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UNITED STATESDISTRICT COURT

DISTRICT OF NEVADA

JEFFREY R. DRYDEN

Plaintiff, 2:13-cv-01896RCJIPAL

VS.

ORDER
ANDREA E. BAREFIELD

Defendant
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Plaintiff Jeffrey Drydensued Defendant Andrea Barefieidpro sein this Gourt for
various constitutional violations. The Magistrate Judge granted the motion to protarech
pauperis andscreenedhe Complaint, dismissing with leave to amend. Plaintiff filed two
versions of the Amended Complaint, and the Magistrate Judge screeseddite more
detailed, versionDefendanfiled amotion to dismiss A response was due on January 2, 2015.
The Qurt adopted théagistrateJudges Report and Recommendatiahsmissing all claims,
exceptonedue process claimThe Qurt granted a timely stipulation to extend the time to
respond to the motion to dismiss to January 8, 2®18intiff filed a futher amended versioof

the Gmplaint, which the Magistrate Judge struck for lack of leave to filel#intiff’ s response
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to the motion to dismiss twentysix days late as of this writing?laintiff hasconsented to the
grantof the motion by failing to oppose itSee Local R. 72(d).
CONCLUSION
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED thathe Motion to Dismiss (ECF No. 11) is GRANTED.
IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the Clerk shall enter judgment and clesease.
IT IS SO ORDERED.

Dated this 10th day of February, 2015.
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