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Before MOTZ" and KING GCircuit Judges, and BUTZNER, Senior Circuit
Judge.

Affirmed by unpublished per curiam opinion.

Del ores A Wight, Appellant Pro Se. Emmett Francis MGCee, Jr.,
Beth A. Wnograd, PIPER MARBURY, RUDNICK & WOLFE, L.L.P., Balti-
nore, Maryland, for Appellee.

Judge Motz did not participate in consideration of this
case. The opinionis filed by a quorumof the panel pursuant to 28
U S C 8§ 46(d) (1994).



Unpubl i shed opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit.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

PER CURI AM

Del ores A. Wight appeals the district court’s order granting
t he Defendant’s notion for sumrmary judgnent in her enpl oynent dis-
crimnation suit. W have reviewed the record and the district
court’s opinion and find no reversible error. Accordingly, we af-

firmon the reasoning of the district court. See Wight v. T. Rowe

Price Associates, Inc., No. CA-98-3206-MIG (D. Md. Sept. 3, 1999).°

We di spense with oral argunent because the facts and | egal conten-
tions are adequately presented in the materials before the court

and argunent would not aid the decisional process.

AFFI RVED

" Although the district court’s order is marked as “filed” on
Septenber 2, 1999, the district court’s records show that it was
entered on the docket sheet on Septenber 3, 1999. Pursuant to
Rul es 58 and 79(a) of the Federal Rules of G vil Procedure, it is
the date the order was entered on the docket sheet that we take as
the effective date of the district court’s decision. See Wlson v.
Murray, 806 F.2d 1232, 1234-35 (4th Cr. 1986).




