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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
EASTERN DISTRICTOF MICHIGAN
SOUTHERN DIVISION
CHRISTOPHER ROBINSON,
Plaintiff,

Civil CaseNo. 14-11987
V. HonorabléindaV. Parker

STEPHEN ANDREWS, et al.,

Defendants.
/

OPINION AND ORDER ADOPTI NG MAGISTRATE JUDGE'S
SEPTEMBER 11, 2015 REPORT & REEOMMENDATION [ECF NO. 128]
AND DENYING PLAINTIFF'S MOTION FOR AN FBI INVESTIGATION

AND INJUNCTIVE RELIEF [ECF NO. 124]

On May 19, 2014, Plaintiff commenc#us action against Defendants
pursuant to 42 U.S.C. § 1983. Plaintifflsims against Defendants arise from his
arrest for an alleged parolelation, the revocation diis parole, and events that
occurred after he was re-paroled inyW2011. The matter kebeen referred to
Magistrate Judge Michel Hluchaniuk falt pretrial matters. (ECF No. 40.)

On July 9, 2015, Plaintiff filed a matn requesting an FBI investigation and
injunctive relief related talleged misconduct by Mhigan Department of
Corrections (“MDOC”) prison officials anddministrative staff. (ECF No. 124.).
Specifically, Plaintiff contends that hisdihas been threatened and he has been

harassed since filing this lawsuitid(at 1.) Aside from Mihigan Parole Board
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member Anthony King-- who is not namasd a defendant in the pending lawsuit--
Plaintiff does not identify any of theipon officials or administrative staff
engaged in the alleged misconduct inrhition. Defendantsave not filed a
response to Plaintiff's motion.

On September 11, 2015, Magistrateldge Hluchaniuk issued an R&R in
which he recommends that the Court degintiff's motion. (ECF No. 128.)
Magistrate Judge Hluchaniuk first indicates that Plaintiff's request for an FBI
investigation is not a remedy the Court can ordhd. at 2.) Next, Magistrate
Judge Hluchaniuk evaluates the factors ralev@determining whether Plaintiff is
entitled to the injunctive relief he requestid. @t 3-5.) He concludes that Plaintiff
has not shown that he is entitled to such relied.) (

At the conclusion of the R&R, Magjrate Judge Hluchaniuk informs the
parties that they must file any objectidnghe R&R within fourteen days of
service. [d. at 5-6.) He further specificallydaises the parties that “[f]ailure to
file specific objections constitutes a waivdrany further right to appeal.”ld. at
5.) Neither party has filed objections to the R&R.

The Court has carefully reviewed tR&R and concurs with the conclusions
reached by Magistrate Judge Hluchaniuk. Most notably, in his motion, Plaintiff

complains of conduct unrelated to thdgect matter of this lawsuit and the
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conduct does not appear to have beenmodted by any of the individuals named
as defendants in this lawsuit. T@eurt therefore adopts Magistrate Judge
Hluchaniuk’s September 12015 Report and Recommendation.
Accordingly,
IT IS ORDERED that Plaintiff's motion for an FBI criminal investigation
and injunctive relief (ECF No. 124) BENIED.
gLindaV. Parker

LNDA V. PARKER
US. DISTRICT JUDGE

Dated: October 21, 2015

| hereby certify that a copy of the fg@ng document was mailed to counsel of
record and/or pro se parties on thise@®ctober 21, 2015, by electronic and/or
U.S. First Class mail.

¢ Richard Loury
Gase Manager




