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SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the Middle District of North Carolina reviews and adopts a
magistrate judge’s recommendation because no party filed objections and the record presents no clear
error. The court denies Curtis Dillard Jr.’s motion for summary judgment as premature.
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DISPOSITION other

PROCEDURAL POSTURE The district court reviewed a magistrate judge's order and
recommendation recommending denial of Plaintiff's motion for
summary judgment as premature. No objections were filed.

STANDARD OF REVIEW When no objections are filed to a magistrate judge's recommendation,
the district court reviews the record for clear error on its face.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED



1. Whether the district court should adopt the magistrate judge's recommendation when no party filed
objections.

2. Whether Plaintiff's motion for summary judgment should be denied as premature.

HOLDINGS

1. When no objections are filed, the district court need only satisfy itself that there is no clear error on the
face of the record before accepting the recommendation.

2. Plaintiff's motion for summary judgment was denied as premature.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“Because there are no objections, the Court “must ‘only satisfy itself that there is no clear error on the face of
the record in order to accept the recommendation.’””

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Plaintiff Curtis Dillard, Jr. filed a motion for summary judgment. The magistrate judge recommended denying
the motion as premature. No party objected before the April 27, 2026 deadline.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Magistrate Judge JoAnna Gibson McFadden recommended denying Plaintiff's motion for summary judgment as
premature. After the objection deadline passed without objections, the district court reviewed the
recommendation for clear error, adopted it, and denied the motion.
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