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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
EASTERN DISTRICTOF MICHIGAN
SOUTHERN DIVISION

TAFT R. LEWIS,

Plaintiff, Caséa\o. 14-cv-13146
Hon. Matthew F. Leitman
V.

CITY OF ROMULUSet al,

Defendants.
/

ORDER (1) ADOPTING REPORT AND RECOMMENDATION (ECF #81);
AND (2) DISMISSING PLAINTIFF 'S CLAIMS AGAINST DEFENDANT
TERESA SMITH WITHOUT PREJUDICE

On September 2, 2015, Magistratedge Elizabeth A. @iffford issued a
Report and Recommendation (“R&R”) recommdeng that the Court dismiss the
claims that Plaintiff TafR. Lewis (“Lewis”) has broughagainst Defendant Teresa
Smith (“Smith”) due to Lewis’s failure tserve Smith with his Complaint or his
First Amended Complaint (the “R&R”).SeeECF #81.

The R&R stated that the parties abubbject to and seek review of the
recommendation within fourteen daysSeg idat 2-3, Pg. ID 488-489.) The R&R

further advised that “[fliling objections wth raise some issudsut fail to raise

! The Magistrate Judge had previouslguisd an Order to Show Cause, requiring
Lewis to show cause why his claims against Smith should not be dismissed due to
his failure to serve Smith (the “Show Cause Order3eeeCF #75.) Smith did

not respond to the Show Cause Ord&eeR&R at 1, Pg. ID 488.)
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others with specificity will not preservdl abjections that party might have to this
Report and Recommendation.ld(at 2, Pg. ID 488.)

No party has objected to the R&R atie time to file such objections has
expired. Failure to fil®bjections to the R&R waives any further right to appeal.
SeeHoward v. Sec'y of Health and Human Ser982 F.2d 505 (6th Cir. 1991);
Smith v. Detroit Fed'n of Teachers Local 2829 F.2d 1370, 1373 (6th Cir. 1987).
Likewise, the failure to object to the Miatrate Judge’s R&R releases the Court
from its duty to independdy review the matter.See Thomas v. Ard,74 U.S.
140, 149 (1985). The Counts nevertheless reviewdtk R&R and agrees with
the findings and conclusions of the Magistrate Judge.

Therefore, IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the Magistrate Judge's
September 2, 2015, Report aRdcommendation (ECF #81) AOOPTED as the
Opinion of this Court.IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, for the reasons stated in
the R&R, that Lewis’s claims agnst Defendant Teresa Smith &ESMISSED
WITHOUT PREJUDICE .

s/MatthewF. L eitman

MATTHEW F. LEITMAN
UNITEDSTATESDISTRICT JUDGE

Dated: October 8, 2015



| hereby certify that a copy of thieregoing document was served upon the
parties and/or counsel of record ont@er 8, 2015, by electronic means and/or
ordinary mail.

s/HollyA. Monda
Case Manager
(313)234-5113




