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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
WESTERN DISTRICT OF WASHINGTON
AT TACOMA

RONALD HOLTZ,
Plaintiff,
V.

MARTHA KARR, MARVIN SPENCER,
SGT. BRASWELL, DANNY OTA, M.
JOURNEY, RICHARD ODEGARD,
PIERCE COUNTY, PIERCE COUNTY
SHERIFF DEPARTMENT, PAT KELLY,
VINCENT GOLDSMITH, MARY
SCOTT, SHARLA JAMES-
HUTCHISON,

Defendant.

This matter comes before the court on the Report and Recommendation of the Un
States Magistrate Judge Karen L. Stromborkt.(DO0) that Defendants’ Second Rule 12(b)(6
Motion to Dismiss for Failure to State a Claim (D8&®) should be denied as to plaintiff's Firs|
Amendment religious claims, and granted as éoréimainder of the claims. The parties werg

given until February 14, 2014 to file objectiori3kt. 100 at 12. On February 18, 2014, plain{
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filed his objections (Dkt. 103). Plaintiff's objgens are similar to tharguments he initially
presented to the magistratelge and are without merit.

The Court, having reviewed the Report &etommendation of United States Magist
Judge Karen L. Strombom (Dkt.100), and temaining record, does hereby find @RDER:

(2) Plaintiff's Objections (Dkt. 103) arwithout merit. The Report and
Recommendation iSDOPTED.

(2) Defendants’ Second Rule 12(b)(6) MotiomQsmiss for Failure to State a Clai
(Dkt. 90) isDENIED as to: First Amendment religiousaghs against defendant Pierce Coun
only.

(3) The remainder of Defendants’ Secdrdle 12(b)(6) Motion to Dismiss for
Failure to State a Claim (Dkt. 90)&RANTED. The remainder of plaintiff's claims are
DISMISSED with prejudice.

(4) Plaintiff’'s Motion to Supplement the Aemded Complaint (Dkt. 94), Motion for

Extension of Time (Dkt. 95), and ObjectionDefendant’s Motion to Dismiss (Dkt. 96) are

DENIED.
(5)  This matter iRE-REFERRED to Magistrate Judge Karen L. Strombom for
further proceedings.

The Clerk is directed to send uncertified cométhis Order to all counsel of record an
to any party appearing o se at said party’sast known address.

Dated this 18 day of March, 2014.

ol e

ROBERTJ.BRYAN
United States District Judge
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