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PER CURI AM

Charles Ray Carter, a South Carolina inmte, appeals the dis-
trict court’s order denying relief on his 42 U S.C. A 8§ 1983 (\West
Supp. 2000) conplaint under 28 U . S.C A 8§ 1915A (West Supp. 2000).
W have reviewed the record and the district court’s opinion
accepting the magi strate judge’s reconmmendation and find that this
appeal is frivolous. Accordingly, we dismss the appeal on the

reasoning of the district court. See Carter v. South Carolina, No.

CA-99-3876-6 (D.S.C. Jan. 13, 2000). W dispense with oral argu-
nment because the facts and | egal contentions are adequately pre-
sented in the materials before the court and argunent woul d not aid

t he deci sional process.
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