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Plaintiff, ) :
VS. ) No. 3:04-CV-1506-H
)
TEXAS DEPARTMENT )
PUBLIC SAFETY, )
Defendant. )

ORDER ACCEPTING FINDINGS AND RECOMMENDATION
OF THE UNITED STATES MAGISTRATE JUDGE

After reviewing all relevant matters of record in this case, including the Findings, Conclu-
sions, and Recommendation of the United States Magistrate Judge and the objections filed thereto,
in accordance with 28 U.S.C. § 636(b) (1), the undersigned District Judge is of the opinion that the
Findings and Conclusions of the Magistrate Judge are correct and they are accepted as the Findings

and Conclusions of the Court.'

SIGNED this é f day of \j;p 7 -, 2004.
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"~ UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUD

! The Court notes that the second sentence of the background section of the Findings, Conclusions, and Recommend-
ation {FCR) states that plaintiff “sues the Texas Department of Public Safety for an alleged illegal search and seizure
which occutred on March 4, 2004.” As set forth in the remainder of the FCR, that date should be “March 4, 2001.”
Nevertheless, the typographical error does not affect the correctness of the ultimate findings or conclusions of the
Magistrate Judge. The Court merely notes the discrepancy so that there is no confusion that plaintiff complains about
a search and seizure which occurred in 2001, not 2004.



