UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF

WEST VIRGINIA

Peter Machlup v. Lucas Johnson

Machlup - No. 2:25-cv-00619 - Decided March 6, 2026

SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the Southern District of West Virginia adopts a magistrate judge's

proposed findings and recommendation in a 42 U.S.C. § 1983 action alleging a Fourth Amendment

violation. Because no objections were filed, the court dismisses the action with prejudice and strikes it

from the docket.
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Plaintiff brought a civil-rights action under 42 U.S.C. § 1983 alleging
a violation of his Fourth Amendment rights. After a magistrate judge
recommended dismissal with prejudice, no objections were filed, and
the district court adopted the proposed findings and recommendation

and dismissed the action.

When no timely objections are made to a magistrate judge's proposed
findings and recommendation, the district court is not required to
conduct de novo review of the unobjected-to factual or legal
conclusions. General and conclusory objections that do not identify a

specific error likewise do not require de novo review.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the district court was required to conduct de novo review of the magistrate judge's proposed

findings and recommendation when no objections were filed.

2. Whether the magistrate judge's recommendation should be adopted and the § 1983 action dismissed with

prejudice.

HOLDINGS

1. A district court is not required to conduct de novo or other review of the factual or legal conclusions in
portions of a magistrate judge's proposed findings and recommendation to which no timely objections

are made.
2. Failure to file timely objections waives de novo review and the right to appeal the district court's order.

3. The court adopted the PF&R and dismissed the civil action with prejudice, striking it from the docket.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“The Court is not required to review, under de novo or any other standard, the factual or legal conclusions of
the magistrate judge as to those portions of the findings or recommendation to which no objections are

addressed.”

“Accordingly, the Court ADOPTS the PF&R, (ECF No. 7), and ORDERS that this case be DISMISSED and
STRICKEN from the docket of this Court.”

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Plaintiff Peter Machlup filed a civil action seeking relief under 42 U.S.C. § 1983 based on an alleged violation of
his Fourth Amendment rights. The opinion does not provide additional substantive facts concerning the alleged
constitutional violation because the case was resolved after Plaintiff failed to object to the magistrate judge's

recommendation of dismissal.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

The action was referred to Magistrate Judge Dwane L. Tinsley for proposed findings and a recommendation. The
magistrate judge recommended dismissal with prejudice on February 12, 2026. Plaintiff's objections were due
March 2, 2026, but none were filed; the district court therefore adopted the recommendation, dismissed the case,

and struck it from the docket.
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