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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA 

 

WILLIE BOLDEN, 

Plaintiff, 

v. 
 

O. ARANA, 

Defendant. 
 

Case No. 17-cv-05607-PJH    
 
 
ORDER 

 

 

 

This is a civil rights case brought pro se by a state prisoner under 42 U.S.C. § 

1983.  Defendant has filed a motion for summary judgment and plaintiff filed an 

opposition.  The court previously stayed discovery and denied plaintiff’s motion to compel 

without prejudice because it was not relevant to the issue raised in the summary 

judgment motion with respect to defendant. 

Plaintiff alleges that defendant Arana searched his cell and confiscated several 

items.  Plaintiff stated he would file an administrative grievance if the items were not 

returned and he alleges that defendant responded, “I’ll get you for that.”  Plaintiff states 

that he was found not guilty at a disciplinary hearing, but defendant had the verdict 

changed to guilty in retaliation for plaintiff’s grievance. 

Defendant argues that he did not perform any cell search of plaintiff’s cell, does 

not know plaintiff, and was not working in that housing block in the prison for the entire 

month when the incident occurred.  Defendant contends that his name was erroneously 

placed in a prison report identifying him as the correctional officer at issue.  The prison 

official who prepared the report confirms it was a mistake.  However, the prison official 

who prepared the report has failed to identify the appropriate correctional officer, nor has 
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