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4 UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

5 DISTRICT OF NEVADA
l6

7

8 RANDAL N. W IIDEM AN,

9 Plaintiff, 3:10-cv-0l52-RCJ-RAM l

10 vs. ' '

1 1 HOW ARD SKOLNIK, I

Defendant.

1 3
Plaintiff Randal W iideman filed a complaint in Nevada State Court alleging violations

of his constitutional rights under 42 U.S.C. j 1983 which was dismissed for failure to state a claim

(docket //12), pursuant to the provisions of 28 U.S.C. j 1915. Plaintiff thtn moved to vacate the order

(docket //15) which was denied (docket //17). Plaintiff continues in his efforts to persuade the Court to
. :

reconsider its decision in that he has tiled a second motion to vacate (docktt #18). Those efforts are not

persuasive for the reasons previously stated and the motion shall be denitd.

IT IS THEREFOR.E ORDERED that Motion to Vacate Orders (docket #1 8) is

DENIED.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the Clerk shall not Gle any other documents in

this action save a properly submitted Notice of Appeal, which the Coul't would consider to be taktn
23

in bad faith.
24

DATED: January 14, 201 1
25 '

26 ITED STA S DISTRICT JUDGE

Wiideman v. Skolnik Doc. 19

Dockets.Justia.com

http://dockets.justia.com/docket/nevada/nvdce/3:2010cv00152/72232/
http://docs.justia.com/cases/federal/district-courts/nevada/nvdce/3:2010cv00152/72232/19/
http://dockets.justia.com/

