IN THE UNI TED STATES COURT OF APPEALS
FOR THE FI FTH Cl RCU T

No. 93-3093

JACQUELI NE PADDI O
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
VERSUS

BOARD OF TRUSTEES FOR STATE COLLEGES
AND UNI VERSI TI ES, et al.,

Def endant s- Appel | ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Eastern District of Louisiana
(91-CV-4277-"N'(MAR3))

(Decenber 1, 1993)

Bef ore VAN GRAAFEI LAND, * SM TH, and WENER, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM **

Havi ng reviewed the briefs, record, and argunent of counsel,
we conclude that there is no error in the district court's
determ nation that the defendants presented adequate reasons for
their exercise of perenptory chall enges and that those reasons were
not pretextual. W also conclude that the district court did not
err in entering judgnent on the jury verdict. Accordi ngly, the

j udgnent i s AFFI RVED.

" Grcuit Judge of the Second Grcuit, sitting by designation.

" Local Rule 47.5.1 provides: "The publication of opinions that have
no precedential value and nerely decide particular cases on the basis of well-
settled principles of |aw inposes needl ess expense on the public and burdens
on the legal profession." Pursuant to that rule, the court has determ ned
that this opinion should not be published.



