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SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the District of Oregon adopts a magistrate judge’s Findings and
Recommendation and dismisses Daniel A. Hughes’s action against the Portland Police Bureau and
other defendants for failure to prosecute. No objections were filed, and the court reviews and adopts
the recommendation.
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PROCEDURAL POSTURE District court review and adoption of a magistrate judge's findings and
recommendation recommending dismissal for failure to prosecute.

STANDARD OF REVIEW When no objections are filed to a magistrate judge's findings and
recommendation, no review is required under Thomas v. Arn, although
the district judge may review sua sponte under a de novo or other
standard. The Advisory Committee Notes to Federal Rule of Civil
Procedure 72(b) recommend review for clear error on the face of the
record.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. What standard, if any, governs district-court review of a magistrate judge's findings and recommendation
when no objections are filed?

2. Whether the action should be dismissed for failure to prosecute.

HOLDINGS

1. When no objections are filed to a magistrate judge's findings and recommendation, the Federal
Magistrates Act does not require district-court review, although the district judge may conduct sua
sponte review under a de novo or other standard.

2. The action is dismissed for failure to prosecute.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“Although no review is required in the absence of objections, the Magistrates Act “does not preclude further
review by the district judge[] sua sponte . . . under a de novo or any other standard.””

“The action is DISMISSED for failure to prosecute.”

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

The plaintiff's action was pending before the District of Oregon. The magistrate judge recommended dismissal
for failure to prosecute, and no party filed objections to that recommendation.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Magistrate Judge Mark D. Clarke issued findings and a recommendation recommending dismissal of the action
for failure to prosecute. No objections were filed. District Judge Ann Aiken adopted the findings and
recommendation and dismissed the action.
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