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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF SOUTH CAROLINA
ORANGEBURG DIVISION

Perry Drake Gilmore, Civil Action No. 5:18-cv-202-CMC-KDW

Plaintiff,
VS. ORDER

Lieutenant Grealin FragieLieutenant Jones;
Joshua Silva; Antonio Gilyard; Officer

Jenkins; Lt. Miller;and Bryan Stirling,

Defendants.

Plaintiff Perry Drake Gilmore broughthis action against Defendants alleging
constitutional violations related his treatment while confined laieber Correctional Institution
ECF No. 33. This matter is before the courtRiaintiff’'s motion for a preliminary injunction
alleging he is “not being provided with accessaiw” in order to litigate his case. ECF No. 30.
Defendants Frasier and Jones responded in opposition to Plaintiff's rhoE@F No. 39. On
June 15, 2018, the Magistrate Judge filad Report and Recommendation (“Report),
recommending Plaintiffs motion for preliminarinjunction be denied. ECF No. 90. The
Magistrate Judge advised the parties of thegqumores and requirements for filing objections|to
the Report and the serious conseaesrif they failed to do sd\either party hafled objections,
and the time to do so has passed.

The Magistrate Judge makes only a recommigmaao this court. The recommendation

has no presumptive weight, and the responsibilitpéaie a final determination remains with the

LIt does not appear Defendants other than Frasielares have been served as of the date off this
order. Service of process on the otbefendants is not due until October 16, 2018.
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court. Mathews v. Weber, 423 U.S. 261 (1976). The court is charged with makiag aovo
determination of those portions of the Reportivtach specific objection is made, and the co
may accept, reject, or modify, in whole or in p#re recommendation of the Magistrate Judge
recommit the matter to the Magistrate Judge with instructigees28 U.S.C. 8§ 636(b)(1). Thg
court reviews only for clear errar the absence of an objectiofiee Diamond v. Colonial Life &
Accident Ins. Co., 416 F.3d 310, 315 (4th Cir. 200&}ating that “in the a&nce of a timely filed
objection, a district court need not conduckeanovo review, but instead must ‘only satisfy itse
that there is no clear error on the face of tteon@ in order to accept the recommendation
(quoting Fed. R. Civ. P. 7&dvisory committee’s note).

After considering the record, the applicaldes, and the Report and Recommendation

the Magistrate Judge, the court agrees i Report's recommendati to deny Plaintiff's

, or
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)

of

motion for preliminary injunction. Plaintiff Isanot alleged facts sufficient to meet the

requirements for issuance of a preliminary inpiort. Accordingly, the curt adopts the Repor
by reference in this Order. Plaintiff'sotion for preliminary injunction is denied.
IT1SSO ORDERED.
s/Cameron McGowan Currie

CAMERON MCGOWAN CURRIE
SeniotJnited StateDistrict Judge

Columbia, South Carolina
August 9, 2018
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