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IN THE UNITED STATESDISTRICT COURT
FOR THE SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF WEST VIRGINIA
BECKLEY DIVISION
KABIL ANTON DJENASEVIC,
Plaintiff,
V. CIVIL ACTION NO. 5:14-cv-14596

UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF
JUSTICE, et al.,

Defendants.

MEMORANDUM OPINION AND ORDER

On April 14, 2014, the Plaintiff, actimgo se, filed his Complaint (titledNotice of Intention to
FileClaim) (Document 1). The Plaintiffled an Amended Complaint (title&€bmplaint) (Document
9) on May 12, 2014. On July 15, 2014, theited States Motion to Substitute (Document 31) was
filed. On July 18, 2014, thédnited Sates Motion to Dismiss (Document 35) was filed.

By Sanding Order (Document 4) entered on April 14, 201H4is action was referred to the
Honorable R. Clarke VanDervolttinited States Magistrate Judget fmbmission to this Court of
proposed findings of fact and recommenaiatior disposition, pursuant to 28 U.S&£636. On
October 16, 2014, the Magiate Judge submitted Rroposed Findings and Recommendation
(Document 52) wherein it is recomnued that this Court grant thinited States Motion to Substitute
(Document 31), grant thenited Sates Motion to Dismiss (Document 35), disias the Plaintiff's
Complaints (Documents 1 & 9), and remove thigtergfrom the Court’s docket. Objections to the

Magistrate Judds Proposed Findings and Recommendation were due by November 3, 2014.
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Neither partyhas timelyfiled objectons to theMagistrate ddges Proposed Findings and
Recommendation. The Court isnot requiredto review,under ade novo or anyother stanerd, the
factual orlegal comlusions of the magistate judgeas to thoseportions of the findings or
recommaeadation to vhich no obgctions areaddressed. Thomas v. Arn, 474 US. 140, 150(1985).
Failure tofile timely objections onstitutes avaiver ofde novo review and a pay'’s right toappeal
this Courts Order. 8 U.S.C.§ 636(b)(1);see also Shyder v. Ridenour, 889 F2d 1363, 186 (4th
Cir. 1989) United Statesv. Schronce, 727 F.21 91, 94 (4 Cir. 1984)

Accordingly, he CourtADOPT S andincorporats herein thdindings am recommadation
of the Majistrate Jude as contaied in theProposed Findings and Recommendation, andORDERS
that theUnited States Motion to Substitute (Document 3} be GRANTED, theUnited States Motion
to Dismiss (Documeit 35) be GRANTED, the Plainiffs Complaints (Doaiments 1 &9) be
DISMISSED, and tlat this matte beREMOVED from the Court’sdocket.

Lastly, the Gurt ORDERS that thePlaintiff's May 12, 2Q4, Affidavit in Support of In
Forma Pauperis Status (Document 11) andthe Plaintif’'s May 13,2014, Application to Proceed
Without Prepayment of Fees and Costs (Document 13) beDENIED ASMOOT.

The CourtDIRECTS the Clerk to sed a certifed copy of his Order & Magistraé Judge
VanDenwrt, counsebf record, ad any unrepesented pay.

ENTER: Novembe 10, 2014
"~ IRENE ?QIERGER' d

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF WEST VIRGINIA




