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PER CURI AM

Appel | ant appeals fromthe district court's order granting
summary judgnment in favor of the Defendant in this action under the
Age Di scrimnation in Enploynment Act, 29 U.S.C A 88 621-634 (\West
1985 & Supp. 1996). We have reviewed the record and the district
court's opinion and find no reversible error. Even assum ng that
Appellant filed a sufficient conplaint with the Equal Enpl oynent
Qpportunity Conmm ssion, see 29 U.S.C. 8§ 626(d), he failed to pro-
vide direct evidence of discrimnation on the part of the Defen-

dant. See Birkbeck v. Marvel Lighting Corp., 30 F.3d 507, 512 (4th

Cir. 1994), cert. denied, us _ , 63 US LW 3460 (U S.

Dec. 12, 1994) (No. 94-719); Gagne v. Northwestern Nat'l Ins. Co.,

881 F.2d 309, 314 (6th Cir.1989) (quoting Chappell v. GIE Prods.

Corp., 803 F. 2d 261, 268 n.2 (6th Cr.), cert. denied, 480 U. S. 919

(1987)). Accordingly, we affirmthe district court's order. W di s-
pense with oral argunent because the facts and | egal contentions
are adequately presented in the materials before the court and

argunent woul d not aid the decisional process.
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