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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF TEXAS
TYLER DIVISION

SHAWN CHRISTIAN GLIDDEN 8§
V. § CIVIL ACTION NO. 6:14cv894
MAXEY CERLIANO, ET AL. §

MEMORANDUM ADOPTING REPORTAND RECOMMENDATION
OFTHE UNITED STATESMAGISTRATE JUDGE
AND ENTERINGFINAL JUDGMENT

The Plaintiff ShawnGlidden, proceedingro se, filed this civil rights lawsuit under 42
U.S.C.81983allegingviolations ofhis constitutionakights during hisconfinementin the Gregg
County Jail. This Court orderedthat the case be referred to the United StatesMagistrate
Judge pursuanb 28U.S.C.8636(b)(1) and (3ndtheAmendedOrderfor the Adoptionof Local
Rules for theAssignmenbf Duties to United States Magistrate Judges.

Glidden contendedhat his right to free exercise of religion was violatehe Defendants
answeredhe lawsuitandfiled a motionfor summaryjudgment,to which Gliddendid notfile a
response.

After review of the pleadingsand thesummaryjudgment evidencehe Magistrate Judge
issuedaReportrecommendinghatthe Defendantsmotionfor summaryudgmentbe granted and
thelawsuitdismisseavith prejudice.Gliddenreceiveda copy othis ReportonJune27,2016, but
filed no objectionghereto;accordingly, hes barredfrom de novo review by thedistrict judgeof
those findings, conclusions, arecommendationand,exceptupon grounds gplain error,from
appellatereview of the unobjecteds factualfindings andegal conclusionscceptedind adopted
by thedistrict court. Douglass v. United Services Automobile Association, 79 F.3d 1415, 143Gth
Cir. 1996) én banc).
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The Court hasreviewedthe pleadings and evidengethis causeandthe Report of the
MagistrateJudge. Upomsuchreview,the Courthasdeterminedhat the Report ahe Magistrate
Judgsis correct. See United Satesv. Wilson, 864 F.2d 1219, 1235th Cir.), cert. denied, 492U.S.
918, 109S.Ct. 3243 (1989)Xwhereno objectiondo a MagistrateJudge’s Reporarefiled, the
standard of review is “clearly erroneous, abuse of discretion and contrary to lawg)herefore

ORDERED that the Report ahe MagistrateJudge (docket n@ll) is ADOPTED asthe
opinion of the District Court. It is further

ORDERED that the Defendants’motion for summaryjudgment (docket no.36) is
GRANTED and the abovstyledcivil actionis DISMISSED WITH PREJUDICE. Finally,itis

ORDERED that anyand all motionswhich may be pendingn this action are hereby
DENIED.

So ORDERED and SIGNED this 10 day of August, 2016.

y/ A

Ron Clark, United States District Judge




