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UNITED STATESDISTRICT COURT
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF OHIO
WESTERN DIVISION

ROSEMARY GOINS :  Case No. 1I9-cv-390

Plaintiff, :Judge Timothy S. Black

Magistrate Judg8tephanie K. Bowman

VS.
BURLINGTON COAT FACTORY,

Defendant

DECISION AND ENTRY
ADOPTING THE REPORT AND RECOMMENDATION
OF THE UNITED STATESMAGISTRATE JUDGE (Doc. 15) AND
TERMINATING THISCASE IN THIS COURT

This case is before the Court pursuant to the Order of General Refardshuiged
StatedMagistrate Judg8tephanie K. Bowman. Pursuant to such reference, the
Magistrate Judge reviewed the pleadings filed with this Cawlt @nFebruary25, 2020,
submitted a Report and Recommendation. (6k. Plaintiff Rosemary Goins filed
timely objections on March 10, 2020. (Doc. 16). Defendant BurlinGtmat Factory
filed a response to Plaintiff's objections on March 16, 2020. (Doc. 17).

Plaintiff's objections are not wethken. The Report and Recommendation
correctly finds that Plaintiff failetb achieve timely service on Defendant and that the
Complaint (Doc. 3) fails to state any claim upon which relief carréetgd. (Doc. 15 at
2-4). Plaintiff, in herobjections doesnot identify any errors in the Report and

Recommendatida analysis, but simply disagreith the Magistrate Judge’s finding

that the case should be dismissed. (Doc. 16 atlig. Court agrees with the Magistrate
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Judge’s analysis and recommendation that this case be didmiss
As required by 28 U.S.C. 8§ 636(b) and Fed. R. Civ. P. 72(b), the Court has
reviewed the comprehensive findings of the Magistrate Judijearsideredle novo
all of the filings in this matterUpon consideration of éhforegoing, the Court does
determine that Plaintiff's objections (Doc. 16) should be and asbh&VERRULED,
andthe Court does determine that the Report and Recommen{ladornl5) should be
and is herebADOPTED in its entirety.
Accordingly, for the reasons stated above:
1) Plaintiff’'s motion for default judgment (Doc. 11)¥ENIED.
2) Pursuant to 28 U.S.C. 88 1915(e)(2)(B) and 1915A(bRMintiff’'s complaint
(Doc. 3) isDISMISSED without pre udice for afailureto achieve timely
service and failure to state any claim as a matter of law.
3) The Court certifies pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1915(a)(3) that an appea of thi
Order would not be taken in good faith and therefore Plaintiff is ddeave

to appealn forma pauperisin the Court of Appeals.

4) The Clerk shall enter judgment accordingly, whereupon thisisas
TERMINATED from the docket of this Court.

IT ISSO ORDERED.
Date: 8/28/2020 /s Timothy S. Black

Timothy S. Black
United States District Judt




