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INTHE UNITED STATESDISTRICT COURT
FOR THE MIDDLE DISTRICT OF PENNSYLVANIA

ANTHONY TARPLEY-BEY, No.3:17-CV-01751
Plaintiff, (JudgeBrann)
V. (Magistrate Judge Carlson)

AGENTS OF THE UNITED STATES%
OF AMERICA,
WARDEN L.J. ODDO, and
CAPTAIN UNKNOWN NAMED,
Defendants.
ORDER
MARCH 8, 2019

OnJanuary 24, 2019, Magistratadge Martin C. Carlson issued a Report and
Recommendation recommending that tkisurt grant Defendants’ motion to
dismiss. No timely objections wendefl to this Report and Recommendation.

Where no objection is made to a rdpamnd recommendation, this court will
review the recommendation only for clear errd-ed. R. Civ. P. 72(b), advisory
committee notessee Henderson v. Carlson, 812 F.2d 874878 (3d Cir. 1987)
(explaining that court should in som&nner review recommendations regardless
of whether objections were filed). Rediss of whether timely objections are

made, district courts may accept, not atcep modify—in whole or in part—the

findings or recommendations made by theyisiaate judge. 28 U.S.C. § 636(b)(1);

Dockets.Justia.com


https://dockets.justia.com/docket/pennsylvania/pamdce/3:2017cv01751/113430/
https://docs.justia.com/cases/federal/district-courts/pennsylvania/pamdce/3:2017cv01751/113430/37/
https://dockets.justia.com/

Local Rule 72.31. This Court hasviewed the Report and Recommendation and
has found no clear error on the face of the record. Consequdnti,HEREBY
ORDERED that:

1. Magistrate Judge Martin C. @son’s Report and Recommendation

(ECF No. 35) iADOPTED IN ITSENTIRETY;

2. Defendants’ motion to dismiss (ECF No. 27i5RANTED;

3. Plaintiff’'s motion to dismiss (ECF No. 32) BENIED;

4.  The amended complaint (ECF No. 17DPikSMISSED; and

5. The Clerk of Court is dect to close this case.

BY THE COURT:

s/ Matthew W. Brann

Matthew W. Brann
United States District Judge




