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PER CURI AM *

Maria Luisa Quevedo alleges that she was discrimnated
agai nst on the basis of her age and national origin by the Arny Air
Force Exchange Service (AAFES) and its conmander, WMajor Cenera
Barry D. Bates. The district court dism ssed this action w thout
prejudice on the grounds that AAFES and General Barry are not
proper party defendants under the relevant federal laws, Title VII

and the Age Discrimnation in Enploynent Act. Because neither

Pursuant to 5TH QR R 47.5, the Court has determined that this
opi ni on should not be published and is not precedent except under the linmted
circunstances set forth in 5THQR R 47.5.4.



AAFES or General Barry is a proper defendant to this action, we
affirmthe district court’s dism ssal w thout prejudice.

The AAFES is part of the federal governnent and is
classified as a non-appropriated fund instrunentality of the

United States. See AAFES v. Sheehan, 456 U.S. 728, 102 S. C. 2118

(1982). As such, the AAFES shares in whatever inmmunity the
governnment may have against suit under the Constitution and
federal statutes.

By statute, the only proper party defendant in either a
Title VIl action or an Age Discrimnation in Enploynent action
brought against the United States is the head of the agency in

whi ch the all eged discrimnatory acts occurred. 42 U . S. C. § 2000e-

16(c); Honeycutt v. Long, 861 F.2d 1346 (5th Cr. 1988). AAFES i s
an integral part of the Departnent of Defense and operates is

support of both the Arny and Air Force. Dynes v. Arny and Air

Force Exchange Service, 720 F.2d 1495, 1496 (11th Cir. 1983).

Therefore, as noted by the district court, the only proper party
defendant in this action is the head of the Departnent of Defense,
Secretary of Defense Wlliam S. Cohen. See Honeycutt, 861 F.2d at
1349.

Ms. Quevedo failed to name Secretary of Cohen as a
defendant in her suit, leaving the district court wth no
alternative but to dismss the case for lack of a proper party

def endant .



Twenty-one days after the district court’s entry of its
order dismssing the case wthout prejudice, the Plaintiff-
Appellant filed a notion seeking to change defendants from AAFES
and General Bates to Secretary Cohen. A pro se party is in no way
exenpted from conpliance with the relevant rules of procedure and

substantive law. Hulsey v. State of Texas, 929 F.2d 168, 171(5th

Cir. 1991). Because Ms. Quevedo’s notion to change defendants cane
after the entry of a final judgnent by the district court it was
void and ineffective.

Affirnmed.



