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PER CURI AM

Theodore R Jackson appeals the district court’s order grant-
ing summary judgnent to Janes river lron, Inc. and dism ssing his
claimthat his discharge violated Title VII of the Gvil R ghts Act
of 1964, 42 U.S.C. §8 2000(e) et seq. W review a district court’s

grant of summary judgnent de novo. See Higgins v. E. |I. Dupont de

Nenmours & Co., 863 F.2d 1162, 1167 (4th Gr. 1988). Jackson con-

tends he was discharged on COctober 27, 1998. He filed a sworn
charge with the EEOC on Cctober 27, 1999. Although Jackson filed
aletter with the EECC on August 20, 1999, within the 300 day |im -
tations period, the letter was not sworn, therefore, it does not

serve as a “charge.” See Tinsley v. First Union Nat’l Bank, 155

F.3d 435, 439-40 (4th Gr. 1998) (discussing |imtations period).
Accordingly, we affirmthe district court’s order on the grounds
that Jackson failed to exhaust his admnistrative renedies by

tinely filing a charge with the EEOCC. See Edelnman v. Lynchburg

Coll ege, 228 F.3d 503 (4th Gr. 2000), pet. for cert. filed, 69

US LW 3481 (U S Apr. 2, 2001) (No. 00-1072). W dispense with
oral argunent because the facts and | egal contentions are adequat e-
ly presented in the materials before the court and argunent woul d

not aid the decisional process.
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