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NATI ONAL DI VI SI ON, GENERAL BOARD OF GLOBAL
M NI STRIES OF THE UNI TED METHODI ST CHURCH,

Def endant s.
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Affirmed by unpublished per curiam opinion.

John A. Shirkey, Appellant Pro Se. H. Patrick Donohue, ARVSTRONG,
DONOCHUE & CEPPOS, CHARTERED, Rockville, Maryland, for Appell ee.

Unpubl i shed opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit.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



PER CURI AM

John Shirkey appeals the district court’s order granting
summary judgnent in favor of The Bal ti nore-\Washi ngt on Conf erence of
the United Met hodi st Church (“the Conference”). |In 1991, Shirkey,
a white male, was told that because he was not bl ack he woul d not
be eligible for a position in a Coonmunity Devel oper’s Programin
East Bal ti nore funded t hrough the United Methodi st Church. Shirkey
filed a claimunder Title 42 U . S.C. § 1981 (1994) alleging raci al
di scrim nation against the National D vision of the General Board
of dobal Mnistries of the United Methodi st Church, the Baltinore-
Washi ngton Conference of the United Methodist Church ("the
Conference"), and the Eastw nd Community Devel opnent Cor porati on.
The district court granted summary judgnent in favor of the
Conference, and Shirkey filed a tinely notice of appeal limted to
that award of sunmary judgnent. We have reviewed the record and
the district court’s opinion and find no reversible error.

On appeal, Shirkey requests that we consider *“additional
evi dence” that was not presented to the district court at the tine
sunmary judgnent was granted. On appellate review of a grant of
summary judgnent, this Court reviews only the pleadings,
depositions, answers to interrogatories, and adm ssions on file,
together with the affidavits, if any, that were presented to the

district court. Fed. R Cv. P. 56(c); see also Anderson v.

Li berty Lobby, Inc., 477 U S. 242, 248 (1986). Therefore, this




Court wll not consider evidence that was not presented to the
district court.

W affirm the award of sunmary judgnent in favor of the
Conf erence on the reasoning of the district court inits menorandum
opi nion entered on Cctober 18, 1996. In its opinion, the district
court found that Shirkey failed to establish the Conference knew of
any racial criteria within the Community Devel oper’s Program The
court further found no evidence that the Conference's actions,
which were limted to approving a witten application and procuring
funds, were racially notivated or that the Conference acted with
discrimnatory intent. Thus, the court concluded Shirkey failed to
establish a prima facie case of racial discrimnation on the part
of the Conference. A reviewof the pleadings, depositions, answers
to interrogatories, and admssions on file, together with the
affidavits that were before the district court, reveals the court's
grant of summary judgnent in favor of the Conference was proper.

Fed. R CGv. P. 56(c); see also Anderson v. Liberty Lobby, Inc.,

477 U. S. 242, 248 (1986). W therefore affirm

W deny Shirkey's notion for appointnment of counsel and
di spense with oral argunent because the facts and | egal contentions
are adequately presented in the nmaterials before the court and

argunment woul d not aid the decisional process.
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