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Homeland Security

GRACE ALBANESE

Plaintiff,
VS.

FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATIONS

Defendant.

GRACE ALBANESE
Plaintiff,

VS.

LAS VEGAS METROPOLITAN POLICE
DEPARTMENT,

Defendant.

GRACE ALBANESE,

Plaintiff,
VS.

HOMELAND SECURITY,

Defendant.

GRACE ALBANESE,

Plaintiff,
VS.

LAS VEGAS METROPOLITAN POLICE
DEPARTMENT,

Defendant.

UNITED STATESDISTRICT COURT
DISTRICT OF NEVADA

* k%

Case No02:17cv-01871JAD-VCF

ORDER

Case No02:17cv-01872RFB-VCF

ORDER

Case N02:17<cv-01874RFB-VCF

ORDER

Case N02:17<cv-01896JCM-VCF

ORDER

On June 29, 2017, the Coussued aReport andRecommendation recommenditizat Plaintiff

GraceAlbanese be deemed a vexatious litigant and be prohibited from filing any doouitentt first
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obtaining leavefrom the Chief Judgen accordance with procedures outlined in fReport and
Recommendation (2:17€v-01599JAD-VCF, ECF No. 3. On July 7 and 11, 2017, Plaintiff filed fo
new applications to proceed forma pauperis. (2:17-cv-01871JAD-VCF, ECF No. 12:17cv-01872-
RFB-VCF, ECF No. 1;2:17cv-01874RFB-VCF, ECF No. 1;2:17cv-01896JCM-VCF, ECF No. 1).
The Court denied these applications without prejudice pending the outcome of the R
Recommendation.2(17cv-01871 ECF No. 3;2:17cv-01872 ECF No. 3; 2:1€v-01874, ECF No. 3
2:17¢v-01896, ECF No03). On July 27, 2017, the Court accepted the Report and Recommendat
deemed Plaintiff to be a vexatious litigant. (2cb#01599, ECF No. 7).

ACCORDINGLY, and for good cause shown,

IT IS ORDERED thatPlaintiff Grace Albanesbas until February 8, 2019 s®ek leave of th
Chief Judge of this @urt tofile these cases as outlined in fReport and RecommendatiorfSee 2:17-
cv-01599, ECF No. 5 at 167). Should no applicatidior leavebe filed by February 8, 2019, the Co
will recommend that these cases be dismissed with prejudice.

The Court notes thatraquest for leave was filed in one of these cases«2-01872, ECF No

4). However, the request will be denied in a separate order addressing the gefittbraequest.
NOTICE

UnderLocal Rule IB 31, any objection to thi©rdermust be in writig and filed with the Cler}
of the Court within 14 days. The Supreme Court has held that the courts of appeatermaindehat arn
appeal has been waived due to the failure to file objections within the specifiedseaomasv. Arn,
474 U.S. 140, 142 (1985 his circuit has ao held thafl) failure to file objections within the specifie
time and (2) failure to properly address and brief the objectionable wsiNss the right to appeal th

District Court’s order and/or appdaictual issues from the order of the District Couste Martinez v.
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Yist, 951 F.2d 1153, 1157 (9th Cir. 199B)itt v. Smi Valley United Sch. Dist., 708 F.2d 452, 454 (9th

Cir. 1983).

IT 1S SO ORDERED.

DATED this 7th day ofJanuary2019.

Q\M FERENBACH
WNITED STATES MAGISTRATE JUDGE




