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PER CURI AM

Cisa Y. Riley appeals the district court’s order dism ssing
her clains of racial discrimnation and retaliation under Title VII
of the Cvil R ghts Act of 1964, as anended, 42 U S.C A 88 2000e
to 2000e-17 (West 1994 & Supp. 2000). We have reviewed the record
and the district court’s opinion and find no reversible error.
Accordingly, we affirm substantially on the reasoning of the

district court.” See Riley v. Henderson, No. CA-00-901 (E. D. Va.

filed Jan. 4, 2001, entered Jan. 9, 2001). W dispense with oral
argunent because the facts and | egal contentions are adequately
presented in the materials before the court and argunment woul d not

aid the decisional process.

AFFI RVED

*

To the extent Riley clains the district court’s order of
summary judgnent prevented her from conpl eting di scovery, because
Riley failed to seek a continuance under Fed. R G v. P. 56(f), she
cannot raise this claim on appeal. See Evans v. Technol ogies
Applications & Serv. Co., 80 F.3d 954, 961 (4th CGr. 1996). Addi-
tionally, in light of the nature of the district court’s dism ssal
of Riley’s claim her assertion that the affirmative defense recog-
nized by Burlington Indus., Inc. v. Ellerth, 524 U S. 742 (1998),
is inapplicable in her action is npot.




