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UNITED STATESDISTRICT COURT
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF OHIO
EASTERN DIVISION

ROCHELEHITTLE, et al.,
Case No. 2:15-cv-2295
Plaintiffs, JUDGE GREGORY L. FROST
Magistrate Judge Elizabeth P. Deavers
V.

WAL-MART STORESEAST,LP, et al.,
Defendants.

ORDER

This matter is before the Court for coresigtion of the Magistta Judge’s Report and
Recommendation (“R&R”) dated October 2018. (ECF No. 19.) In that filing, the
Magistrate Judge recommended that the Cademy Plaintiffs’ motion to remand. (ECF No.
8.)

The R&R advised the partiesath “[i]f any party seeks regw by the District Judge of
this [R&R], it may, within fourteen (14) daykle and serve on all paes objections to the
[R&R], specifically designating th [R&R], and the part in ggstion, as well as the basis for
objection.” (ECF No. 19, at PAGEID # 99t(ng 28 U.S.C. § 636(b)(1); Fed. R. Civ. P.
72(b)).) The R&R specifically advised the pastithat the failure to object to the [R&R] will
result in a waiver of the right e novareview by the District Judgand waiver of the right
to appeal the judgment of the District Courtld. ((citing Pfahler v. Nat'| Latex Prod. Cop
517 F.3d 816, 829 (6th Cir. 2007) addited States v. Sullivad31 F.3d 976, 984 (6th Cir.

2005)).)
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The Court has reviewed the R&R. Notingttho objections have been filed, and that
the time period for filing objeatns has expired, the Court herddp OPTS AND
AFFIRM S the R&R (ECF No. 19) anDENI ES Plaintiffs’ motion to remand (ECF No. 8).

ITISSO ORDERED.
/sl Gregory L. Frost

GREGORY L. FROST
UNITED STATESDISTRICT JUDGE




