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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

FOR THE DISTRICT OF OREGON

CONTROL SOLUTIONS, INC.
Plaintiff, No. 3:15-w-00748-KK
V.

MICRODAQ.COM, INC., and
DOES 110, ORDER

Defendants.

HERNANDEZ, District Judge:

Magistrate JudgPapakissued &indings and Recommendation [27] on July 30, 2015, in
which he recommends that this Court grant Defendants’ Motion to DismisBIgififf’ s
complaint for lack of personal jurisdictiomhe matter is now before me pursuant to 28 U.S.C. §
636(b)(1)(B) and Federal Rule of Civitdtedure 72(b).

Because no objections to the Magistrate Judge's Findings and Recommendation were

timely filed, | am relieved of my obligation to review the recdedhovo. United States v.

ReynaTapig 328 F.3d 1114, 1121 (9th Cir. 2003) (en basegalsoUnited States v. Bernhardt

840 F.2d 1441, 1444 (9th Cir. 1988gfovo review required only for portions of Magistrate
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Judge's report to which objections have been made). Having reviewed the legalgsaecipl
novo, | find no eror.
CONCLUSION
The CourtADOPTSMagistrate JudgPapaks Findings & Recommendation [27], and
therefore Defendants Motion to Dismiss [17] Plaintif6 complaint is granted

IT 1S SO ORDERED.

DATED this J day of A/‘fl g/MQJ(_ , 2015,

M/b\,m %/MMMA
MARCO A. HERNANDEZ \
United States District Judge
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