UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE WESTERN DISTRICT OF
MICHIGAN, SOUTHERN DIVISION

Nevin P. Cooper-Keel v. Jeremy Baier, et al.

Cooper-Keel - No. 1:24-cv-1235 - Decided March 24, 2026

SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the Western District of Michigan denied Nevin P. Cooper-Keel’s

objections to a Magistrate Judge’s Report and Recommendation and adopted the recommendation as

the court’s opinion. The court granted Defendant Carter Woodwyk’s motion for judgment on the

pleadings, closed the case, and certified that an appeal would not be taken in good faith.

CASE DETAILS

COURT

WRITING FOR THE COURT

JURISDICTION

DECIDED

DOCKET

DISPOSITION

PROCEDURAL POSTURE

STANDARD OF REVIEW

PRECEDENTIAL VALUE

PARTIES

TOPICS

motion for judgment on the pleadings

United States District Court for the Western District of Michigan,
Southern Division

Jane M. Beckering

United States District Court for the Western District of Michigan
March 24, 2026

1:24-cv-1235

other

Plaintiff objected to a magistrate judge's Report and Recommendation
recommending granting Defendant Woodwyk's motion for judgment
on the pleadings. The district court conducted de novo review of the
portions challenged in the objections, denied the objections, adopted

the Report and Recommendation, and granted the motion.

De novo review under 28 U.S.C. § 636(b)(1) and Federal Rule of Civil
Procedure 72(b)(3) of the portions of the Report and Recommendation

to which objections were made.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether Plaintiff's objections to the magistrate judge's Report and Recommendation warranted de novo

review and rejection of the recommendation.

2. Whether Defendant Woodwyk was entitled to judgment on the pleadings because Plaintiff failed to

plausibly allege malicious prosecution and due process claims.

HOLDINGS

1. Plaintiff's wholesale reiteration of his prior arguments did not identify any specific error in the

magistrate judge's analysis and was insufficient to require meaningful de novo review.

2. Defendant Woodwyk was entitled to judgment on the pleadings because Plaintiff failed to plausibly
allege either his malicious prosecution claim or his due process claim.
KEY QUOTATIONS

“Plaintiff states merely a “wholesale objection” to the Magistrate Judge’s conclusions, which is insufficient

for meaningful review by the Court.” (PagelD.427)

“In sum, Plaintiff’s objections do not reveal any error in the Magistrate Judge’s analysis.” (PagelD.427)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Plaintiff alleged malicious prosecution and due process violations based on a misdemeanor charge brought
against him and later dismissed. The action was brought against Jeremy Baier, an Allegan County assistant
prosecutor, and Carter Woodwyk, a Michigan Department of Natural Resources officer. Baier had already been

dismissed, and the remaining claims against Woodwyk were found not to have been plausibly alleged.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Cooper-Keel brought claims for malicious prosecution and due process violations arising from a dismissed
misdemeanor charge. Defendant Baier was dismissed previously. Defendant Woodwyk moved for judgment on
the pleadings, and the magistrate judge recommended granting the motion because neither claim was plausibly
alleged. The district court overruled Plaintiff's objections, adopted the Report and Recommendation, granted

judgment on the pleadings, and directed that the case be closed.
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