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

Fredrick Ledell Buford v. Jeffrey S. Getting, et al.
No. 1:25-CV-1657, United States District Court for the Western District of Michigan, Southern Division

(January 13, 2026)

SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the Western District of Michigan approved and adopted a
magistrate judge’s Report and Recommendation recommending dismissal of Plaintiff Fredrick Ledell
Buford’s complaint. The court dismissed the complaint for failure to state a claim under 28 U.S.C. §
1915(e)(2), found no good-faith basis for appeal, and closed the case.
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DISPOSITION dismissed

PROCEDURAL POSTURE The district court reviewed a magistrate judge's report and
recommendation recommending dismissal of Plaintiff's complaint
under 28 U.S.C. § 1915(e)(2), along with Plaintiff's objections, and
conducted de novo review of the objected-to matters.

STANDARD OF REVIEW De novo review of the portions of the magistrate judge's report and
recommendation to which a proper objection was made, including at
least a review of the evidence before the magistrate judge.

PRECEDENTIAL VALUE unpublished district court order

TOPICS

motions to dismiss civil rights civil procedure

PRACTICE AREAS



Civil procedure Civil rights

QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the district court should accept, reject, or modify the magistrate judge's report and
recommendation after de novo review of Plaintiff's objections.

2. Whether the complaint should be dismissed for failure to state a claim under 28 U.S.C. § 1915(e)(2).

3. Whether the plaintiff had a good-faith basis for appeal under 28 U.S.C. § 1915(a)(3).

HOLDINGS

1. When a party properly objects to portions of a magistrate judge's report and recommendation, the district
court must determine de novo the objected-to portions and may accept, reject, or modify the
recommended disposition.

2. The complaint failed to state a claim on which relief may be granted and was properly dismissed under
28 U.S.C. § 1915(e)(2).

3. The court found no good-faith basis for an appeal.

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

The opinion concerns a civil-rights complaint filed by Fredrick Ledell Buford against Jeffrey S. Getting and
other defendants. The magistrate judge reviewed the complaint and governing law and recommended dismissal
for failure to state a claim under 28 U.S.C. § 1915(e)(2). The district court found the recommendation factually
sound and legally correct and concluded that Plaintiff's objections did not meaningfully address the magistrate
judge's analysis.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Magistrate Judge Berens issued a report and recommendation recommending dismissal of the complaint for
failure to state a claim under the prisoner-screening statute. Plaintiff objected. The district court reviewed the
evidence, the report and recommendation, and the objections de novo, approved and adopted the
recommendation, dismissed the complaint, declined to find a good-faith basis for appeal, and closed the case.
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