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SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the District of Oregon reviews a magistrate judge’s findings and
recommendation in a habeas action where no party filed objections. Finding no clear error on the face
of the record, the court adopts the findings and recommendation and denies Robert Vincent Clark’s
petition for a writ of habeas corpus.
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PROCEDURAL POSTURE Petitioner sought federal habeas corpus relief under 28 U.S.C. § 2254.
After the magistrate judge recommended denial, no party filed
objections, and the district court reviewed the findings and
recommendation for clear error.

STANDARD OF REVIEW When no timely objections are filed to a magistrate judge's findings
and recommendation, the court reviews the findings and
recommendation for clear error on the face of the record; no review is
required in the absence of objections, although the district judge may
review sua sponte under de novo or another standard.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. What standard of review applies to a magistrate judge's findings and recommendation when no timely
objections are filed?

2. Whether the magistrate judge's recommendation to deny the habeas petition should be adopted.

HOLDINGS

1. When no timely objections are filed, the district court reviews the magistrate judge's findings and
recommendation for clear error on the face of the record.

2. The court adopted the magistrate judge's findings and recommendation and denied Clark's petition for a
writ of habeas corpus.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“A district court judge may “accept, reject, or modify, in whole or in part, the findings or recommendations
made by the magistrate judge.””

“Because no party in this case has made objections to the F&R, the Court reviews the F&R for clear error on
the face of the record.”

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

The opinion concerns Robert Vincent Clark's petition for a writ of habeas corpus. The magistrate judge
recommended that the petition be denied, and no party objected by the deadline. The district court found no clear
error in the findings and recommendation and denied the petition.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

United States Magistrate Judge Youlee Yim You issued findings and a recommendation on March 3, 2026,
recommending denial of the habeas petition. Objections were due March 30, 2026, but none were filed. The
district court reviewed the findings and recommendation for clear error on the face of the record, found no clear
error, adopted the recommendation, and denied the petition.
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