Willing v. Williams et al.
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UNITED STATESDISTRICT COURT
DISTRICT OF NEVADA
NICHOLAS JAMES WILLING, Case No0.2:14-cv-01194RFB-CWH
Petitioner
ORDER
V.
BRIAN E. WILLIAMS, SR, et al,

Respondents

This action is &etition for awrit of HabeasCorpus pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 22%#ougl
Petitioner Nicholas James Willing is represented by counsel, he has filed severaédtsqun

se, including one styled a “Notice” and another styled an “Implied’ Nétibat state that he h

filed a faderal whistleblower actioECF Nas. 99, 100) Respondents have filed mot&to strike

both document{ECF Ncs. 101,109.

A party who is represented by counsel cannot file pleadings or any other docproesg
without leave of the courD. Nev. Cv. R. A 11-6(a). Respondents alswotethat the “notices
appear to be completely irrelevant to Willing’'s habeas petition. AccordiRggpondent

motions aregranted, and thpro se documents shall be stricken as fugitive documents.
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IT ISTHEREFORE ORDERED that Respondents’ Mtion to Strike Notice (ECF No|.
101) and Motion to t8ike Implied Notice (ECF No. 104) a@RANTED.
IT ISFURTHER ORDERED thatthe following fugitive documents filed etitioner{
Inquiry Notice (ECF No. 99); “ImpliedNotice (ECF No. 100); responseMmtion toStrike (ECK
No. 103); opposition td/otion to Extend Tme (ECF No. 105); opposition tdotion to Strike
(ECF No. 106); and second response tatibh toStrike (ECF No. 107) arSTRICKEN.
IT ISFURTHER ORDERED that Respondents’ Motidior Enlargement oTime to filg
their answer to the petition (ECF No. 102/GRANTED. Respondentshallfile their answer @

or before September 23, 2020.

Dated:August 6, 2020

Richhfd-E_Betﬂiware, Il

U.S. District Judge




