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OPINION
PER CURIAM:

Theodore C. Kariotis appeals from the district court's order dis-
missing his42 U.S.C.A. 8 1983 (West Supp. 2000) complaint in
which he alleged that his position as Director of Economics at the
University of Maryland University College was eliminated due to his
vocal and public opposition to the college's announced plan to elimi-
nate all full-time faculty and to employ only adjunct faculty members.
The district court determined that Kariotis speech wasin his persona
interest as an employee, rather than as a citizen on a matter of public
concern, and therefore concluded that the speech was not protected
under the First Amendment. See Pickering v. Board of Educ., 391
U.S. 563, 568 (1968) (announcing balancing test). Accepting the fac-
tual alegationsin the complaint as true and affording Kariotis the
benefit of al reasonable inferences that can be drawn from those alle-
gations, see Mylan Labs., Inc. v. Matkari, 7 F.3d 1130, 1134 (4th Cir.
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1993), we find no support in the record for the conclusion that Kario-
tis position--or that of any other academic director--would have
been affected by the plan to eliminate all full-time faculty in favor of
adjunct professors. Therefore, we conclude that the district court erred
in determining, at this stage of the record's devel opment, that Kario-
tis' speech involved a matter of personal, rather than public, concern.
Accordingly we vacate the district court's order dismissing the com-
plaint and remand for further proceedings.* We dispense with ora
argument because the facts and legal contentions are adequately pre-
sented in the materials before the court and argument would not aid
the decisional process.

VACATED AND REMANDED

*In remanding this case, we express no opinion as to whether or not
the speech at issue was protected speech. We conclude only that, on this
record, such a determination was premature.
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