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SUMMARY

The United States Magistrate Judge recommends dismissing Tyleek Rayquaun Johnson’s 42 U.S.C. §
1983 action with prejudice for failure to prosecute under Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 41(b). The
recommendation is based on Johnson’s failure to respond to the defendants’ motion for summary
judgment, motion to seal, and subsequent court order, and it states that the motion to seal should be
denied as moot if the recommendation is adopted.

CASE DETAILS

COURT United States District Court for the District of South Carolina

WRITING FOR THE COURT Kaymani D. West

JURISDICTION United States District Court for the District of South Carolina

DECIDED March 30, 2026

DOCKET 5:25-3379-JDA-KDW

DISPOSITION other

PROCEDURAL POSTURE Report and recommendation on Defendants' unopposed motion for
summary judgment and motion to seal in a 42 U.S.C. § 1983 action.

STANDARD OF REVIEW For a Rule 41(b) dismissal for failure to prosecute, the court balances
the policy favoring decisions on the merits against sound judicial
administration by considering the plaintiff's responsibility for the
failure to prosecute, prejudice to the defendant from delay, the history
of delay, and the effectiveness of lesser sanctions. A district judge
reviewing an unobjected-to report and recommendation need only
determine whether there is clear error on the face of the record.

PRECEDENTIAL VALUE nonprecedential report and recommendation
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the action should be dismissed with prejudice for failure to prosecute under Federal Rule of
Civil Procedure 41(b) after Plaintiff failed to respond to Defendants' motions and court orders.

2. Whether Defendants' motion to seal should be denied as moot if the action is dismissed.

HOLDINGS

1. The magistrate judge recommended that the action be dismissed with prejudice under Federal Rule of
Civil Procedure 41(b) because Plaintiff failed to respond to Defendants' motion for summary judgment,
failed to respond to the court's subsequent order, and appeared to have abandoned the action.

2. If the district court adopted the recommendation to dismiss the action, Defendants' motion to seal should
be denied as moot.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“In so doing, the court must weigh: 1) plaintiffs responsibility for failure to prosecute, 2) prejudice to
defendant from delay, 3) history of delay, and 4) effectiveness of lesser sanctions.”

“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.’”

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Plaintiff, proceeding pro se, brought a § 1983 action alleging violations of his constitutional rights. Defendants
filed a motion for summary judgment and a motion to seal, but Plaintiff did not respond to either motion despite
receiving a Roseboro warning and a later order directing him to respond and advising that dismissal with
prejudice could result. Plaintiff's last filing was a notice of change of address filed on October 10, 2025.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Plaintiff filed this § 1983 action on April 22, 2025. Defendants moved for summary judgment and to seal
documents. After Plaintiff failed to respond, the court issued a Roseboro warning and later directed him to advise
whether he wished to continue and to respond by March 19, 2026. Plaintiff filed nothing in response, and the
magistrate judge recommended dismissal with prejudice for failure to prosecute under Federal Rule of Civil
Procedure 41(b), with the motion to seal denied as moot if the recommendation were adopted.
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