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Affirmed by unpublished per curiam opinion.
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Unpublished opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit.



PER CURIAM:

Kimberly A. Tucker appeals from the district court’s
judgment entered after the district court rejected the
magistrate judge’s recommendation and granted the School Board
of the City of Virginia Beach’s summary judgment motion on
Tucker’s employment discrimination and retaliation claims,
brought pursuant to the Rehabilitation Act of 1973, as amended,
29 U.S.C.A. 88 701 to 7961 (West 2008 & Supp. 2015); the
Americans with Disabilities Act of 1990, 42 U.S.C. 8§ 12101 to
12213 (2012); Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964, 42
U.S.C. 88 2000d to 2000d-7 (2012); and Title VIl of the Civil
Rights Act of 1964, as amended, 42 U.S.C. 88 2000e to 2000e-17
(2012). Tucker has also fTiled an application to proceed 1in
forma pauperis, as well as a motion to file attachments to her
informal brief.

We have reviewed the record and find no reversible error.
Accordingly, although we grant Tucker’s application to proceed
in forma pauperis, we deny Tucker’s motion to file attachments
to her informal brief and affirm the district court’s judgment.

See Tucker v. School Bd. VA Beach, No. 2:13-cv-00530-RBS-LRL

(E.D. Va. Sept. 30, 2015). We dispense with oral argument

because the facts and legal contentions are adequately presented



in the materials before this court and argument would not aid

the decisional process.

AFFIRMED



