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UNI TED STATES COURT OF APPEALS
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| NETHA M CHELLE CARR,
Plaintiff - Appellant,

ver sus

CENTRAL PI EDMONT ACTI ON COUNCI L,
Def endant - Appell ee,

and

GARY STRATON;, W LLIAM SM TH, HENRY J. FEATHER-
SON, JR; JAMES ARMSTEAD;, MARGARET RI CHARD;
ESTHERLYNN ALLEN YOUNG SADI E PATTERSON, SUE
SEAVELL; PH LI P BLAKER; CLAUDE  SPENCER;
PHYLLI S KI RKSEY; ELLSWORTH J. BENNETT; MACON
BOOKER, JOSEPHI NE BLAND, MARY JASPER, JESSIE
W JOHNSON, JAMES JONES; BARBARA EGE.ESTON,
MARY STCKES; JOSEPH SCRUGGS; MERI DEE SHAEFFER;
LEW S PFEI FFER, ANN SANDERSQON; ROBERT SCALES;
ARTHUR COARDES,

Def endant s.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court for the Western Dis-
trict of Virginia, at Lynchburg. Norman K Mon, D strict Judge.
(CA-98-56-6-L)

Submitted: March 9, 2000 Deci ded: WMarch 16, 2000

Before WLKINS, TRAXLER, and KING Circuit Judges.



Affirmed by unpublished per curiam opinion.

Inetha Mchelle Carr, Appellant Pro Se. Carl ene Booth Johnson
PERRY & WNDELS, Dillwn, Virginia, for Appellee.

Unpubl i shed opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit.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

PER CURI AM

Inetha M chell e Carr appeal s the district court’s order grant-
ing summary judgnent to the Central Piednont Action Council and
di sm ssing Carr’s enpl oynent di scrimnation conplaint. W have re-
viewed the record and the district court’s nmenorandum opi ni on and
find no reversible error. Accordingly, we affirmon the reasoning

of the district court. See Carr v. Central Piednont Action Coun-

cil, No. CA-98-56-6-L (WD. Va. Jan. 27, 2000). We dispense with
oral argunent because the facts and | egal contentions are adequat e-
ly presented in the naterials before the court and argunent woul d

not aid the decisional process.
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