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PER CURI AM

Vi vi an Mason appeal s the district court’s order accepting the
magi strate judge’s recommendation to dismss Mason’s Title VI
conplaint for failure to state a claim upon which relief can be
granted pursuant to Fed. R Cv. P. 12(b)(6). W reviewa district
court’s dismssal for failure to state a claim de novo. M/l an

Labs., Inc. v. Matkari, 7 F.3d 1130, 1134 (4th Cr. 1993). W nust

accept as true the facts alleged in the conplaint, viewthemin the
i ght nost favorable to the plaintiff, and recogni ze that di sm ssal
is inappropriate unless it appears beyond certainty that the
plaintiff would be entitled to no relief under any state of facts

that coul d be proved in support of the claim Conley v. G bson, 355

U S. 41, 45-46 (1957). Liberally construing Mason’s conplaint in

conpliance with Haines v. Kerner, 404 U S. 519, 520-21 (1972), we

find that she asserts conclusory allegations, unsupported by any
avernent of facts. Thus, we find that the district court did not
err by dismssing Mason’s conplaint for failure to state a claim
pursuant to Rule 12(b)(6). Accordingly, we affirm the district
court’s order. W dispense with oral argunent because the facts
and legal contentions are adequately presented in the nmaterials

before the court and argunment woul d not aid the deci sional process.
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