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SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the Eastern District of Texas adopts a magistrate judge’s report
and recommendation in Bradley Wayne Thomas’s 28 U.S.C. § 2254 habeas petition. The court
dismisses the case without prejudice for failure to prosecute or obey a court order after Thomas failed
to file objections.
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PROCEDURAL POSTURE Petitioner sought federal habeas relief under 28 U.S.C. § 2254. After
the magistrate judge recommended dismissal without prejudice for
failure to prosecute or obey a court order, and no objections were filed,
the district court adopted the recommendation and dismissed the case
without prejudice.

STANDARD OF REVIEW Because no objections were filed, the district court reviewed the
magistrate judge's recommendation for clear error, abuse of discretion,
and whether it was contrary to law; unobjected-to factual findings and
legal conclusions were subject to plain-error review on appeal.

PRECEDENTIAL VALUE unpublished district court order
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the magistrate judge's report and recommendation should be reviewed under the applicable
non-de novo standard because Thomas filed no objections.

2. Whether the case should be dismissed without prejudice for failure to prosecute or obey a court order.

HOLDINGS

1. A party who fails to object to a magistrate judge's report and recommendation is barred from de novo
review by the district judge and, except for plain error, from appellate review of unobjected-to factual
findings and legal conclusions accepted by the district court.

2. The case was properly dismissed without prejudice for failure to prosecute or obey a court order.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“Because no objections have been received, Petitioner is barred from de novo review by the District Judge of
the Magistrate Judge’s proposed findings, conclusions, and recommendations and, except upon grounds of
plain error, from appellate review of the unobjected-to factual findings and legal conclusions accepted and
adopted by the District Court.” (2)

“Accordingly, it is ORDERED that the Report and Recommendation (Docket No. 12) is ADOPTED as the
opinion of the District Court.” (2)

“It is further ORDERED that the above-captioned case is DISMISSED WITHOUT PREJUDICE.” (2)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Thomas filed a federal habeas petition challenging his 2023 Denton County, Texas conviction for assault family
violence causing bodily injury. He was not incarcerated and received the magistrate judge's report and
recommendation electronically, but did not file objections or otherwise comply with the relevant court
requirement.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Thomas filed an amended § 2254 petition challenging his 2023 Denton County, Texas conviction for assault
family violence causing bodily injury. The magistrate judge issued a report and recommendation on December 8,
2025, recommending dismissal without prejudice for failure to prosecute or obey a court order. Thomas received
the recommendation electronically but filed no objections, so the district court adopted it and dismissed the case
without prejudice.
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