UNPUBLI SHED

UNI TED STATES COURT OF APPEALS
FOR THE FOURTH Cl RCUI T

No. 98-2508

OLLYE TI NE SNOW REYNOLDS,
Plaintiff - Appellant,

ver sus

FREDERI CK COUNTY PUBLI C SCHOOLS; FREDERI CK
COWUNI TY COLLEGE; CHARLES COUNTY PUBLIC
SCHOCOLS; CALVERT COUNTY PUBLI C SCHOOLS; MONT-
GOVERY COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS;, ST. MARY'S
COUNTY MARYLAND PUBLIC SCHOOLS;, BALTI MORE
COUNTY PUBLI C SCHOQLS,

Def endants - Appel | ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court for the District of
Maryl and, at Baltinore. Wlliam M N ckerson, District Judge.
( CA- 98- 1285- WWN)

Subm tted: March 30, 1999 Deci ded: April 27, 1999

Before WLKINS and MOTZ, Circuit Judges, and PH LLIPS, Senior
Crcuit Judge.

Affirmed by unpublished per curiam opinion.

A lye Tine Snow Reynol ds, Appellant Pro Se. John S. Vander Wude,
Heat her Shanan O Connor, ECCLESTON & WOLF, Baltinore, Maryland;
Robert Lew s Duston, SCHVELTZER, APTAKER & SHEPARD, P.C., Wash-
ington, D.C.; Leslie Robert Stell man, BLUM YUMWKAS, MAI LMAN, GUTNMAN
& DENICK, P.A., Baltinore, Maryland; Patrick MIton Pilachowski,



WIlliam J. Rosenthal, SHAWE & ROSENTHAL, Baltinore, Maryland,
George W Johnst on, VENABLE, BAETJER & HOMRD, Baltinore, Maryl and;
Davi d Reese War ner, VENABLE, BAETJER & HOMRD, Rockville, Maryl and;
Shel don Lewis Ghatt, MARCELL, SOLOMON & ASSCCI ATES, P.C., G een-
belt, Maryland; J. Paul Millen, Kathleen M Bustraan, LORD & VWH P,
P.A , Baltinore, Maryland, for Appellees.

Unpubl i shed opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit.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

PER CURI AM

A lye Tine Snow Reynol ds appeals the district court’s orders
dism ssing this action for failure to state a clai mand denyi ng her
notion for reconsideration. W have reviewed the record and the
district court’s opinion and find no reversible error. According-

ly, we affirmon the reasoning of the district court. Reynolds v.

Frederick County Pub. Schs., No. CA-98-1285-WW (D. M. Sept. 11

and Cct. 5, 1998). W deny the notion to have EECC fil es added to
the record and dispense with oral argument 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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