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PER CURIAM:

In the present appeal, Michael Godbey (Godbey), a male in
his mid-30s who has been deaf since birth, challenges the
district court’s grant of summary judgment in favor of Ilredell
Memorial Hospital, Inc. (lredell) with respect to his claim for
money damages under section 504 of the Rehabilitation Act of
1973 (the Act), 29 U.S.C. 8§ 794(a). According to Godbey,
Iredell violated section 504 of the Act by TfTailing to ensure
effective communication between himself and Iredell staff while
a patient at Iredell on six occasions in 2010 and on one
occasion in 2011.

Section 504 of the Act provides that “[n]Jo otherwise
qualified 1individual with a disability in the United States

. shall, solely by reason of her or his disability, be
excluded from the participation in, be denied the benefits of,
or be subjected to discrimination under any program or activity
receiving Federal financial assistance . . . .~ 29 U.S.C.
8§ 794(a). In granting summary judgment in favor of Iredell, the
district court held that, although “a genuine issue of fact has
been presented as to multiple instances of [lIredell’s] failure
to communicate effectively with [Godbey][,]” Godbey failed to
create a genuine 1issue of material fact that such failure was
caused by Iredell being deliberately indifferent to Godbey’s

need to effectively communicate with Iredell staff about his
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medical condition and medical treatment. Godbey v. Iredell

Mem”l Hosp., No. 5:12-cv-00004-RLV-DSC, 2013 WL 4494708, at *7

(W.D.N.C. Aug. 19, 2013). We affirm on the reasoning of the
district court. 1Id., at *1-8.

We dispense with oral argument because the facts and legal
contentions are adequately presented In the materials before the

court and argument would not aid the decisional process.

AFFIRMED



