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UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS
FOR THE FOURTH CIRCUIT
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(0:16-cv-02440-JMC)

DAWUD RAHIM
Plaintiff - Appellant
V.

THE SOUTH CAROLINA DEPARTMENT OF PROBATION, PAROLE, AND
PARDON SERVICES

Defendant - Appellée

JUDGMENT

I‘n accordance with the decision of this court, the judgment of the district
court is affirmed.

This judgment shall take effect upon issuance of this couﬁ's mandate in
accordance with Fed. R. App. P. 41.

/s/ PATRICIA S. CONNOR, CLERK




'PER CURIAM:

Dawud Rahim appeals the district court’s order accepting the recoMendation of
the magistrate judge and dismissing his 42 U.S.C. § 1983 (2012) complaint under 28
U.S.C. § 1915A(b) (2012). We have reviewed the record and find no reversible error.
Accordingly, we affirm for the reasons stated by the district court. Rahim v. SC Dep’t of
Prob., No. 0:16-cv-02440-JMC (D.S.C. June 7, 2017). We deny Rahim’s motion to
amend. We dispense with oral argument because the facts and legal contentions are
adequately presented in the materials before this court and argument would not aid the

decisional process.

AFFIRMED
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UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS
FOR THE FOURTH CIRCUIT

No. 17-6825
(0:16-cv-02440-JMC)

DAWUD RAHIM
Plaintiff - Appellant

\'A

THE SOUTH CAROLINA DEPARTMENT OF PROBATION, PAROLE, AND
PARDON SERVICES

Defendant - Appellee

ORDER

The petition for rehearing en banc was circulated to the full court. No judge
requested a poll under Fed. R. App. P. 35. The court denies the petition for
rehearing en banc.

For the Court

/s/ Patricia S. Connor, Clerk
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UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS
FOR THE FOURTH CIRCUIT

No. 17-6825
(0:16-cv-02440-JMC)

DAWUD RAHIM
Plaintiff - Appellant
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THE SOUTH CAROLINA DEPARTMENT OF PROBATION, PAROLE, AND
PARDON SERVICES

Defendant - Appellee

MANDATE

The judgment of this court, entered 12/21/2017, takes effect today.
This constitutes the formal mandate of this court issued pursuant to Rule

41(a) of the Federal Rules of Appellate Procedure.

/s/Patricia S. Connor, Clerk




