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February 13, 2001

Bef ore REYNALDO G GARZA, DAVIS, and JONES, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

The court has considered this appeal in light of the
briefs, oral argunents, and pertinent portions of the record.
Having done so, we find no reversible error and affirm for
essentially the reasons stated by the district |udge. I n
particular, we conclude that this case falls within the narrow

range of cases cited by the Suprene Court in Reeves v. Sanderson

Pl unbi ng, 530 U. S. 133, 120 S. . 2097, 2105 (2000), in which any

direct or circunstantial evidence of age discrimnation is far

Pursuant to 5TH QR R 47.5, the Court has determined that this
opi ni on should not be published and is not precedent except under the linmted
circunstances set forth in 5THQR R 47.5.4.



overshadowed by the enployer’s evidence of legitinmate non-
di scrim natory grounds for Wight’s denotion. Sunmary judgnent was
therefore properly granted to the defendant.

AFFI RMVED.



