Go

jgins v. Boston

IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF GEORGIA
ATLANTADIVISION

LEE HAROLD GOGGINS, JR.,

Plaintiff,
V.
DISTRICT ATTORNEY SHERRY CIVIL ACTION NO.
BOSTON, ) 1:18-cv-2154-AT-LTW
Defendant

ORDER

This matter is before the Court on the Magistratelge’s Report and
Recommendation [Dod?] that Plaintiff's pro seprisoner civil rights action be
dismissed pursuant to 28 U.S.C. 8§ 1915A. The Magist Judge concluded that
Plaintiffs claims are subject to dismissal becauBefendant Boston has
prosecutorial immunity, Plaintiffs malicious prosetion claim is not ipe, and
Plaintiff cannot challenge the conditions of hisniaement under 42 U.S.C. §
1983.

No objections have been filed in response toNagistrateJudgés Report
and Recommendation.Service copies of the Magistrate Judge’s Report and
Recommend@on mailed to Plaintiff have been returned to the Clerk’s cdfias

undeliverable. It appears that Plaintiff has beeleased from custody and he
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has failed to keep the Court apprised of his mostent address as required by
NDGa Local Rule 41.2(B).

In accordance with 28 U.S.C. § 636(b)(1) and Rulef/the Federal Rules
of Civil Procedure, the QGaot has reviewed the Magistrate Judge’
Recommendation for clear error and finds noneéccordingly, the Court
ADOPTS the Magistrate Judge’s Report and Recommendaticgm@®pinion of
the Court. For the reasons stated Magistrate Judge's Repb and
RecommendationPlaintiffs Complaint isDISM | SSED pursuant to 28 U.S.C. §
1915A

IT1S SO ORDERED this10thday ofJuly, 20 8.

P

United States District Judge




