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HYRATHA C. SPRI GGS,
Plaintiff - Appellant,

Ver sus

Cl TI BANK ( MARYLAND), N. A,
Def endant - Appel |l ee.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court for the District of
Maryl and, at Baltinmore. J. Frederick Mdtz, Chief District Judge.
(CA-91- 3546- JFM

Subm tted: Decenber 12, 1996 Deci ded: Decenber 18, 1996

Bef ore MURNAGHAN, NI EMEYER, and LUTTIG G rcuit Judges.

Affirmed by unpublished per curiam opinion.

Hyratha C. Spriggs, Appellant Pro Se. Jana Howard Carey, Todd
James Horn, VENABLE, BAETJER & HOMRD, Baltinore, Mryland, for
Appel | ee.

Unpubl i shed opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit.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



PER CURI AM

Hyratha C. Spriggs appeal sthe district court's orders assess-
I ng costs against Spriggs follow ng her unsuccessful enploynent
di scrimnation suit against the Defendant, and denying her notion
to rescind the court's order assessing costs. W have revi ewed t he
record and the district court's opinions and find no reversible

error. Accordingly, we affirm on the reasoning of the district

court. Spriggs v. Gtibank (Maryland), N. A , No. CA-91-3546-JFM(D.
Md. June 20 & Aug. 6, 1996). W dispense with oral argunent because
the facts and | egal contentions are adequately presented i n the na-
terials before the Court and argunent woul d not aid the deci sional

Process.

AFFlI RVED

" The order assessing costs agai nst Spriggs was entered My
20, 1996. Spriggs' notion for extension of tinme to respond to the
order was not filed until June 10, 1996. In that notion, Spriggs
clainms that she failed to receive notice of the order because it
was sent to her attorney, whomshe previously had di scharged. The
district court reopened the case and granted Spriggs several
extensions of time before denying the notion.



