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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

EASTERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA 

 
 

 

Tony Tennento is proceeding pro se and in forma pauperis in this action for a violation of his 

civil rights pursuant to 42 U.S.C. § 1983.  On July 23, 2014, the Magistrate Judge reviewed Plaintiff’s 

complaint pursuant to 28 U.S.C. 1915, and found Plaintiff failed to state a cognizable claim for a 

violation of the Eighth Amendment.  (Doc. 11 at 4.)  Therefore, the Magistrate Judge recommended 

this claim be dismissed, and that the action proceed only on Plaintiff’s claims for violations of his 

rights arising under the Fourth and Fourteenth Amendments.  (Id. at 6.)   

Plaintiff was granted fourteen days to file any objections to the recommendation of the 

Magistrate Judge. (Id.)  To date, no objections have been filed.  Notably, prior to the issuance of the 

Findings and Recommendations, Plaintiff filed a notice of his willingness to proceed only on the 

Fourth and Fourteenth Amendment claims.  (Doc. 9.)     

In accordance with the provisions of 28 U.S.C. § 636 (b)(1)(C) and Britt v. Simi Valley United 

School Dist., 708 F.2d 452, 454 (9th Cir. 1983), this Court has conducted a de novo review of the 
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case.  Having carefully reviewed the entire file, the Court finds the Findings and Recommendations 

are supported by the record and by proper analysis. 

Based upon the foregoing, IT IS HEREBY ORDERED: 

1.  Plaintiff’s claim for a violation of the Eighth Amendment is DISMISSED; and 

2.  The action SHALL proceed only on Plaintiff’s claims for violations of the Fourth and 

Fourteenth Amendment. 

 

IT IS SO ORDERED. 
 
 Dated:     August 18, 2014           /s/ Lawrence J. O’Neill         
  UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE 

 


