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SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the District of Nevada adopted a magistrate judge’s Report and
Recommendation because no objections were filed by the deadline. The court dismissed the action for
the plaintiff’s failure to file an amended complaint and directed the Clerk of Court to close the case.

CASE DETAILS

COURT United States District Court for the District of Nevada

WRITING FOR THE COURT Gloria M. Navarro

JURISDICTION United States District Court for the District of Nevada

DECIDED November 24, 2025

DOCKET 2:24-cv-00769-GMN-BNW

DISPOSITION dismissed

PROCEDURAL POSTURE The district court considered a magistrate judge's report and
recommendation recommending dismissal after Plaintiff failed to file
an amended complaint by the court-ordered deadline.

STANDARD OF REVIEW When objections are filed to a magistrate judge's report and
recommendation concerning matters that may not be finally
determined by the magistrate judge, the district court conducts a de
novo review of the objected-to portions. When no objections are filed,
the district court is not required to conduct any review of issues not
subject to objection.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the district court should review the magistrate judge's report and recommendation despite the
absence of objections.

2. Whether the action should be dismissed for Plaintiff's failure to file an amended complaint by the court-
ordered deadline.

HOLDINGS

1. When no party objects to a magistrate judge's report and recommendation, the district court is not
required to conduct review of issues that are not the subject of an objection.

2. Dismissal of the action was warranted because Plaintiff failed to file an amended complaint by the court-
ordered deadline.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“Where a party fails to object, however, the Court is not required to conduct “any review at all . . . of any
issue that is not the subject of an objection.”” (at 1)

“IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that this case is DISMISSED for failure to file an amended complaint by the
court-ordered deadline.” (at 2)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Plaintiff was required by court order to file an amended complaint by a specified deadline. Plaintiff did not file
the amended complaint by that deadline, and did not file objections to the magistrate judge's report and
recommendation recommending dismissal. The district court therefore adopted the recommendation and
dismissed the action.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Magistrate Judge Brenda Weksler issued a report and recommendation recommending dismissal for Plaintiff's
failure to file an amended complaint by the court-ordered deadline. No objections were filed by the October 29,
2025 deadline. The district court adopted the report and recommendation in full, dismissed the action, and
directed the Clerk to close the case.

DISPOSITION

dismissed

CASES CITED

Thomas v. Arn, 474 U.S. 140, 149 (1985)

United States v. Reyna-Tapia, 328 F.3d 1114, 1122 (9th Cir. 2003)

Retrieved from lawtools.ai · https://lawtools.ai/cases/state/united-states-district-court-for-the-district-of-nevada-united-states-district-court-
for-the-distric/2025/brit-f-augborne-v-metro-police-officer-connor-malone-et-al-7041csu6


