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SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the Northern District of New York adopts a magistrate judge's
Report-Recommendation addressing Holly Jarvis's pro se civil-rights claims under 42 U.S.C. § 1983.
The court terminates the City of Syracuse Police Department as a defendant, deems Jarvis's amended
complaint operative, and recommits it to the magistrate judge for review under 28 U.S.C. § 1915(e).
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DISPOSITION remanded

PROCEDURAL POSTURE Plaintiff objected to a magistrate judge's report-recommendation
recommending dismissal without prejudice and with leave to amend,
and filed an amended complaint as of right. The district court reviewed
the objections, adopted the report-recommendation, terminated the
City of Syracuse Police Department as a party, deemed the amended
complaint operative, and recommitted the matter to the magistrate
judge for screening.

STANDARD OF REVIEW Specific objections to a magistrate judge's report-recommendation
receive de novo review under 28 U.S.C. § 636(b)(1); general,
conclusory, or repetitive objections are reviewed for clear error.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether Plaintiff's general and conclusory objections to the magistrate judge's report-recommendation
required de novo rather than clear-error review.

2. Whether the report-recommendation should be adopted despite Plaintiff's objections.

3. Whether Plaintiff's amended complaint filed as of right under Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 15(a)(1)
became the operative pleading and should be referred for screening.

4. Whether the City of Syracuse Police Department should remain a party to the action.

HOLDINGS

1. General and conclusory objections that merely repeat arguments presented to the magistrate judge are
reviewed for clear error rather than de novo.

2. An amended complaint filed as of right under Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 15(a)(1) is the operative
pleading and ordinarily supersedes the original complaint, but it must be separately reviewed for
pleading sufficiency.

3. The report-recommendation was properly adopted because the district court found no clear error.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“"It is well established that an amended complaint ordinarily supersedes the original, and renders it of no
legal effect."”

“"[I]n a pro se case, the court must view the submissions by a more lenient standard than that accorded to
'formal pleadings drafted by lawyers.'"”

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Holly Jarvis brought a pro se § 1983 action against police-related defendants based on alleged illegal search,
illegal seizure, excessive force, and retaliation for protected speech. She also sought to impose Monell liability
on the City of Syracuse Police Department. After the magistrate judge identified pleading deficiencies and
recommended dismissal with leave to amend, Jarvis filed general objections and an amended complaint that
changed some factual allegations, substituted Officer Matthewson for Officer Doe, and named the City of
Syracuse rather than its police department.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Jarvis filed a pro se action under 42 U.S.C. § 1983 alleging Fourth Amendment search, seizure, and excessive-
force violations, First Amendment retaliation, and Monell liability. Magistrate Judge Mitchell J. Katz
recommended dismissal without prejudice with leave to amend and dismissal of the City of Syracuse Police



Department. Jarvis filed general objections and an amended complaint as of right. The district court reviewed the
objections for clear error, found none, adopted the report-recommendation, terminated the police department as a
defendant, and referred the amended complaint back to the magistrate judge for review under 28 U.S.C. §
1915(e)(2)(B).

DISPOSITION

remanded

REMAND INSTRUCTIONS

The amended complaint is deemed the operative pleading and is referred to Magistrate Judge Katz for review of
its pleading sufficiency pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1915(e).
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