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UNI TED STATES COURT OF APPEALS
FOR THE FOURTH CI RCU T

No. 96-2624

BRI AN M TCHELL,
Plaintiff - Appellant,

Ver sus

G E. AMERI CAN SPACENET,
Def endant - Appel |l ee.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court for the Eastern Di s-
trict of Virginia, at Alexandria. T. S. Elis, 111, District
Judge. (CA-96-969)

Submitted: WMay 1, 1997 Deci ded: May 7, 1997

Bef ore W DENER and MJURNAGHAN, Circuit Judges, and PHI LLI PS, Seni or
Circuit Judge.

Affirmed by unpublished per curiam opinion.

Brian Mtchell, Appellant Pro Se. Thomasenia Patricia Duncan,
COVI NGTON & BURLI NG Washington, D.C., for Appellee.

Unpubl i shed opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit.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



PER CURI AM

Appel | ant appeal s the district court's order dismssing his
conpl ai nt for danmages under the Americans with Disabilities Act,
42 U.S.C. A 88 12101-12213 (West 1995), "Privacy Act of 1974," 5
U S. C 8§ 552(a) (1994), and under the common | aw acti on of defama-
tion of character. The district court properly dism ssed the claim
under the ADA and for defamation of character w thout prejudice
because Mtchell did not conply with Fed. R Cv. P. 8 by failing
to provide a short and plain statenent of the claim The district
court properly dism ssed the claimunder the Privacy Act because
the Defendant is a private corporation and not an agency subject to
suit under the Act. See 5 U.S.C. 8§ 552(f) (1994). W therefore af-

firmthe district court order. Mtchell v. G E. Anerican Spacenet,

No. CA-96-969 (E.D. Va. Cct. 9, 1996). We dispense with oral argu-
ment because the facts and | egal contentions are adequately pre-
sented inthe material s before the court and argunent woul d not aid

t he deci si onal process.
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