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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OFSOUTH CAROLINA
BEAUFORT DIVISION
Michael A. Thompson, ) C/A No.: 9:11-cv-02894-JFA-BM
Plaintiff,

VS. ORDER

N N N N N

Georgetown County Detention Center; )
Carroll Rodgers, Head Nurse; )

Jamie Poinsett, Sargent Georgetown )
CountyDetentionCenter,

Defendant.

(S

This matter comes before the coont the Report and Recommendation (“R&R”)
issued by a United States Magistrate Judbee Magistrate Judge has recommended that
this court dismiss Defendant Georgetown County Detention Center (“GCDC”) because
GCDC is not a proper party defendant in this § 1983 action.

The Magistrate Judge assigned to this atti@s prepared a thorough Report and
Recommendation and opines that Defendant GGbdlild be disnssed from the instant
action, as GCDC is not a gper defendant upon whom the United States Marshals

Service could effect service of process, agdinst whom relief could be granted by this

! The Magistrate Judge’s reviésrmade in accordance with 28 U.S.C. § 636(b)(1)(B) and Local
Civil Rule 73.02. The Magistrate Judge malkedy a recommendation tthis court. The
recommendation has no presumptive weight, and the responsibility to make a final determination
remains with the court.Mathews v. Weber, 423 U.S. 261 (1976). The court is charged with
making a de novo determination of those portiohthe Report and Recommendation to which
specific objection is made, and the court may accect, or modify, in whole or in part, the
recommendation of the Méstrate Judge, or recommit the matte the Magistrate Judge with
instructions. See 28 U.S.C. § 636(b)(1).
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court. The Report sets forth in detail ttedevant facts and standards of law on this
matter, and the court incorpoeatsuch without a recitation.

The plaintiff was advised of his righo file objections to the Report and
Recommendation, which was entered on th&keliben December 6, 2011. However, the
plaintiff failed to file objections. In the abnce of specific objections to the Report of
the Magistrate Judge, this court is not reggito give any explanation for adopting the
recommendationSee Camby v. Davis, 718 F.2d 198, 19@tth Cir. 1983).

After carefully reviewing th applicable laws, the record in this case, and the
Report and Recommendation, this coundé the Magistrate Judge’s recommendation
fairly and accurately summarizd®e facts and applies the correct principles of law. The
Report is incorporated herein by reference.

Accordingly, Defendant Georgetow@ounty Detention Center is dismissed
without prejudice and without isance of service of process.

ITIS SO ORDERED.
%«gﬂ&. Q‘é«mﬂ»%

Januaryl2,2012 Joseplt. Anderson Jr.
Columbia,SouthCarolina UnitedStateDistrict Judge



