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SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the District of South Carolina adopts the magistrate judge’s
Report and Recommendation and summarily dismisses Rebecca Theresa Kalfa’s action against
Shellpoint Mortgage Servicing and other defendants. The court finds that the complaint and amended
complaint contain insufficient factual allegations and fail to establish a cognizable claim for relief.
Dismissal is without further leave to amend and without issuance and service of process.
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PROCEDURAL POSTURE Plaintiff filed a pro se amended complaint. A magistrate judge
recommended summary dismissal because the pleadings contained
few factual allegations, failed to connect the cited authorities to the
asserted claims, and failed to establish a cognizable claim for relief.
Plaintiff filed no objections. The district court reviewed the
recommendation for clear error, accepted it, and summarily dismissed
the action without further leave to amend and without issuance and
service of process.

STANDARD OF REVIEW In the absence of a timely specific objection to a magistrate judge's
Report and Recommendation, the district court reviews the
recommendation for clear error rather than conducting de novo review.



PRECEDENTIAL VALUE nonprecedential
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. What standard of review applies when a party files no objections to a magistrate judge's Report and
Recommendation?

2. Whether the magistrate judge's recommendation to summarily dismiss the action should be accepted.

3. Whether the action should be dismissed without further leave to amend and without issuance and service
of process.

HOLDINGS

1. When no timely objection is filed, the district court need not conduct de novo review and instead must
satisfy itself that there is no clear error on the face of the record before accepting the magistrate judge's
recommendation.

2. The action was properly summarily dismissed because the Complaint and Amended Complaint
contained insufficient factual allegations, failed to explain how the cited authorities applied to the
claims, and failed to establish a cognizable claim for relief.

3. The case was dismissed without further leave to amend and without issuance and service of process.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“contain very few factual allegations; fail to explain how the cited cases, statutes, constitutional provisions,
and court rules apply to the claims asserted; and fail to establish a claim for relief that is cognizable in this
Court.” (Doc. 18 at 9)

“The recommendation has no presumptive weight, and the responsibility to make a final determination
remains with the Court.” (at 1)

“in the absence of a timely filed objection, a district court need not conduct a de novo review, but instead
must only satisfy itself that there is no clear error on the face of the record in order to accept the
recommendation” (at 1)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND



Plaintiff initiated a pro se action against Shellpoint Mortgage Servicing and the other named defendants. Her
Complaint and Amended Complaint contained very few factual allegations and cited cases, statutes,
constitutional provisions, and court rules without explaining their applicability to her claims. The pleadings did
not establish a claim for relief cognizable in the district court.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

The Clerk docketed Plaintiff's pro se Complaint on October 14, 2025. After an order directing Plaintiff to bring
the case into proper form, Plaintiff filed an Amended Complaint on December 8, 2025. Magistrate Judge
William S. Brown issued a Report and Recommendation on December 23, 2025, recommending summary
dismissal. Plaintiff did not object, and the district court accepted the recommendation after reviewing the record
for clear error.

DISPOSITION

dismissed
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