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PER CURI AM

Ri ckey Medl ock appeals fromthe district court’s orders
granting summary judgnent in favor of Defendant in his enpl oynent
di scrimnation action and denying his notion for reconsideration.
On appeal, he contends that the district court erred by ruling on
the notion for summary judgnent prior to discovery, failing to
consider his clainms of disparate inpact, and granting sunmary
judgment on his retaliation claim W have reviewed the parties’
briefs, the joint appendix, and the district court’s opinions and
find no reversible error. Accordingly, we affirmfor the reasons

stated by the district court. See Medlock v. Runsfeld, No. CA-02-

1093-DKC (D. Md. Dec. 31, 2002; Apr. 4, 2003). W dispense with
oral argunent because the facts and Ilegal contentions are
adequately presented in the materials before the court and ar gunent

woul d not aid the decisional process.
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