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Before NI EMEYER, W LLI AMS, and M CHAEL, G rcuit Judges.

Affirmed by unpublished per curiam opinion.

Ahmad C arence Garl and, Appellant Pro Se. Steven Mchael Pruitt,
MCDONALD, PATRICK, TINSLEY, BAGGETT & POSTON, G eenwood, South
Carolina, for Appellees.

Unpubl i shed opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit.
See Local Rule 36(c).

PER CURI AM

Ahmad C arence Garland appeals the district court’s order
denying relief on his 42 US CA 8§ 1983 (Wst Supp. 2001)
conplaint. W have reviewed the record and the district court’s
opi ni on accepting the magi strate judge s recomendati on and fi nd no
reversible error. Accordingly, we affirmon the reasoning of the

district court. See @Grland v. Catoe, No. CA-00-3024-4-19BF

(D.S.C. Nov. 7, 2001). We dispense with oral argunment because the
facts and legal contentions are adequately presented in the
materials before the court and argunment would not aid the

deci si onal process.
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