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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF TEXAS

TYLER DIVISION

VICTOR VEGA, #1447025 §
VS. § CIVIL ACTION NO. 6:16¢cv573

TEXAS DEPARTMENT OFCRIMINAL §
JUSTICE, ET AL.

ORDER OF DISMISSAL

Plaintiff Victor Vegg an inmate confined at tidichaelUnit of the Texas prison system,
proceedingoro sg, filed the abovestyled and numbered civil rights lawspitrsuant to 42 U.S.C.
§ 1983 The complaint was referred to United States Magistrate JialgeD. Lovewho issued
a Report and Recommendation (Dkt) oncluding that the lawsuit should be dismisteedvant
of prosecution and failure to obey an orddvir. Vegahas filed objections (Dkt. #6).

On June 13, 2016, another prisoner, Steven Green filed a lawsuit pursdantis.C.
§ 1983,complaining about the prison system’s failure to compensate inmates for Vi#eek.
Green v. Texas Department of Criminal Justice, Civil Action No. 6:16¢cv503 (E.D. Tex.).Mr.
Vega among others, joined as a putativeRtaintiff in that case. The Court issued an Order in
that case, which is also docketed as docket entry #2 in the instant case, stvefiihg putative
co-Plaintiffs into individual cases and requiring each, includMg Vega to file his own
individual complaint and to either pay the $400 filing fee or a motion to procéeardna pauperis.

Mr. Vega never complied with the order; thus, the ReporRasdmmendation waissued

on October 14, 2016. In his objections, Megastateghat Mr. Green instructed everyone not
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to payaninitial partial filing fee because there would only be one filing fee anthitsuitwould
proceed as a class acticese Mr. Green’s motion to certify a class actitroweverwas denied
on October 24, 2016. Meover, hisawsuit was dismissebecause he failetb pay the initial
partial filing fee in his case.On November 14, 2016Jlagistrate Judge Lovissued an order
explairing the situatiormaboutMr. Green’s case to MKegaand gving him thirty additional days
to comply with the order The court has received an acknowledgment from Mr. Vega indicating
that he received the order on November 18, 2016, but heeltherresponded nor compliesith
the order. The case should thus be dismissed for want of prosecution and failure to obey .an order
The Report of the Magistrate Judge, which contains his proposed findings of fact and
recommendations for the disposition of such action, has been presented for caooisjcmndt
having made de novo review of the objections raised Mr. Vegato the Report, the court of
the opinion that the findings and conclusions of the Magistrate Judge are @rdddt, Vegds
objections are without merit. It is therefore
ORDERED that thecomplaintis DI SMSSED without prejudicdor want of prosecution
andfailure to obey an order of the court. Fed. R. Civ. P. 41(b); Rule 41, Local Rules for the

Eastern District of TexasAll motions not previously ruled on aRENIED.

So ORDERED and SIGNED this 9 day of January, 2017.

y/ A

Ron Clark, United States District Judge




