Wickline

v. Colvin

IN THE UNITED STATESDISTRICT COURT
FOR THE SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF WEST VIRGINIA

CHARLESTON DIVISION

CONNIE ANN WICKLINE,

Plaintiff,

V. CIVILACTION NO. 2:12-cv-03523

CAROLYN W. COLVIN,
Acting Commissioner of Social Security,

Defendant.

MEMORANDUM OPINION AND ORDER

Before the Court is Plaintiff Connie ANickline’s Complaint seeking review of the
decision of the Acting Commissioner of Soci@ecurity (“Commissioner”) [ECF 2]. By
Standing Order entered September 2, 2010 andifiléds case on Jul®3, 2012, this action was
referred to former United States Magistrategki Mary E. Stanley fasubmission of proposed
findings and a recommendation (“PF & R”). @pril 8, 2013, this action, following Magistrate
Judge Stanley’s retirement, weasferred to Magistrate Judge Dmea L. Tinsley. Magistrate
Judge Tinsley filed his PF & R [ECF 16h August 16, 2013, recommending that this Court
affirm the final decision of #n Commissioner and dismiss tmstter from the Court’s docket.

The Court is not required toview, under a de novo or anyhet standard, the factual or

legal conclusions of the magistrate judge athtse portions of the findings or recommendation
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to whichno objectims are adassed. Thomasv. Arn, 474 U.S. 18, 150 (198). Failureto file
timely dbjections castitutes avaiver of denovo reviev and the Etitioner’s right to appel this
Court's Order. 28U.S.C. § 68(b)(1); see also Shyder v. Ridenour, 889 F.2 1363, 136 (4th
Cir. 198); United States v. Schronce, 727F .2d 91, 4 (4th Cir. 984). In adlition, thisCourt
need notonduct ade novo revew when garty “makes general ad conclusoy objectiors that
do not direct the Court to a specific error in te magistrée's propoed findings and
recomnendations.” Orpiano v. Johnson, 687 F.2d 44,47 (4th Gr. 1982). Objectionsto the
August 16, 2013 FF & R in this case werelue on Sptember 3,2013. To d@te, no objetions
have ben filed.

Accordingly,the CourtADOPTS the PF & R [ECF 15],AFFIRM S the final decison of
the Canmissioner,DISMISSES the Compaint [ECF 2], and DIRECTS the Clerk to renove
this casdrom the @urt's docke.

IT 1SSO ORDERED.

The CourtDIRECT Sthe Clerk to sed a copy & this Orderto counsebf record anl any
unrepresnted party.

ENTER: Septenber 9, 2013

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE



