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" Seni or Judge Butzner did not participate in consideration of
this case. The opinion is filed by a quorumof the panel pursuant
to 28 U.S.C. § 46(d) (1994).



Unpubl i shed opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit.
See Local Rule 36(c).

PER CURI AM

Leslie H Wiite appeal s fromthe district court's order grant-
ing summary judgnment to her enployer in her civil action in which
she al | eged sexual harassnment under Title VII of the Civil Rights

Act of 1964, as anmended, 42 U.S.C. § 2000e-2 (1994). W di sm ss.

Wiite fails to challenge the basis of the district court's
order granting the defendant's notion for sumary judgnent. See 4th
Cir. R 34(b) (this court limts its reviewon appeal to the issues
rai sed in appellant’s informal brief). Wiite contends only that her
attorney was inconpetent. Alitigant in a civil action, however,
has no constitutional or statutory right to effective assi stance of
counsel, and therefore, a clainmant alleging ineffective assi stance
is not entitled to collateral relief. The appropriate renmedy for

such a claimis a malpractice suit. dick v. Henderson, 855 F.2d

536, 541 (8th Cir. 1988); MacCuish v. United States, 844 F.2d 733,

735-36 (10th Gir. 1988); Kushner v. Wnterthur Swiss Ins. Co., 620

F.2d 404, 407-08 (3d Gir. 1980).
W di spense with oral argunment because the facts and | ega
contentions are adequately presented in the materials before the

court and argunment would not aid the decisional process.
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