
JAMES LINLOR,

Plaintiff,

V.

MICHAEL POLSON

Defendant.

IN THE UNITED STATESDISTRICT COURT

FORTHE EASTERNDISTRICT OF VIRGINIA

AlexandriaDivision

Civil Action No. l:17-cv-0013(AJT/JFA)

ORDER

On December6, 2017,the MagistrateJudgeissuedhis ProposedFindingsof Factand

Recommendations[Doc. No. 223] with respectto Plaintiffs DispositiveMotion to Determine

Spoliationof Evidenceand AppropriateSanctions[Doc. No. 210] (theMotion"). On December

19, 2017,Plaintiff filed Plaintiffs Motion for Appealto Findingsof Fact(JudicialNoticeof

Spoliation)[Doc. No. 240](the"Objections"),which the Courthasconstruedasobjectionsto the

MagistrateJudge'sProposedFindingsofFact andRecommendationspursuantto Fed. R. Civ. P.

72(b)(2). OnJanuary3, 2018,Defendantfiled his Memorandumof Law in Oppositionto

Plaintiffs Motion for Appeal to Findingof Fact (Judicial Noticeof Spoliation)[Doc. No. 260]

("Opposition").

In the Objections,Plaintiff makesvariousallegationsagainstDefendant,non-party

TransportationSecurityAdministration("TSA"), and TSAmanagerWilliam Whetsellrelatedto

their duty to preserveevidence.Specifically,Plaintiff objectsto the MagistrateJudge'sProposed

Findingsof FactandRecommendationson the groundsthat the MagistrateJudge'sanalysisdid

not consider:(1) the relevantcaselaw, (2) materialmisrepresentationsmadein court filings by
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Defendant and non-party Transportation Security Administration ("TSA"), and (3) the 

obligations of '·Spoil ators" to preserve evidence. 

The Court has reviewed de nova the record pertaining to Plainti ffs Objecti ons and fin ds 

that the Magistrate's proposed findings of fact arc full y supported by the record and refl ect its 

own fin dings based on that de nova review. It a lso concludes that the Magistrate Judge's 

recommendati ons refl ect the Court's own conclusions fo ll owing its de novo review of the 

Objecti ons as the appropriate disposition of Plainti ff's Moti on. For these reasons, the Court 

adopts and incorporates by re ference herein the Magistrate Judge's Proposed Findings of Fact 

and Recommendati ons [Doc. No. 223]. Accordingly, it is hereby 

ORDERED that Plaintifr s Moti on fo r Appeal to Findings o f Fact (Judicial Noti ce of 

Spoli ati on) [Doc. No. 240] be, and the same hereby are, DENIED and the objections contained 

therein OVERRULED; and it is further 

ORDERED that Plaintiff's Dispositi ve Motion to Determine Spoli ati on of Evidence and 

Appropri ate Sanctions [Doc. No. 2 1 OJ be and the same hereby is, DENIED. 

The Clerk is directed to forward copies o f this Order to all counsel o f record and to the 

pro se Plainti ff. 

Alexandria, Vi rginia 
February I , 2018 


