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Affirmed by unpublished per curiam opi nion.
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PER CURI AM

A endora appeals the district court’s order denying relief on
her civil rights conplaint. W have reviewed the record and find
no reversible error. Accordingly, we affirmfor the reasons stated

by the district court. See dendora v. Jacobs, No. CA-03-1166- MG

(D. Md. Apr. 30, 2003). We dispense with oral argunent because the
facts and legal contentions are adequately presented in the

materials before the court and argunent would not aid the

deci si onal process.
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