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PER CURI AM

Thomas Lanont Saxon appeals the district court’s order grant-
ing sunmary judgnent to the Defendant in his enploynent discrim
i nation action. Regarding Saxon’s clains on appeal that the dis-
trict court erred by denying his clains of discrimnation for the
1996 and 1998 positions and that an enpl oyee wongfully interfered
with the adm nistrative processing of his informal discrimnation
conplaint, we affirmon the reasonsing of the district court. See

Saxon v. Shalala, No. CA-00-896-PJM (D. Md. filed Aug. 23, 2000;

entered Aug. 25, 2000).
Saxon’s remaining claim that the district court erred by
failing to hold a hearing on Defendant’s notion for summary judg-

ment, also fails. Cray Communi cations Inc. v. Novatel Conputer

Sys., Inc., 33 F.3d 390, 396 (4th Cir. 1994) (holding that district
court does not need to hold a hearing on a summary judgnment no-
tion). W dispense with oral argunent because the facts and | egal
contentions are adequately presented in the materials before the

court and argunent would not aid the decisional process.
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