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SH RLEY GREEN,

Plaintiff - Appellant,
V.
ECKERD CORP., doi ng busi ness as Eckerd,

Def endants - Appel |l ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Eastern District of Texas, Beaunont D vision
USDC No. 1:04-CV-576

Bef ore DeMOSS, STEWART and PRADO, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Shirley Green, appearing pro se, appeals the district
court’s order granting the Defendant’s notion for summary
j udgnent and dismssing her suit for racial and sexual
discrimnation in enploynent arising under the Gvil R ghts Act
of 1866, as anended, 42 U S.C. 8§ 1981; Title VII of the Gvil
Ri ghts Act of 1964, as anended, 42 U S.C. 88 2000e-2000h-6; and

the Texas Comm ssion on Human Ri ghts Act, Tex. LAB. CoDE ANN.

Pursuant to 5THCGR R 47.5, the court has determ ned
that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent
except under the limted circunstances set forth in 5TH QR
R 47.5. 4.



§21. 001 et seq.

We review a district court’s grant of summary judgnent de
novo. Gowesky v. Singing R ver Hosp. Sys., 321 F.3d 503, 507
(5th Gr. 2003). “The noving party is entitled to a judgnent as
a matter of law [if] the nonnoving party has failed to nake a
sufficient showing on an essential elenent of her case with
respect to which she has the burden of proof.” Celotex Corp. v.
Catrett, 477 U S. 317, 323 (1986) (internal quotation marks
omtted).

We have carefully exam ned the briefs, the record excerpts,
and rel evant portions of the record itself. For the reasons
stated in the district court’s conprehensi ve Menorandum and
Order, we affirmthe decision to enter final judgnent agai nst
G een.

AFFI RVED.



