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Unpubl i shed opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit.
See Local Rule 36(c).

PER CURI AM

Cl audia M Ant hony appeal s the district court’s order dism ss-
ing her action alleging enploynent discrimnation in violation of
Title VII. W have reviewed the record and the district court’s
opinion and find no reversible error. Accordingly, we affirmthe

order of the district court. See Gllins v. Berkeley Elec. Coop.

148 F. 3d 413, 416-17 (4th Cr. 1998) (holding that plaintiff mnust
do nore than nerely cast doubt on the veracity of the enployer’s
justification for its enploynment action; rather, to survive summary
judgment, the plaintiff nust have devel oped sone evi dence on which
a jury could reasonably base a finding that discrimnation noti-
vated the chall enged enploynent action). W dispense with ora
argunment because the facts and |egal contentions are adequately
presented in the materials before the court and argunment woul d not

aid the decisional process.
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