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Affirmed by unpublished per curiam opinion.
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Unpubl i shed opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit.
See Local Rule 36(c).

" Seni or Judge Chapman did not participate in consideration of
this case. The opinion is filed by a quorumof the panel pursuant
to 28 U.S.C. § 46(d).



PER CURI AM

Appel | ant appeals fromthe district court's order denying re-
lief on his 42 U S.C. § 1983 (1988) conpl aint. We have revi ewed t he
record and the district court's opinion accepting the nmagistrate
judge's recomendation and find no reversible error. Although
Appel l ant filed objections to the magi strate judge's report, those
obj ecti ons do not chall enge the nagi strate judge' s concl usi on t hat
Def endant Foster was entitled to i munity and t he remai ni ng Def en-
dants were not state actors. Consequently, the district court's
failure to revi ewAppell ant's obj ections was harm ess error, and it
properly adopted the magi strate judge' s recommendati on. See gener -
ally Opiano v. Johnson, 687 F.2d 44, 47 (4th Cr. 1982) (failure

tofile specific objections to particular conclusionsinnmagistrate
judge's report, after warning of consequences of failure to object
wai ves further review). Accordingly, we affirmthe di sm ssal of Ap-
pellant's action. W dispense with oral argunent because the facts
and | egal contentions are adequately presented in the nmaterials

before the court and argunent woul d not ai d t he deci si onal process.
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