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I n Novenber 2000, Yolanda Wllians (“Plaintiff”) executed an
enpl oynent agreenent with C ntas Corporation and Expect First Ad
Corporation (“Defendants”) which contained a conpul sory
arbitration clause requiring all disputes regarding the
enpl oynent to be submtted to binding arbitration. 1In March
2003, Plaintiff initiated her first lawsuit agai nst Defendants
asserting clains for racial discrimnation and retaliation in

violation of Title VI and 42 U. S.C. 8 1981. Def endants noved to

Pursuant to 5THCGR R 47.5, the court has determ ned
that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent
except under the limted circunstances set forth in 5TH QR
R 47.5. 4.
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conpel arbitration and dismss the lawsuit in April 2003, and in
June 2003, the district court entered an order granting

Def endants’ notion to conpel arbitration. The parties proceeded
to arbitration under the supervision of the American Arbitration
Association. In January 2005, the arbitrator issued his award
denying all of Plaintiff’s requested relief. In March 2005, the
arbitrator denied Plaintiff’s request for nodification of the
arbitrator’s award. In April 2005, Plaintiff initiated her
second | awsuit agai nst Defendants, once again claimng
discrimnation and retaliation under Title VI| and 42 U. S.C. 8§
1981. On notion of Defendants, the district court dism ssed
Plaintiff’s second conplaint for failure to state a clai mupon
which relief could be granted under Rule 12(b)(6). Plaintiff
appealed to this Court.

We have carefully reviewed the briefs, the record excerpts,
the reply brief and rel evant portions of the record itself. For
the reasons stated by the district court in its nmenorandum
opi nion and order filed July 15, 2005, we affirmthe final
judgnent entered by the district court on July 25, 2005.

AFFI RVED.



