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PER CURI AM

Shirley D. Seibles appeals fromthe district court’s orders
di smssing her 42 U.S.C. § 1981 (1994), action clai mng enpl oynent
discrimnation action based on a jury verdict and denying her
notion to anmend the judgnent filed pursuant to Fed. R Cv. P. 59.
The proper standard for reviewof a jury verdict is stated in Price

v. City of Charlotte, 93 F.3d 1241 (4th Gr. 1996). “Recogni zing

that we may not substitute our judgnment for that of the jury or
make credibility determnations, if there is evidence on which a
reasonable jury may return verdicts in favor of Appellees, we nust
affirm” |d. at 1249-50 (citations omtted). There is anple evi-
dentiary basis to support the jury's verdict that the County of
Fairfield s decision not to hire Seibles for the 911 Coordi nator

position was not the result of racial discrimnation. See Seibles

v. County of Fairfield, No. CA-96-1780-0-17BD (D.S.C. Cct. 8 & 21,

1997).

Accordingly, we affirm W di spense with oral argunent because
the facts and | egal contentions are adequately presented in the na-
terials before the court and argunent woul d not aid the deci sional

process.
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