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PER CURI AM

Appel | ant appeals fromthe district court's order denyi ng her
action alleging discrimnation under Title VII of the Gvil Rights
Act of 1964, 42 U S.C. A 8§ 2000e-2 (West 1994). We have revi ewed
the record and the district court's opinion and find no reversible
error. Accordingly, we affirm on the reasoning of the district

court. Shelton v. Copel and, Hyman & Shackman/ Advanced Radi ol ogy,

No. CA-95-3176-S (D. Md. Nov. 17, 1995). To the extent Appell ant
alleged a violation of the Arericans with Disabilities Act, her
claimis barred for failure to exhaust adm nistrative renedi es. 42
US CA 812117 (West 1995). Li kew se, any cl ai mAppel | ant al | eged
under the Rehabilitation Act of 1973 fails because Appellees are
not proper defendants under the Act. 29 US.CA 8 794(a), (b)
(West Supp. 1995). We di spense with oral argunent because the facts
and | egal contentions are adequately presented in the materials

before the court and argunment woul d not ai d t he deci si onal process.
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