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PER CURI AM

In No. 00-1791, Margaret Wod Chasse appeals the district
court’s order finding that she had not established the essenti al
el enents of her negligence cl ai munder the Federal Tort C ainms Act.
To the extent the district court found that Ms. Chasse failed to
establish proxi mate cause, our review of the materials before us
di scl oses no reversible error, and we affirm on the reasoning of

the district court. Chasse v. United States, No. CA-97-3511-8

(D.S.C. May 15, 2000).

In No. 00-2105, M's. Chasse appeals the award of costs to the
United States pursuant to Fed. R Cv. P. 54(d)(1). W have re-
viewed the record and the district court’s order and find no
reversible error. Accordingly, we affirmon the reasoning of the

district court. Chasse v. United States, No. CA-97-3511-7 (D.S.C

July 6, 2000). W dispense with oral argunent because the facts
and | egal contentions are adequately presented in the materials

before the court and argunent woul d not aid the deci si onal process.
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