UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE DISTRICT OF NEVADA

Bernard May v. Clark County

May v. Clark County - No. 2:25-cv-01673-CDS-MDC - Decided December 23, 2025

SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the District of Nevada accepts a magistrate judge’s report and

recommendation and dismisses Bernard May’s civil action against Clark County without prejudice.

The dismissal followed May’s failure to submit a compliant prisoner in forma pauperis application,

provide the required trust-account statement, pay the filing fee, or object to the report and

recommendation. The court relied on Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 41(b) and applicable Ninth

Circuit precedent.
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The district court reviewed a magistrate judge's report and
recommendation recommending dismissal of an inmate's civil action
for failure to comply with an order requiring submission of a proper
prisoner in forma pauperis application and trust-account statement or

payment of the filing fee.

When no specific written objections are filed to a magistrate judge's
report and recommendation, no review is required; the court
nevertheless accepted and adopted the report and recommendation in
full. Dismissal for failure to comply with a court order is authorized
under Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 41(b).

unpublished district court order; precedential status unknown
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the district court was required to review the magistrate judge's report and recommendation

when May filed no objections.

2. Whether dismissal without prejudice was proper because May failed to comply with the order requiring

a proper prisoner in forma pauperis application, trust-account statement, or payment of the filing fee.

HOLDINGS

1. No review of the magistrate judge's report and recommendation was required because May filed no

specific written objections and did not request additional time.

2. Dismissal without prejudice was proper because May failed to comply with the order requiring him to

submit a proper prisoner IFP application and certified trust-account statement or pay the filing fee.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“no review is required of a magistrate judge’s report and recommendation unless objections are filed.” (at 1)

“A party’s failure to comply with a court order constitutes grounds for dismissal under Federal Rule of Civil
Procedure 41(b.” (at 2)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Bernard May, an inmate in Nevada Department of Corrections custody, filed a civil action against Clark County
with an application to proceed in forma pauperis. After the magistrate judge denied the application, May was
ordered to submit the proper prisoner IFP form and a certified six-month trust-account statement or pay the filing
fee. May missed the deadline, did not submit the required materials or payment, and did not object to the

resulting report and recommendation.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

May filed a complaint and an application to proceed in forma pauperis. The magistrate judge denied the
application and ordered May to submit the court-approved prisoner IFP form and trust-account statement or pay
the filing fee by November 3, 2025, warning that noncompliance would result in dismissal without prejudice.
May did neither and did not object to the magistrate judge's report and recommendation by the December 17,
2025 deadline. The district court accepted the report and recommendation in full and dismissed the action
without prejudice.
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