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Affirmed by unpublished per curiam opinion.
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OPINION

PER CURIAM:

Alma Young appeals the district court's grant of summary judg-
ment for the United States Department of Agriculture (USDA) in this
employment discrimination action. She alleged that the USDA dis-
criminated against her on the basis of her race in failing to promote
her and in failing to provide sufficient training to qualify her for pro-
motion. She claims a violation of Title VII of the Civil Rights Act,
as amended. In addition, Young alleges First and Fourteenth Amend-
ment violations.

We review the district court's grant of summary judgment de novo.
Beard Plumbing & Heating, Inc. v. Thompson Plastics, Inc., 152 F.3d
313, 315 (4th Cir. 1998). Summary judgment is appropriate where the
evidence establishes that there is no genuine issue of material fact and
the moving party is entitled to judgment as a matter of law. Anderson
v. Liberty Lobby, Inc., 477 U.S. 242, 250 (1986).

We conclude that the district court correctly found no issues of
material fact precluding entry of summary judgment for USDA.
Young did not establish a prima facie case supporting her Title VII
claim, either by direct proof or inference. McDonnell Douglas Corp.
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v. Green, 411 U.S. 792, 802-03 (1973). We perceive no merit in her
First and Fourteenth Amendment allegations. Therefore, we affirm
the judgment of the district court. We dispense with oral argument
because the facts and legal contentions are adequately presented in the
materials before the court and argument would not aid the decisional
process.

AFFIRMED
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