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SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the Eastern District of California adopted the magistrate judge’s
February 11, 2025 findings and recommendations after no objections were filed. The court dismissed
the plaintiff’s complaint without leave to amend and directed the Clerk of Court to close the case.
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PROCEDURAL POSTURE The district court reviewed a magistrate judge's findings and
recommendations after no party filed objections, adopted them,
dismissed the complaint without leave to amend, and directed the clerk
to close the case.

STANDARD OF REVIEW The district court presumed the magistrate judge's findings of fact
correct because no objections were filed and reviewed the magistrate
judge's conclusions of law de novo.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED



1. Whether the district court should adopt the magistrate judge's findings and recommendations when no
objections were filed.

2. Whether the complaint should be dismissed without leave to amend.

HOLDINGS

1. The district court adopted the magistrate judge's findings and recommendations after finding them
supported by the record and proper analysis.

2. The complaint was dismissed without leave to amend.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“The magistrate judge’s conclusions of law are reviewed de novo.” (1)

“Having reviewed the file, the court finds the findings and recommendations to be supported by the record
and by the proper analysis.” (1)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

The order does not recite substantive facts concerning the parties' underlying dispute. It addresses only the
magistrate judge's findings and recommendations and the absence of objections from the parties.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

On February 11, 2025, the magistrate judge filed findings and recommendations and served them on the parties
with notice of a fourteen-day objection period. No objections were filed. The district court presumed the factual
findings correct, reviewed the legal conclusions de novo, adopted the findings and recommendations, dismissed
the complaint without leave to amend, and closed the case.
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