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LLC, et al.
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SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the District of Oregon adopted a magistrate judge’s Findings and
Recommendation in full. The court denied Plaintiffs’ motion to remand the putative class action to
state court after conducting de novo review of their objections.
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DISPOSITION other

PROCEDURAL POSTURE Plaintiffs objected to a magistrate judge's Findings and
Recommendation recommending denial of their motion to remand the
action to state court. The district court conducted de novo review and
ruled on the objections and motion to remand.

STANDARD OF REVIEW De novo review of the magistrate judge's Findings and
Recommendation to which objections were filed.

PRECEDENTIAL VALUE unpublished district court order
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the magistrate judge's Findings and Recommendation recommending denial of Plaintiffs'
motion to remand should be adopted after de novo review.

2. Whether Plaintiffs' motion to remand the action to state court should be granted.

HOLDINGS

1. After de novo review, the district court found no error in the Findings and Recommendation and adopted
it in full.

2. Plaintiffs' Motion to Remand to State Court was denied.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“The Court finds no error and concludes the report is correct.” (1)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

The action was pending in federal court after removal from state court, and Plaintiffs sought remand to state
court. The magistrate judge recommended denying the motion to remand. The district court reviewed the
recommendation and the parties' filings and found no error.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Magistrate Judge Amy E. Potter recommended denying Plaintiffs' motion to remand to state court. Plaintiffs filed
objections, Defendants responded, and the district court reviewed the Findings and Recommendation de novo
under 28 U.S.C. § 636(b)(1)(B) and Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 72. The district court found no error,
adopted the Findings and Recommendation in full, and denied the motion to remand.
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