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PER CURI AM

Robert and Jane Fox appeal the district court’s order granting
summary judgnent in favor of Baltinore County in their action
challenging the constitutionality of Baltinore County’ s Code
enf orcenment process based on an alleged violation of their due
process rights. W affirm

This Court reviews a district court’s order granting summary

j udgnent de novo. Stone v. Liberty Mut. Ins. Co., 105 F. 3d 188, 191

(4th Cr. 1997). Summary judgnment is appropriate when there is no
genui ne i ssue of material fact given the parties’ burdens of proof

at trial. Fed. R Gv. P. 56(c); Anderson v. Liberty Lobby, Inc.,

477 U. S. 242, 247-48 (1986).
Wth these standards in mnd, we affirmon the reasoning of
the district court. W also deny the Foxes’ notion for a wit of

prohibition. See Gurley v. Superior Court of Mecklenburg County,

411 F. 2d 586, 587 (4th Cir. 1969). W dispense with oral argunent
because the facts and | egal contentions are adequately presented in
the materials before the court and argunment would not aid the

deci si onal process.
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