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SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the Middle District of Pennsylvania adopted a magistrate judge’s
Report and Recommendation and dismissed Frank Tufano’s civil complaint without prejudice for lack
of jurisdiction. The court directed the Clerk of Court to close the case.
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PROCEDURAL POSTURE The plaintiff objected to a magistrate judge's Report and
Recommendation recommending sua sponte dismissal without
prejudice for lack of jurisdiction. The district court reviewed the
objections and adopted the recommendation.

STANDARD OF REVIEW For timely objections to a magistrate judge's Report and
Recommendation, the district court must conduct a de novo
determination of the portions to which objection is made. The district
court may accept, reject, or modify the magistrate judge's findings or
recommendations in whole or in part.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the district court should adopt the magistrate judge's recommendation to dismiss the complaint
without prejudice for lack of jurisdiction.

2. What standard of review applies to timely objections to a magistrate judge's Report and
Recommendation.

HOLDINGS

1. The district court found no error in the magistrate judge's recommendation and adopted the Report and
Recommendation.

2. The complaint was dismissed without prejudice for lack of jurisdiction.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“If a party objects timely to a magistrate judge’s report and recommendation, the district court must ‘make a
de novo determination of those portions of the report or specified proposed findings or recommendations to
which objection is made.’”

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Frank Tufano filed a civil complaint alleging that numerous individuals and entities had conspired against him.
The complaint was dismissed without prejudice because the court lacked jurisdiction over the matter. The
opinion does not describe the underlying alleged conspiracy in further detail.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Tufano filed a civil complaint alleging that numerous individuals and entities conspired against him. Magistrate
Judge Leo A. Latella recommended sua sponte dismissal without prejudice for lack of jurisdiction. After Tufano
timely objected, the district court conducted the required review, found no error, adopted the Report and
Recommendation, dismissed the complaint without prejudice, and directed the Clerk to close the case.
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