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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF SOUTH CAROLINA
BEAUFORTDIVISION

Ricky Dean Tate, #261418,
C/A No.9:15¢v-1858-TLW-BM
Plaintiff,
V.
A/W Florence Mauney, Asst. Warden; OFS ORDER
A. Sanders, A-2 Shift; and Ofc. Livingston,
A-2 Shift,
Defendars.

Plaintiff Ricky Dean Tatgea prisoner proceedirmo sg, filed this action alleging violations
of his constitutional rightpursuant to 42 U.S.C. 8§ 198 CF No. 1) Plaintiff asserts twalaims;
onebased oithealleged denial ofiisaccess to the courts, aadother based on an alleged incident
involving excessive force(ld.) Defendants filed a motion to dismiss these claims basedveral
grounds. (ECF No. 14.). Plaintiff filed a brief in opposition, and Defendarltsdep that brief.
(ECF Nos. 1% 22)

The matter now comes before this Cotot review of the Report and Recommendation
(R&R) filed by Magistrate Judgdarchant{ECF No.32),to whom this caseasassigneghursuant
to the provisions of 28 U.S.C. § 636(b)(1)(B) and Local Civil Rule 73.02(B)(2), D8heR&R,
the Magistrate Jugk addresses Defendants’ motion to dismiss and recommends that the Court
dismissPlaintiff’'s access to the courtgaim without prejudiceand dismiss Defenda®anders as
a party The Magistrate Judge further recommends that Plamgitcessive forcelaim survives
at this point in the litigation Plaintiff filed a response stating that he did not object to the R&R
(ECF No. 34.)

This Court is charged with conductinglanovo review of any portion of the Magistrate

Judge’sR&R to which a specific objection is registered, and may accept, reject, orymiodif
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whole or in part, the recommendations contained inRg&. 28 U.S.C. § 636. In the absence
of objections to thdR&R, this Court is not required to give any explanation for adopting the
recommendationSee Camby v. Davis, 718 F.2d 198, 199 (4th Cir. 1983).

This Court carefully reviewed the R&R in this cdB€F No0.34) and noting that Plaintiff
does not objectthe R&R is herebyACCEPTED. Therefore, fotthe reasonsarticulated by the
Magistrate Judgén the R&R Plaintiff's access to the courts claim DISMISSED without
prejudice, andefendant Sanders DISMISSED as a party to this action

IT 1SSO ORDERED.

S/Terry L. Wooten
ChiefUnited States District Judge

Decembef3, 2015
Columbia, South Carolina



