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IN THE UNI TED STATES DI STRI CT COURT
FOR THE SOUTHERN DI STRICT OF OH O
EASTERN DI VI SI ON

RI DI NG FI LMS, | NC.,
Plaintiff,
VS. Civil Action 2:13-cv-46
Judge Mar bl ey
Magi strate Judge King
JOHN DCES 129- 193,

Def endant s.

REPORT AND RECOVMMENDATI ON

This case was filed on January 16, 2013. Complaint , ECF 1. On
Septenber 6, 2013, plaintiff filed an anended conpl ai nt whi ch naned,
inter alios , Wade White as a defendant. Amended Complaint , ECF 15.
Plaintiff had until January 6, 2014 to denonstrate effective service
of process on all remaining defendants. Preliminary Pretrial Order :
ECF 29, p. 3; seealso Fed. R Cv. P. 4(m. On January 17, 2014, the
summons i ssued to defendant Wiite was returned unexecuted. ECF 42.
Plaintiff was ordered to show cause, no later than April 18, 2014, why
the clai ns agai nst defendant Wite should not be dism ssed, wthout
prejudice, for failure to effect tinmely service of process pursuant to
Fed. R CGv. P. 4.(m. Order, ECF 51. In response, plaintiff pointed
out that it had attenpted certified mail service on defendant Wite at
a new address. ECF 56, pp. 1-2. However, that service was al so

returned unexecut ed. ECF 60.
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Accordingly, it is RECOWENDED that the clains agai nst defendant
Wade White be dismissed for failure to tinely effect service of
process. See Fed. R Cv. P. 4.

If any party seeks review by the District Judge of this Report
and Recommendation , that party may, within fourteen (14) days, file
and serve on all parties objections to the Report and Recommendation :
specifically designating this Report and Recommendation , and the part
thereof in question, as well as the basis for objection thereto. 28
US.C 8 636(b)(1); Fed. R GCv. P. 72(b). Response to objections
must be filed within fourteen (14) days after being served with a copy
thereof. Fed. R Cv. P. 72(b).

The parties are specifically advised that failure to object to
t he Report and Recommendation will result in a waiver of the right to
de novo review by the District Judge and of the right to appeal the

decision of the District Court adopting the Reportand Recommendation.

See Thomas v. Arn , 474 U.S. 140 (1985); Smith v. Detroit Fed'n of
Teachers, Local 231 etc. , 829 F.2d 1370 (6th Cr. 1987); United States
v. Walters , 638 F.2d 947 (6th G r. 1981).

May 16, 2014 s/Norah McCann King

Norah MCann Ki ng
United States Magi strate Judge



