L.A. v. Mitchell et al Doc. 54

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
MIDDLE DISTRICT OF TENNESSEE
NASHVILLE DIVISION

L.A., an adjudicated ‘adult ward’ )
under court-appointed conservatorship, )
by appointed co-conservator, )
BRENDA ENNIS, )
)
Plaintiff, )
)
V. ) No. 3:12-00810
) Judge Sharp
BELINDA MITCHELL, et al., )
)
Defendants. )
ORDER

Pending before the Court are several motions to dismiss filed on behalf of Defendants.
Magistrate Judge Bryant has entered a RepaitRecommendation (Docket No. 52) in which he
recommends that the Motions to Dismiss be g@nbut only to the extent that they challenge
Petitioner Ennis’s standing to sue on behalf of LD¥espite being specifically advised in the R &
R that any objection needed to be filed within fean days, and that tlailure to file specific
objections within that period could constitute aiwea of any further ppeal of the R & R, no
objections have been filed.

Having undertaken thée novo review required by Rule 72 of the Federal Rules of Civil
Procedure, and having fully considered the reeod filings in this case, the Court agrees with
Magistrate Judge Bryant's recommended disposition. Accordingly, the Court rules as follows:

(1) The R & R (Docket No. 52) is hereby ACCEPTED and APPROVED,;

(2) The Motions to Dismiss (Docket N34, 37, 43, 47 & 49) are hereby GRANTED, but

only to the extent that they challenge Petitioner Ennis’s standing to sue on L.A.’s behalf;
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(3) The Verified Petition (Docket No. 2) lsereby DISMISSED, but said dismissal is
WITHOUT PREJUDICE to the underlying claims of L.A.

The Clerk of the Court shall enter judgmenaatordance with Rule 58 of the Federal Rules
of Civil Procedure.

Itis SO ORDERED.

‘IQWAH S\W\p

KEVIN H. SHARP
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE




