the Clerk of the 

Court issued a notice informing Riddick that the filing fee must be paid immediately.  Dkt. 

No. 8.  Riddick has failed to pay the filing fee or file an amended IFP application.  Riddick 

also failed to appear at the case management conference set for June 4, 2014.   

On June 6, 2014, the Court ordered Riddick by June 20, 2014, to (1) pay the filing 

fee; (2) file an amended IFP application correcting the deficiencies identified in the Court’s 

April 9 order; or (3) show cause in writing why this action should not be dismissed for her 

failure to pay the filing fee and failure to prosecute this action.  Dkt. No. 10.  The Court 

further cautioned Riddick that her failure to respond will result in dismissal of this action. 

Riddick v. Zuckerberg Doc. 11

Dockets.Justia.com

http://dockets.justia.com/docket/california/candce/3:2014cv00966/275060/
http://docs.justia.com/cases/federal/district-courts/california/candce/3:2014cv00966/275060/11/
http://dockets.justia.com/


1

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

27

28

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

0 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

0 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

 

 

Case No
ORDER

 

To

Riddick 

served, t

A

 IT

D

 
 

. 14-cv-0096
R DISMISSIN

o date, Ridd

has consen

this Court h

ccordingly,

T IS SO OR

ate: June 24

 

66 NC 
NG CASE 

dick has fai

nted to proc

has jurisdict

, the Court d

RDERED.   

4, 2014  

  

led to respo

ceed before 

tion under 2

dismisses th

           

 

 2  

ond or comp

a magistrat

28 U.S.C. §

his case wit

         _____
 Nath

Unit

ply with the

te judge and

§ 636(c).   

thout prejud

_________
hanael M. C
ted States M

e Court’s or

d defendant

dice.   

__________
Cousins 
Magistrate J

rders.  Beca

t has not be

____   

Judge 

 

ause 

een 


