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Affirmed by unpublished per curiam opinion.

Saadat A. Siddiqui, Appellant Pro Se. Frank Pel ouze Ward, Jr.,
MAUPI N, TAYLOR & ELLIS, P.A, Raleigh, North Carolina, for

Appel | ee.

Unpubl i shed opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit.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



PER CURI AM

Saadat Si ddi qui appeal s the district court’s order denying his
clains of enploynent discrimnation and retaliation filed pursuant
to Title VII of the Civil R ghts Act of 1964, 42 U. S.C. A 8 2000e -
2000e- 17 (West 1994 & Supp. 1999). W have reviewed the record and
the district court’s opinion and find no reversible error.
Accordingly, we affirmon the reasoning of the district court. See

Siddiqui v. Northern Telecom 1Inc., No. CA-97-260-5-H2 (E.D.N. C

May 20, 1999). We deny Siddiqui’s notion to reconsider our order
granting the Appellee an extension of tine to file its informal
brief. Further, we deny Siddiqui’s notion to reconsider our order
denying his notion to reject the Appellee’s informal brief.
Siddiqui’s notion for an extension of tine to file a reply after
our action on these notions is |likew se denied. Finally, we deny
Siddiqui’s notion to submt all notions to the panel for imediate
ruling; his notions have been submitted to the panel in accordance
with the court’s standard case processing procedures. W dispense
with oral argunent because the facts and |egal contentions are
adequately presented in the materi als before the court and ar gunent

woul d not aid the decisional process.
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