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INTHE UNITED STATESDISTRICT COURT
FOR THE MIDDLE DISTRICT OF TENNESSEE
COLUMBIA DIVISION

RITA WARFIELD
Plaintiff,

Case No. 1:17-cv-102
Chief Judge Crenshaw/ Frensley

V.

NANCY A.BERRYHILL, Acting
Commissioner of the Social Security
Administration,

Defendant.

N N N N N N N N N

REPORT AND RECOMMENDATION

Pending before the Court is the Defendant’s Motion to Show Cause Why This Complaint
Should Not Be Dismissed Pursuant To Rule 41(b) of the Federal Rules of Civil ihreadedcket
No. 15. For the reasons stated herein, the undersigned recommends that the Defendantx Mot
GRANTED and that the Plaintiff's complaint should be dismissed.

Plaintiff filed this Social Securit¢omplairt pro se on November 20, 2017. Dockiet 1.
Plaintiff's application to proceeith forma pauperiswas Granted and the matter weferredto the
undersigned tentera schedulingrder formanagementf the case. Dockédo. 4. On March 29,
2018, the undersignezhteredan Order directing Platiff to file a Motion for Judgmerttased o
the Administrative Record and accompanying memoranidusapport of the motion within 28
days of the entry of the Order. Docket No. 14. Plaintiff failed to file her MotidriMemorandum
per the terms of this Cot's Order.

On May 25, 2018, the Defendant filed the instant motion for show cause based upon
Plaintiff's failure to comply with this Court’s Order dated March 29, 2018. Docket 1$.

Plaintiff has not responded to Defendant’s Motion.
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Based on Plaintiff's failure to comply with the Order in this case directing Hée toer
Motion for Judgment on the Record as well as the failure to respond to the instant motion, the
undersigned recommends that Defendant’s Motion (DocketlB) be GRANTED and that the
Plaintiffs Complaint be dismissed.

Under Rule 72(b) of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, any party has foudeelays
after service of this Report and Recommendation in which to file any writteniohgetd this
Recommendation with the District Court. Any party opposing said objectiothfiaba fourteen
(14) days after service of any objections filed to this Report in which to fileemppnse to said
objections. Failure to file specific objections within fimen (14) days of service of this Report
and Recommendation can constitute a waiver of further appeal of this Recommen&a&on.
Thomasv. Arn, 474 U.S. 140, 106 S.Ct. 466, 88 L. Ed. 2d 435 (19@h6)g denied, 474 U.S. 1111

(1986): 28 U.S.C§ 636(b)(1); Fed. R. Civ. P. 72.
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JEFFERY S. FRENSLEY
U. S. Magistrate Judge




