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SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the District of Nevada adopted a magistrate judge’s Report and
Recommendation recommending dismissal of Tatiana Hamilton’s complaint with prejudice. The court
denied Hamilton’s motion to conceal or seal the case, holding that she failed to overcome the First
Amendment right of public access, and directed the Clerk to close the case.
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DISPOSITION dismissed

PROCEDURAL POSTURE The district court reviewed and adopted a magistrate judge's Report
and Recommendation recommending dismissal of Plaintiff's
Complaint with prejudice. Plaintiff filed no objections to the R&R but
filed a motion to conceal the case, which the court construed as a
motion to seal the case.

STANDARD OF REVIEW When no objections are filed to a magistrate judge's R&R, the district
court is not required to conduct review of issues not subject to
objection. If objections are filed to matters that may not be finally
determined by a magistrate judge, the district court must conduct de
novo review of the objected-to portions.

PRECEDENTIAL VALUE Unpublished district court order; precedential status is not identified in
the source.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the district court was required to review the magistrate judge's Report and Recommendation
when Plaintiff filed no objections.

2. Whether Plaintiff's motion to conceal, construed as a motion to seal the case, should be granted.

3. Whether Plaintiff's asserted lack of consent to civil or federal jurisdiction provided a basis to seal the
entire docket.

HOLDINGS

1. Because Plaintiff filed no objections to the R&R, the district court was not required to conduct review of
issues not made the subject of an objection and accepted and adopted the R&R in full.

2. The motion to conceal, construed as a motion to seal the case, was denied because Plaintiff supplied no
supporting authority and did not overcome the First Amendment right of public access to court dockets.

3. Plaintiff's assertion that she did not consent to civil or federal jurisdiction did not provide a basis to seal
the entire docket because she consented to the court's jurisdiction by filing the Complaint.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“Where a party fails to object, however, the Court is not required to conduct “any review at all . . . of any
issue that is not the subject of an objection.”” (1)

“Plaintiff does not overcome this right because the remedy of sealing the entire docket is not narrowly
tailored to achieving the goal of protecting information related to a “private equity matter.”” (2)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Plaintiff filed a federal Complaint against Tricon Residential and other defendants. After the magistrate judge
recommended dismissal with prejudice, Plaintiff did not file objections by the deadline. Plaintiff filed a motion
seeking to conceal the case from public platforms, asserting that it was a private equity matter and that she did
not consent to civil or federal jurisdiction.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Magistrate Judge Brenda N. Weksler issued an R&R recommending dismissal with prejudice and set January 2,
2026, as the deadline for objections. No objections were filed. Plaintiff instead moved to conceal the case from
public platforms, and the district court denied that motion, adopted the R&R in full, dismissed the Complaint
with prejudice, and directed the Clerk to close the case.
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