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Affirmed by unpublished per curiam opinion.

Khalil Ali Al -Minin |bn-Thorpe, Appellant Pro Se. Ronald Keith
Way, I, G BBES & CLARKSON, P.A., Geenville, South Carolina, for

Appel | ees.

Unpubl i shed opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit.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

PER CURI AM

Appel | ant appeals from the district court's order denying
relief on his 42 U S.C. § 1983 (1988) conplaint. W have revi ewed
the record and the district court's opinion accepting the nagis-
trate judge's recommendation and find no reversible error. Accord-
ingly, we affirm substantially on the reasoning of the district

court. Thorpe v. Sewell, No. CA-94-1321-6-3AK (D.S.C. Aug. 1,

1995). Finally, to the extent that Appellant nay have raised a
claimthat he was denied the right to practice his religion while
on segregation, he waived his right to appeal any error by the
district court by failing to object to the magistrate judge's

report regarding this claim See Wight v. Collins, 766 F.2d 841,

845-46 (4th Cir. 1985). W dispense with oral argunent because the
facts and | egal contentions are adequately presented in the mate-
rials before the court and argunment would not aid the deci sional
process.

AFFlI RVED



