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GEORGE E. CARTER,
Plaintiff - Appellant,

ver sus

UNI TED STATES OF AMERI CA,
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Appeal fromthe United States District Court for the District of
South Carolina, at Rock Hill. David C. Norton, D strict Judge.
( CA- 02- 880-18-0)

Subm tted: February 25, 2003 Deci ded: March 14, 2003

Bef ore W DENER, NI EMEYER, and M CHAEL, Circuit Judges.

Affirmed by unpublished per curiam opi nion.

Ceorge E. Carter, Appellant Pro Se. Barbara Miurci er Bowens, OFFI CE
OF THE UNI TED STATES ATTORNEY, Colunbia, South Carolina, for

Appel | ee.

Unpubl i shed opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit.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



PER CURI AM

CGeorge E. Carter appeals the district court’s order adopting
the magistrate judge’ s report and recommendation and granting
summary judgnent in favor of the United States on Carter’s clains
brought under the Federal Tort Clains Act, 28 U S.C. 8§ 2671,
1346(b) (2000). We affirm

We review a grant of summary judgnent de novo. H.ggins v. E

| . DuPont de Nenmopurs & Co., 863 F.2d 1162, 1167 (4th Cir. 1988).

Summary judgnent is appropriate only if there are no material facts
in dispute and the noving party is entitled to judgnent as a matter

of law. Celotex Corp. v. Catrett, 477 U. S. 317, 322 (1986). This

Court nust view the evidence in the light nost favorable to the

non-noving party. Anderson v. Liberty Lobby, Inc., 477 U S. 242,

255 (1986).
Wth these standards in mnd, we affirmon the reasoning of

the district court. Carter v. United States, No. CA-02-880-18-0

(D.S.C. Dec. 13, 2002). W dispense with oral argument because the
facts and legal contentions are adequately presented in the
materials before the court and argument would not aid the

deci si onal process.
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