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ORDER.

After a careful, de novo review of the file, the Court concurs with the Magistrate Judge's

R.eport and cornmendation, to which no objections have been filed,L Accordingly, the Court

AIIOPTS Repod and Recommendation of the Magistrate Judge as its opinion, DENIES

Plaintiff's request ro proceed in./brma pauperis (c{oo. no, 2), and DIS SSES this action w-ithout

prejudice. If Plaintiff wishes to proceed with the claims raised in this lalvsr,rit, he must initi a new

lawsuit by filing a new complaint. , 284 F.ld 1234, 1236 (l lth Cir. 2002).

"6-SO O ERED this a -tlay 
o{'December. 2014. at Augrusta. Georgia.

' Plaintiff has filed a document titled "Relation Back" which references a case in the foliddle
Districr qf Georgia and recites various procedural nrles in a nonsensical pattern but contains nothing
with any bearing on the Court's analysis. (Doc. no. 5.)
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