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Appeal fromthe United States District Court for the District of
South Carolina, at Orangeburg. Canmeron McGowan Currie, District
Judge. (CA-01-2168-5-22BC)




Submtted: June 20, 2002 Deci ded: June 27, 2002

Before M CHAEL and KING Circuit Judges, and HAMLTON, Seni or
Crcuit Judge.

Affirmed by unpublished per curiam opinion.

Thadese Moore, Sr., Appellant Pro Se. Robert F. Daley, Jr.,
Assistant United States Attorney, Colunbia, South Carolina, for

Appel | ees.

Unpubl i shed opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit.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

PER CURI AM

Thadese Moore, Sr., appeals the district court’s order
adopting the reconmendati on of the magi strate judge and di sm ssing
his civil rights action. W have reviewed the record and the
district court’s opinion and find no reversible error.
Accordingly, we affirmon the reasoning of the district court. See

Moore v. WIlianms, No. CA-01-2168-5-22BC (D.S.C. filed Mar. 29,

2002; entered Apr. 1, 2002). W dispense with oral argunent
because the facts and | egal contentions are adequately presented in
the materials before the court and argunent would not aid the

deci si onal process.

AFFI RVED



