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IN THE UNITED STATESDISTRICT COURT
FOR THE SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF ILLINOIS

SEYONHAYWOOD, )

Plaintiff, ))
VS. )) CaseNo. 14-cv-01027-JPG-DGW
S A GODINEZ, et al., ))

Defendants. ))

: ) Consolidated with:

LAMONT NORWOOD, ))

Plaintiff, ))
VS. )) CaseNo. 15-cv-00035-JPG-PMF
S A GODINEZ, et al., ))

Defendants. ))

MEMORANDUM AND ORDER

This matter comes before the court on thedkeand Recommendation (‘R & R”) (Doc. 78) of
Magistrate Judge Donald G. Wdkson with regard to Plaintiff's Petition for Preliminary Injunctive
Relief (Doc. 46). The Plaintiff has stated thathes no objections to the R & R (Doc. 89) and the
Defendants have not filed any objections.

The Court may accept, reject or modify, in whole or in part, the findings or recommendations of
the magistrate judge in a report and recommendatiah.FEeCiv. P. 72(b)(3). The Court must revidev
novo the portions of the report to which objections arade. The Court has discretion to conduct a new
hearing and may consider the record before the stratg judge anew or receive any further evidence
deemed necessaryd. “If no objection or only partial objection imade, the district court judge reviews

those unobjected portions for clear errdohnson v. Zema Sys. Corp., 170 F.3d 734, 739 (7th Cir. 1999).
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The Court has received no objection to the Report and Recommendation. The Court has
reviewed the entire file and finds that the R & Rag clearly erroneous. Accordingly, the Court hereby
ADOPT S the Report and Recommendation in its entirety (Doc. 78p&dl ES Plaintiff's Petition for
Preliminary Injunctive Relief (Doc. 46).

IT ISSO ORDERED.

DATED: 6/1/2015
§/J. Phil Gilbert
J. PHIL GILBERT
DISTRICT JUDGE




