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INTHE UNITED STATESDISTRICT COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF KANSAS

RONALD SATISH EMRIT,

Plaintiff,
V.
Case No. 17-2593-CM
KRISKOBACH, SECRETARY OF STATE
OF KANSAS, et al.,

Defendants.

N N N N N N N N N N N

MEMORANDUM AND ORDER

Plaintiff Ronald Satish Emrit brings this tem pro se, claiming vialtions of the Equa
Protection and Due Process Clausesyvell as Title VII of the @il Rights Act of 1964. Plaintiff's
claims center around his alleged exsibn from the primary and geiaé election babts in 2016. Theg
court granted plaintiff leave to proceed in forpauperis, and Magistrathudge Gerald L. Rushfelt
screened the case pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1f§2h(e Judge Rushfelt then issued a Report pnd
Recommendation (Doc. 8), recommendihgt this court dismiss plaintiff's action for failure to statg a
claim upon which relief may be graad. Judge Rushfelt thoroughly examined all of plaintiff's
submitted complaints (an original complaint, pw® amended complaints) and found that none of|the
complaints state a plausible case or controversy.

Plaintiff failed to timely object to the Regoand Recommendation. Judge Rushfelt advised
plaintiff that when a party fails to file obgtions within fourteendays of a Report and
Recommendation, no appellate review is allowed. Plaintiff filed a Notice of Appeal (Doc. 10), ut the

Tenth Circuit dismissed the appeal fack of jurisdiction (Doc. 13).
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The court has reviewed Judge Rushfelt'pdteand Recommendation and the complaints,
agrees that plaintiff has not stdta plausible case or controversiRegardless of the standard

review applied to Judge Rushfelt's Report @&ecommendation, the cowtould reach the sam

and

of

e

conclusion. See Summersv. Sate of Utah, 927 F.2d 1165, 1167 (10th Cir. 1991) (“[T]he district cqurt

is accorded considerable discretioith respect to the treatment of inatlenged magistrateports. In
the absence of timely objection, thetdict court may review a magiate’s report undeany standard
it deems appropriate.”).The court ADOPTS the Report and Rewoendation (Doc. 8) in full, an
dismisses this case for failure to state a claim.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED that the Report and Recommendation of Judge Rus
(Doc. 8) is adopted in full. The case is dismissed.

Dated this 13th day of FebryaR018, at Kansas City, Kansas.

g Carlos Murquia

CARLOSMURGUIA
United States District Judge

hfelt




