IN THE UN...:D ST/ s DISTRIC . COURT
FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF NORTH CAROLINA
WESTERN DIVISION
Case No. 5:24-CV-00080-M-RN

ROBERT JOL._.°’H MORGAN,
Plaintiff,

V. ORDER

CITY OF RALEIGH, BRITTANY WOODS

HOMEOWNERS ASSOCIATION, INC., and
LAYDEN PEARCE,

Defendants.

This matter comes before the court on the Memorandum and Recommendation (“M&R”)
issued by United States Magistrate Judge Robert T. Numbers, II. [DE 51]. After conducting a
review of the pending motions, Judge Numbers recommends that the court grant Defendants’
Motions to Dismiss [DE 5, 11, 21] and deny Plaintiff’s Motion for Injunction [DE 10]. He
instructed the parties to file any written objection to the M&R within fourteen days of service.
[DE 51 at 15]. On December 5, 2024, thirty-four days after the M&R was filed, Plaintift filed an
objection to the M&R. [DE 50]. This matter is now ripe for consideration.

A magistrate judge’s recommendation carries no presumptive weight. FElijah v. Dunbar,
66 F.4th 454, 459 (4th Cir. 2023). The court “may accept, reject, or modify, in whole or in part,
the . . . recommendation[ ] . . . receive further evidence or recommit the matter to the magistrate
judge with instructions.” 28 U.S.C. § 636(b)(1); accord Mathews v. Weber, <=7 U = 261, 271
(1976). The court “shall make a de novo determination of those portions of the report or specified
proposed findings or recommendations to which objection is made.” Id. Absent a specific and

timely objection, the court reviews only for “clear error” and need not give any explanation for
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Defendants’ Motions to Dismiss [DE 5, 11. 21] are GRANTED and Plaintiff’s Motion for

Injunction [DE 10] is DENIED.

SO ORDERED this _ lay of January, 2025.

RICHARD E. MYERS 11
CHIEF UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE



