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SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the District of South Carolina adopted a magistrate judge’s Report
and Recommendation and denied Leroy K. Smalls’s motion for a preliminary injunction concerning
his housing and conditions in a restrictive housing unit. The court found no clear error in the Report
and noted that Plaintiff had not filed timely objections.
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PROCEDURAL POSTURE Plaintiff, a state prisoner proceeding pro se and in forma pauperis,
moved for a preliminary injunction concerning his confinement in a
restrictive housing unit. After the magistrate judge recommended
denial, the district court reviewed the unobjected-to Report and
Recommendation and denied the motion.

STANDARD OF REVIEW In the absence of specific objections to a magistrate judge's Report and
Recommendation, the district court reviews the record for clear error
and need not provide an explanation for adopting the recommendation.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the district court should adopt the magistrate judge's Report and Recommendation when
Plaintiff filed no objections.

2. Whether Plaintiff was entitled to a preliminary injunction concerning his confinement in restrictive
housing.

HOLDINGS

1. When no specific objections are filed, the district court need only determine whether the Report and
Recommendation contains clear error on the face of the record before adopting it.

2. Plaintiff's motion for a preliminary injunction was denied because he failed to make the required clear
showing of a likelihood of success on the merits or a likelihood of irreparable harm absent injunctive
relief.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“The recommendation has no presumptive weight, and the responsibility to make a final determination
remains with this court.” (Opinion text)

“only satisfy itself that there is no clear error on the face of the record in order to accept the
recommendation.” (Opinion text)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Plaintiff is a state prisoner housed in a restrictive housing unit. He sought to enjoin Defendants from continuing
to house him in lock-up or to alter the conditions of his confinement in the restrictive housing unit. The
magistrate judge concluded that Plaintiff had not clearly shown a likelihood of success on the merits or a
likelihood of irreparable harm.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

The matter was referred to Magistrate Judge Molly H. Cherry, who issued a Report and Recommendation
recommending denial of Plaintiff's motion for a preliminary injunction. Plaintiff did not file objections by the
extended deadline. The district court reviewed the Report and the record for clear error, adopted and
incorporated the Report, denied the preliminary-injunction motion, and left the case referred to the magistrate
judge.
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