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PER CURI AM

Abi odun Aki nrinade appeals from the district court’s order
granting Service Anerica Corporation’s notion to dismss and dis-
mssing with prejudice her enploynent discrimnation action as
time-barred. Because we find that Akinrinade failed to show good
cause to justify extending the 120-day period for serving process
upon Service Anerica Corporation and her clains are now tine-
barred, we find that the district court did not abuse its discre-
tion in dismssing the action with prejudice. See Fed. R Cv. P

4(m); Mendez v. Elliot, 45 F.3d 75, 78 (4th Gir. 1995)(Fed. R G v.

P. 4(m) does not provide relief fromtine defenses such as statute
of limtations). Consequently, we affirm”® W dispense with oral
argunent because the facts and | egal contentions are adequately
presented in the materials before the court and argunment woul d not

aid the decisional process.

AFFI RVED

" Where, as in this case, the district court considered nat-
ters outside the pleadings, it should have treated the notion as a
notion for summary judgnment. See Gay v. Wall, 761 F.2d 175, 177
(4th G r. 1985). Any error was harnl ess because Akinrinade was on
noti ce of the possible conversion due to the attachnment of exhibits
to the notion to dismss, and even on appeal nakes no claimthat
she woul d have been able to establish a dispute of material fact by
counter-affidavits or discovery if she had known the notion to
di sm ss was being converted to a notion for summary judgnent.




