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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF ARIZONA

Imran Ahmad Jamali, No. CV-13-01054-PHX-GMS
Plaintiff, ORDER

Stephanie Danica Low, et al.,

Defendats.

Pending before the Couarre Plaintiff's Motion to Quder a Property Seizure tg
Satisfy a Default Judgment (Doc. 206), Mo to Add Collection to Default Judgment
(Doc. 235), Motion to Order Judgment/Debfudgment against Defendant Adair (Dog.
236) and United States Matyate Judge John Z. Beyd Report and Recommendation
(“R&R”) (Doc. 237). The R&R recommendsahthe Court grant two of the Motion$
(Docs. 206, 236) and deny the third Motioro(D 235). Doc. 237 at 6. The Magistrate
Judge advised the parties thia¢y had fourteen days tdef objections to the R&R and
that failure to file timely objections could lw®nsidered a waiver dhe right to obtain
review of the R&R.Id. at 7 (citing Fed. RCiv. P. 72(b);United Sates v. Reyna-Tapia,
328 F.3d 1114, 1121 (9th Cir. 2003)).

The parties did not file objections, whicelieves the Court of its obligation t(
review the R&R. See Reyna-Tapia, 328 F.3d at 112Ifhomasv. Arn, 474 U.S. 140, 149

=4

(1985) (“[Section 636(b)(1)] does not . . . require any review at all . . . of any issue that i

not the subject of an objection.”); Fed. RvCP. 72(b)(3) (“Thedistrict judge must
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determine de novo any part of the magistjadge’s disposition that has been prope

objected to.”). The Court has nonethelemsgewed the R&R and finds that it is wellt

taken. The Court will accept the R&R as indicated abdse 28 U.S.C. § 636(b)(1)
(stating that the district court “may accept, reject, or modify, in whole or in part,
findings or recommendations made by the msiagie”); Fed. R. Civ. P. 72(b)(3) (“Theg
district judge may accept, reject, or modifle recommended dispositi; receive further
evidence; or return the matter to thegistrate judge with instructions.”).

IT ISORDERED:

1. MagistrateludgeJohnZ. Boyle’'s R&R (Doc. 237) isccepted.

2. Plaintiff's Motion to Order aProperty Seizure to Satisfy a Defau
Judgment (Doc. 206) and Motion to Orderdgment/Debtor to Taover Property (Doc.
236) areGRANTED and Plaintiff is directed to fila proposed writ of execution for th¢
Clerk of Court’s signature.

3. Plaintiff's Motion to Add Collection to Defauljudgment (Doc. 235) is
DENIED.

Dated this 1st dagf October, 2015.

Honorable G. Murra Snow
United States District Jue

the
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