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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OHIO
WESTERN DIVISION

STEVEN SCHMIEDEBUSCH,
Case No. 3:10 CV 2024
Plaintiff,

-VS- MEMORANDUM OPINION
AND JUDGMENT

MALLINCKRODT, INC.,
Defendant.

KATZ, J.

Before the Court is the Report and Recommendation of the Magistrate Judge filed September [13,
2011 in the above-entitled actidonder the relevant statute:

Within ten days after beirgerved with a copy, any pgntnay serve and file written

objections to such proposed findings and recommendations as provided by rules of court.

A judge of the court shall make a de novo determination of those portions of the report or

specified proposed findings or recommendations to which objection is made.
28 U.S.C. 8 636(b)(1)(C) (1982). In this case, the ten-day period has elapsed and no objections have|been
filed. The failure to file written objections taMagistrate Judge's repomdrecommendation constitutes a

waiver of a_ denovodetermination by the district court of an issue covered in the report. Thomas V28rn

F.2d 813 (6th Cir. 1984) affirmed74 U.S. 140 (1985); sééited States v. Walter§38 F.2d 947 (6th Cir.

1981).
The Court has reviewed the Magistrate Judge's Report and Recommendation, and adopts thaft
Report and Recommendation in its entirety. Defendant’'s motion for summary judgment is granted. ([Doc.
No. 14). Case closed.
IT IS SO ORDERED.
S/David A. Katz

DAVID A. KATZ
U. S. DISTRICT JUDGE

Dockets.Justia.com


http://dockets.justia.com/docket/ohio/ohndce/3:2010cv02024/168694/
http://docs.justia.com/cases/federal/district-courts/ohio/ohndce/3:2010cv02024/168694/24/
http://dockets.justia.com/

