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INTHE UNITED STATESDISTRICT COURT FOR THE
MIDDLE DISTRICT OF TENNESSEE
COLUMBIA DIVISION

JASPER LEE VICK, )
)
Plaintiff, )
) NO. 1:18-cv-00003
V. )
)  JUDGE CAMPBELL
)  MAGISTRATE JUDGE FRENSLEY
CORE CIVIC, et al., )
)
Defendants. )
ORDER

Pending before the Court is the Magistrate Judge’s Report and RecommendatiaddDoc
59), recommending the Coudeny “Plaintiff’'s Motion for an Pleminarysic] Injunction and a
Temporary Restraining OrdefDoc. No.49). In the Report, the Magist@atJudgeapplied the
relevant factors and determin@&laintiff’'s request forpreliminary injunctive reliefshould be
denied

In responseRlaintiff has fileda “Certificate of Consultation{Doc. No. 60) Defendant has
filed a Response (Doc. No. §1land Plaintiff has filed a Reply (Doc. No. 62). The Court will
construe Plaintiff's filings as objections to the Report and Recommendation.

Under 28 U.S.C. 8§ 636(b)(1) and Local Rule 228 district court reviewse novoany
portion of a report and recommendation to whéckpecific objection is madélnited States v.
Curtis, 237 F.3d 598, 603 (6th Cir. 2001). General or conclusory objections are insuffs@ent.
Zimmerman v. Casoi54 F. Appx. 228, 230 (6th Cir. 2009). Thus, “only those specific objections
to the magistrate’s report made to the district court will lesgrved for appellate reviewld.

(quotingSmith v. Detroit Fed'n of Teacher®29 F.2d 1370, 1373 (6th Cir. 1987)).conducting
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the review, the court may “accept, reject, or modify, in whole or in part, the findings or
recommendations made by the magistrate judge.” 28 U.S.C. 8 636(b)(1)(C).

Through his filings, Plaintiff claims thatvhile his motion was pendinfpefendant Petra
Lineberry refused to mail legal documents on two separatsmesand otherwisempaired his
ability to access the courfBo the extent Plaintiff describes this incidenbtdster his argument that
irreparable harm exists, the Court is not persuaded that the addition of itsirto his request
warrants thessuance oinjunctive relief As the Magistrate Judge conclud@thintiff's failure to
demonstrate a strong likelihood of success on the merits of his claighsheavily against the
issuance of injunctive relief. Plaintiff's filings fail to state viale groundsto challenge the
conclusionf the Magistrate Judger otherwiseprovide a basis to rejeot modifytheReport and
Recommendatian

Having fully considered Plaintiff's objections, the Court concludes they are withenitt m
and that the Report and Recommendation should be adopted and appooeedingly,Plaintiff's
Motion (Doc. No. 49) iDENIED.

It is SOORDERED.

= L

WILLIAM L. CAMPBELL, JR
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE

1 To the extent Plaintiff seeks to add this incident as a claim in this case, he i®eétpdie an

appropriate motion requesting leave to do so.
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