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UNITED STATESDISTRICT COURT
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF NEW YORK

SHAWN GREEN,

Plaintiff,
V. 9:14-CV-1215 (BK S/CFH)
D.VENETTOZZI, etal.,

Defendants.

Appearances:
Shawn Green
97-A-0801
Clinton Correctional Facility
P.O. Box 2000
Dannemora, NY 12929
Plaintiff, pro se
Denise P. Buckley, Esq.
Hon. Eric T. Schneiderman
Office of New York Statéttorney General
The Capitol
Albany, NY 12224
Attorney for Defendants
Hon. Brenda K. Sannes, United States District Judge:
MEMORANDUM-DECISION AND ORDER

Plaintiff Shawn GreeraNew York State inmatdgrought this action under 42 U.S.C. §
1983 against numerous defendants alleging violations of his rights under the Eighth and
Fourteenth Amendments and the Americans with Disabilities Bkt. Nos. 1, 16.0nJune 28,
2016,Defendantdiled a motionfor an order revoking Plaintiff’en forma pauperis (IFP) status

and conditionally dismissinBlaintiff's amended complaimursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1915(g) and

Fed. R. Civ. P. 11. Dkt. No. 5%laintiff responled to the motion on September 9, 2016, and
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Defendantdiled a replyon September 13, 2016. Dkt. Nos. 60, &his matter waseferredto
United States Magtrate Judg€hristian F. Hummel who, on October,2D16,issued a Report-
Recommendation and Order recommendivag Defendants’ motion to dismisthe amended
complaint and revoke Plaintiff's IFP statos deniedvithout prejudice. Dkt. No. 63.
Magistrate Judge Hummadbvised the parties that under 28 U.S.C. 8§ 636(b)(1), they could lodge
written objections to the Report, and that the failure to object to the Report withieeioaiays
would preclude appellate review. Dkt. No. 63, p. 8. No objections to the Report-
Recommendation have been filed.

As no objections to the Reg-Recommendation have been filatd the time for filing
objections has expired, the Court reviews the Report-Recommendation for icleates
Petersen v. Astrue, 2 F. Supp. 3d 223, 228-29 (N.D.N.Y. 2012); Fed. R. Civ. P. 72(b) advisory
committee’s note to 1983 amendmehtaving reviewed the RepeRecommendation for clear
error and éund none, the RepoRecommendation is adopted in its entirety.

For these reasons, it is

ORDERED that the Rport-Recommendtion (Dkt. No. 63is ADOPTED in its
entirety; and it is further

ORDERED that Defendantgnotion to dismissnd to revoke Plaintiff'sn forma
pauperis status(Dkt. No. 55 is DENIED without prejudice; and it is further

ORDERED that the Clerk serve a copy of this Order upon the parties in accordance with
the Local Rules.

IT ISSO ORDERED.

Dated: November 23, 2016 JJ’N(M 0/0( k—M

Brenda K. Sannes
U.S. District Judge




