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IN THE UNITED STATESDISTRICT COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF NEW MEXICO

BILL VAL VASQUEZ,
Plaintiff,
VS. NoCV 17-01257JCH/GJF
WARDEN BETTY JUDD,
ALL SECURITY and MEDICAL STAFF,

Defendants.

MEMORANDUM OPINION AND ORDER OF DISMISSAL

THIS MATTER is before the Court undéed. R. Civ. P. 41(bbn the Civil Rights
Complaint Pursuant to 42 U.S.C. § 1983 filed Rigintiff Bill Val Vasquez. (Doc. 1). The
Court will dismiss the Complaint without prejadifor failure to comply with 28 U.S.C. 8§ 1914
and 1915, failure to comply with Court ordeand failure to @secute this case.

Plaintiff, Bill Val Vasquez, filed this civrights proceeding under 42 U.S.C. § 1983 on
December 22, 2017. (Doc. 1). Plaintiff did npay the $400.00 filing fee or submit an
application to proceed without prepaymentfeds or costs pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1915. On
March 21, 2018, the Court ordered Plaintiff to ctines deficiency within 30 days by either
paying the $400.00 filing fee or submiig an application to proceed forma pauperis. (Doc.
12). The Order advised ahtiff that, if he failed to cure the deficiency within the 30-day time
period, the Court could dismiss this proceedinthout further notice. (Doc. 12 at 1). The Court
also sent Plaintiff the forms for submitting application under § 1915. (Doc. 12 at 1). More

than 30 days elapsed after entrytied Court’s Order to Cure Defency and Plaintiff did not pay
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the $400 filing fee, submit an applicationgmceed under § 1915, or otherwise respond to the
Court’s March 21, 2018 Order.

On May 1, 2018, the Court entered an OrieShow Cause. (Doc. 21). The Order
directed Plaintiff Riordan to show cause witRih days why the case should not be dismissed for
failure to comply with the Court's March 22018 Order. (Doc. 21 at 2). On May 17, 2018,
Vasquez sent a letter response to the Courhgettit numerous allegations of “cause” directed
to the merits of his § 1983 claims. (Doc. 24)he letter responsediinot address Vasquez’s
failure to pay the filing fee, failuréo submit an application to proceedforma pauperis, or
failure to comply with the Court’s Order to Cure Deficiency.

Under 28 U.S.C. 88 1914(a) and 1915(a), tberCis required collect the federal filing
fee from the Plaintiff or authorize Plaintiff toqmeed without prepayment of the fee. Plaintiff
has failed to either pay the $400.00 filing feesobmit an application to proceed under § 1915.
The Court ordered Vasquez to either pay thadiliee or submit an application to proceed under
§ 1915. The Court also provided Vasquez with8H©15 application form. (Doc. 12). Vasquez
did not pay the fee, file an ajpgation to proceed, or even pasd to the Court’'s Order. When
the Court ordered Vasquez to shoause why the case should not be dismissed for failure to pay
the fee, submit the application, or comply wille Court’'s Order, instéaof showing cause as
directed by the Court, he responded with #ddal argument on the merits of his claim¢Doc.

24). Vasquez has failed to comply witketrequirements of 28 U.S.C. 88 1914 and 1915, with
the Court’'s March 21, 2018 Order to Cure Defimiy, and with the Got's May 1, 2018 Order

to Show Cause.

* Over the course of this proceeding, Vasquez was able to submit 19 filings arguing his alleged
civil rights claims, but he completely ignored the Court’s concernedarsits March 21 and
May 1 Orders. See Doc. 2, 3,4, 6, 7, 8, 10, 11, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 22, 23, 24, 25.
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The Court may dismiss an action under FedCR. P. 41(b) for failure to prosecute, to
comply with the statutes or rules of civilggedure, or to comply with court orderSee Olsen v.
Mapes, 333 F.3d 1199, 1204, n. 3 (i@ir. 2003).Therefore, the Court will dismiss this civil
proceeding pursuant to Rule 41(b) for failureetonply with 28 U.S.C. 88 1914, 1915, failure to
comply with the Court’s Orders of March 22018 and May 1, 2018, ardilure to prosecute
this proceeding.

IT ISORDERED:

(1) the Motion to Amend Case (Doc. 6), twm for Cease and Desist Order (Doc. 7),
Motion to Amend Case (Doc. 15), and MotionAmend Case (Doc. 16) filed by Plaintiff Bill
Val Vasquez ar®ENIED as moot in light of theismissal of this case; and

(2) the Civil Rights Complaint Pursuant4@ U.S.C. § 1983 filedby Plaintiff Bill Val
Vasquez on December 22, 2017 (Doc. 1DiSMISSED without prejudice under Fed. R. Civ.
P. 41(b) for failure to prosecute or to cdynwith 28 U.S.C. 88 1914 and 1915 and with the

Court’s March 21, 2018 and May 1, 2018 Orders.

Ml . [

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE




