UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF
NEW YORK

Scott Rummler v. Jefferson County Emergency Medical Service

Rummler - No. 5:25-cv-1062 (BKS/CBF) - Decided March 26, 2026

SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the Northern District of New York adopted a magistrate judge’s
recommendation and dismissed Scott Rummler’s amended and second amended complaints under 28
U.S.C. § 1915(e)(2)(B) for failure to state a claim. The court concluded that Rummler had not
plausibly alleged municipal liability under Monell and directed the Clerk to enter judgment and close

the case.
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DISPOSITION dismissed

PROCEDURAL POSTURE On initial review of a pro se plaintiff's amended pleadings under 28

U.S.C. § 1915(e)(2), the district court reviewed a magistrate judge's
Report-Recommendation for clear error because no objections were
filed, adopted the recommendation, and dismissed the Amended

Complaint and Second Amended Complaint for failure to state a

claim.

STANDARD OF REVIEW Clear-error review of an unobjected-to magistrate judge's Report-
Recommendation.

PRECEDENTIAL VALUE unpublished
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the magistrate judge's recommendation to dismiss the Amended Complaint and Second

Amended Complaint for failure to state a claim should be adopted when the plaintiff filed no objections.

2. Whether the amended pleadings plausibly alleged municipal liability under Monell.

HOLDINGS

1. When no objections are filed to a magistrate judge's Report-Recommendation and the objection period

has expired, the district court reviews the recommendation for clear error.

2. The Amended Complaint and Second Amended Complaint failed to state a claim because they did not
plausibly allege municipal liability under Monell.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“Having reviewed the Report-Recommendation for clear error and found none, the Court adopts the
recommendation that the Amended Complaints be dismissed for failure to state a claim because Plaintiff has

failed to plausibly allege a claim of municipal liability under Monell.”

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Scott Rummler, proceeding pro se, brought a civil-rights action under 42 U.S.C. § 1983 against Jefferson County
Emergency Medical Service. The opinion does not describe the underlying events in detail, but concludes that
the pleadings did not plausibly allege municipal liability. Rummler filed an original complaint followed by an
Amended Complaint and a Second Amended Complaint.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Plaintiff filed a § 1983 complaint and sought in forma pauperis status. The magistrate judge granted IFP status
and recommended dismissal for failure to state a claim; the district court adopted that recommendation and
allowed amendment. Plaintiff then filed an Amended Complaint and a Second Amended Complaint. After
another initial review, the magistrate judge recommended dismissal because the pleadings failed to plausibly
allege municipal liability under Monell. Plaintiff filed no objections, so the district court reviewed the
recommendation for clear error, adopted it, dismissed both amended pleadings, directed entry of judgment, and

closed the case.
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