
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF
OHIO, WESTERN DIVISION

Keith Hayden v. Clermont County OH, Clerk of Courts
Hayden · No. 1:25-cv-00794 · Decided December 22, 2025

SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the Southern District of Ohio adopted the Magistrate Judge’s
Report and Recommendation and dismissed Keith Hayden’s action with prejudice for want of
prosecution under Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 41(b). The court found that Hayden failed to
maintain a current address and did not timely object to the Report and Recommendation, and it denied
leave to appeal in forma pauperis after certifying that an appeal would not be taken in good faith.

CASE DETAILS
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DISPOSITION dismissed

PROCEDURAL POSTURE The district court reviewed a magistrate judge's Report and
Recommendation after no timely objections were filed and dismissed
the action with prejudice for failure to prosecute.

STANDARD OF REVIEW The district court considered the Report and Recommendation under
28 U.S.C. § 636(b)(1)(C); no objections were filed.

PRECEDENTIAL VALUE Unpublished district court order; precedential status is unknown.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the district court should adopt the magistrate judge's Report and Recommendation when
Plaintiff failed to file objections after notice was served at his last known address.

2. Whether Plaintiff's failure to maintain a current address constituted want of prosecution warranting
dismissal with prejudice under Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 41(b).

3. Whether an appeal would be taken in good faith for purposes of 28 U.S.C. § 1915(a).

HOLDINGS

1. A pro se litigant's failure to keep the court apprised of a current address, resulting in failure to timely
object to a properly mailed Report and Recommendation, demonstrates a lack of prosecution.

2. The action was dismissed with prejudice for want of prosecution under Federal Rule of Civil Procedure
41(b).

3. Leave to appeal in forma pauperis was denied because the Court certified that an appeal would not be
taken in good faith.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“Accordingly, it is ORDERED that the Report and Recommendation of the Magistrate Judge is hereby
ADOPTED, and this case is DISMISSED with prejudice for want of prosecution, pursuant to Fed. R. Civ. P.
41(b).” (at 1)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Plaintiff failed to keep the Court apprised of his current address. Notice of the magistrate judge's Report and
Recommendation was mailed to Plaintiff but returned because of his incorrect address. Plaintiff filed no
objections and thereby failed to prosecute the action.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

The magistrate judge issued a Report and Recommendation on December 4, 2025. Notice was served on
Plaintiff but returned because he had failed to provide the Court with his correct address. Plaintiff filed no
objections, and the district court adopted the Report and Recommendation, dismissed the case with prejudice for
want of prosecution, and denied leave to appeal in forma pauperis after certifying that an appeal would not be
taken in good faith.

DISPOSITION
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