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reau of Prisons et al Dog¢.

INTHE UNITED STATESDISTRICT COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF ARIZONA

Elsia Michelle Gree No. CV-17-02034-PHX-DLR
Plaintiff, ORDER

V.

Federal Bureau of Prisons, Behavioral

Systems Southwest dorporated, Steven

Doran, and David Brue,

Defendants.

Before the Court is Plaintiff Elsia Mielle Greer’'s complaint and United Stateg
Magistrate Judge Eileen Blillet's Report and Recommendati¢“R&R”). (Docs. 1, 6.)
The R&R recommends that the @bdismiss the action withoyorejudice for failure to
timely serve Defendant Brue accordance with Feeral Rule of Civil Procedure 4(m)
The R&R states thathe Court directed service ddefendant and ordered Plaintif
complete and return a servicecpat to the Clerk of Court #hin twenty-one days of its
order. Plaintiff failed to do so As part of this order, ehCourt warned Plaintiff that
failure to timely serve Defendantay result in dismissal of éhaction. Subsequently, thg
Court issued an order diredjirPlaintiff to show cause whthis action should not be
dismissed without prejudice fdailure to timely serve. Rintiff failed to respond.

Thereafter, the Magistrate Judge advisedpdrties that they dafourteen days to

file objections to the R&R and dh failure to file timely objetions could be considered ;
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waiver of the right to obtain review of the R&F&ee United Sates v. Reyna-Tapia, 328
F.3d 1114, 1121 (9th Cir0R3). Plaintiff did not file objections, which relieves the
Court of its obligation to review the R&RSee Reyna-Tapia, 328 F.3d at 112Ifhomas
v. Arn, 474 U.S. 140, 149 (198%)Section 636(b)(1)] does mo . . require any review at
all . . . of any issue that is not the subjectaaf objection.”); FedR. Civ. P. 72(b)(3)
(“The district judge must determine dsovo any part of th magistrate judge’s
disposition that has been pmty objected to.”). The @urt has nonetheless reviewed th
R&R and finds that it is well-taken. €&hCourt will accept the R&R and dismiss th
complaint without prejdice for failure to timely effect service.See 28 U.S.C. §
636(b)(1) (stating that the district court &y accept, reject, or modify, in whole or i
part, the findings or recommendations madehgymagistrate”); FedR. Civ. P. 72(b)(3)
(“The district judge may accept, reject, modify the recommended disposition; receiy
further evidence; or return the matter te thagistrate judge with instructions.”).

IT 1SORDERED that Magistrate Judg#illett's R&R (Doc. 6) iSACCEPTED.
Plaintiff's complaint (Doc. 1) i®ISMISSED without prejudice. Ta Clerk of the Court
shall terminate this case.

Dated this 14th day of February, 2018.
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