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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
DISTRICT OF SOUTH CAROLINA

Montez Barker, ) C/A No. 5:16-cv-03934-MGL-KDW
)
)
Petitioner, )

) ORDER

V. )
)
Warden Cartledge, )
)
Respondent. )
)

Petitioner, Montez Barker, & state prisoner who filed thpo se Petition for a writ
of habeas corpus pursuant to 28 U.§8X2254. On March 7, 2017, Respondent filed a
Return and Motion for Summary Judgment. ECF Nos. 17, 18. Because Petitioner is
proceeding pro se, the court entered an order pursuBnsdboro v. Garrison, 528 F.2d 309
(4th Cir. 1975), advising him of the importangesuch motions and of the need for him to
file adequate responses. ECB.N9. Petitioner was specificalfdvised that if he failed to
respond adequately, Respondent’s motion rbay granted, therebynding this case.
Notwithstanding the specific warning and instructions set forth in the c&ag&boro order
Petitioner has failed to respond to the Motiélawever, Petitioner filed two requests for
extensions, ECF Nos. 21, 24, which the cguanted, ECF Nos. 22, 25. In the most recent
order, Petitioner was granted until Juh@&, 2017, to respond. ECF No. 25. However,
Petitioner filed no Response. As such, it appdarthe court thalhe does not oppose the
Motion and wishes to abandon this action. Based on the foiggg®etitioner islirected to
advise the court whether he wishes to caminvith this case and to file a response to

Respondent’s Motion for Summary Judgment Aygust 10, 2017. Petitioner is further
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advised that if he fails teespond, this action will beecommended for dismissal with
prejudice for failure to prosecut&ee Davis v. Williams, 588 F.2d 69, 70 (4th Cir. 1978);
Fed. R. Civ. P. 41(b).

IT IS SO ORDERED.

July 11,2017 KaymaniD. West
Florence SouthCarolina United States Magistrate Judge



