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SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the District of South Carolina adopted a magistrate judge’s Report
and Recommendation and dismissed the plaintiff’s civil rights action with prejudice for failure to
prosecute under Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 41(b). The court found no clear error and noted that
the plaintiff had not responded to the summary judgment motion, complied with court instructions, or
filed objections to the Report.
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PROCEDURAL POSTURE The district court reviewed a magistrate judge’s Report and
Recommendation recommending dismissal with prejudice for failure
to prosecute after Plaintiff failed to respond to Defendants’ motion for
summary judgment and failed to comply with court instructions.

STANDARD OF REVIEW When no specific objections are filed to a magistrate judge’s Report
and Recommendation, the district court reviews the recommendation
for clear error rather than conducting de novo review.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the district court should review the magistrate judge’s Report and Recommendation for clear
error in the absence of specific objections.

2. Whether the action should be dismissed with prejudice for failure to prosecute under Federal Rule of
Civil Procedure 41(b).

HOLDINGS

1. In the absence of specific objections, the district court reviews a magistrate judge’s Report and
Recommendation for clear error rather than conducting de novo review.

2. The action may be dismissed with prejudice for failure to prosecute under Federal Rule of Civil
Procedure 41(b) when the plaintiff fails to respond to a motion and fails to comply with court
instructions.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“The recommendation has no presumptive weight, and the responsibility to make a final determination
remains with this Court.” (at 1)

“Finding none, the Court agrees with the Magistrate Judge for the reasons set forth in her Report, that this
action against Defendants should be dismissed with prejudice for failure to prosecute, pursuant to Rule
41(b).” (at 2)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Plaintiff failed to respond to Defendants’ motion for summary judgment and failed to comply with the court’s
instructions. The magistrate judge’s Report and Recommendation was returned as undeliverable, and Plaintiff
did not file objections. The district court concluded that Plaintiff had failed to keep the court advised of a change
of address.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

United States Magistrate Judge Kaymani D. West issued a Report and Recommendation on December 1, 2025,
recommending dismissal with prejudice under Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 41(b). The Report advised the
parties of their right to object, but Plaintiff filed no objections, and the Report was later returned as
undeliverable. The district court reviewed the Report for clear error, found none, adopted it, and dismissed the
action with prejudice.
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