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Ronald Rackley D

UNITED STATESDISTRICT COURT
CENTRAL DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA
ARTISKNOX, NO. CV 15-5095-RSWL (KS)
Petitioner,
ORDER ACCEPTING FINDINGSAND

)
)
)
; RECOMMENDATIONS OF UNITED
)
)
)
)

RONALD RACKLEY, Warden, STATESMAGISTRATE JUDGE

Respondent.

Pursuant to 28 U.S.& 636, the Court has reviewed the Petition for Writ of Hab

Corpus (“Petition”), all of theecords herein, the Repaahd Recommendation of Unite

States Magistrate Judge (“Report”), and Ramigr’'s Objections to th Magistrate Judge’s

Report and Recommendation (“Objections”). Rarg to 28 U.S.C. § 636(b)(1)(C) and Fe¢
R. Civ. P. 72(b), th€ourt has conductedde novo review of those portions of the Report

which objections have been stated.

The Court concludes that the arguments g in the Objeains do not affect o

alter the analysis and conclusicses forth in the Report.
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Having completed its review, the Courtcapts the findings and recommendations
forth in the Report.Accordingly, IT IS ORDERED that(1) the Petition iDENIED; and (2)
Judgment shall be entered dissmg) this action with prejudice.

DATED:  5/4/2016 s/ RONALD S.W. LEW

HON.RONALD S.W. LEW
SENIOR U.S. DISTRICT JUDGE
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