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PER CURI AM

Ceorgi a B. Booker-Hi cks appeals the magi strate judge’ s order
granting Prince Edward County School Board’s notion for sumrary
judgnment and dismssing her clains of racial discrimnation and
retaliation filed pursuant to Title VII of the Cvil R ghts Act of
1964, 42 U.S.C.A. 88 2000e to 2000e-17 (West 1994 & Supp. 2000).
W have reviewed the record and the magi strate judge’ s opinion and
find no reversible error. Accordingly, we affirmsubstantially on

t he reasoni ng of the magi strate judge. See Booker-Hicks v. Prince

Edward Co. Sch. Bd., No. CA-99-653-3 (E.D. Va. Apr. 24, 2000)." W

deny Booker-Hi cks’ notion for appoi ntnent of counsel and her notion
requesting that we order the School Board to permt her to conduct
further discovery. We dispense with oral argunent because the
facts and | egal contentions are adequately presented in the nate-
rials before the court and argunent would not aid the decisional

process.

AFFI RVED

*

W note that the magi strate judge did not have the benefit
of the Suprenme Court’s recent decision in Reeves v. Sanderson
Plunbing Prods., Inc., 530 U S 133, 120 S. . 2097 (2000) (re-
jecting the “pretext plus” standard). Because we find that Booker-
Hicks failed to provide any evidence of pretext whatsoever, the
Reeves decision does not undercut the outconme reached by the
magi strate judge.




