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PER CURI AM

M guel Arias appeals the district court’s orders granting
summary judgnent in favor of his former enployer in this enpl oynent
di scrimnation action and denying his notion to conpel discovery.
W have reviewed the parties’ briefs, the joint appendi ces, and t he
district court’s opinion and find no reversible error. Accor d-
ingly, we affirm on the reasoning of the district court.” See

Arias v. Bell Atl. Network Servs., Inc. (D. Md. Aug. 2 & Cct. 7,

1999). We dispense with oral argunent because the facts and | egal
contentions are adequately presented in the materials before the

court and argunent would not aid the decisional process.

AFFI RVED

*

W note that because Arias does not challenge the district
court’s finding that sone of his clains were tine-barred, he there-
fore has abandoned those clains on appeal. See Edwards v. Gty of
ol dsboro, 178 F.3d 231, 241 n.6 (4th Cr. 1999) (noting that
i ssues not briefed or argued on appeal are deenmed abandoned). W
al so decline to consider for the first time on appeal Arias’ clains
of retaliation related to his Decenber 1996 charge of discrim
ination. See First Va. Banks, Inc. v. BP Exploration & G| Inc.

206 F. 3d 404, 407 n.1 (4th Gr. 2000) (declining to consider issues
raised for first time on appeal); Mith v. United States, 1 F.3d
246, 250 (4th Cr. 1993) (holding that issues raised for first tine
on appeal generally will not be considered absent exceptional cir-
cunstances of plain error or fundanental m scarriage of justice).




