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

No. 97-10447
(Summary Cal endar)

WLBUR L. WLLIS,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,

ver sus

| TT EDUCATI ONAL SERVI CES, | NC. ,
d/b/a I TT TECHN CAL | NSTI TUTE,

Def endant - Appel | ee.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
For the Northern District of Texas
(95- CV- 1966)

February 10, 1998

Bef ore W ENER, BARKSDALE, and EMLIO M GARZA, C rcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

In this Title VIl enploynent discrimnation case, Plaintiff-
Appel lant Wlbur L. WIlis appeals fromthe district court’s grant
of summary judgnent, dismssing his action against Defendant-
Appellee |ITT Educational Services, Inc., d/b/a |ITT Technical

Institute. After reviewing de novo all of the facts as presented

Pursuant to 5TH QR R 47.5, the Court has determn ned that
this opinion should not be published and is not precedent except
under the Ilimted circunstances set forth in 5THQR R 47.5. 4.



by the parties, we reach the sane conclusion as did the district
court — for the reasons advanced by that court — and append
hereto a copy of the transcript of the district court’s ora
ruling.? Accordingly, the judgnent of the district court, is, in
all respects, affirnmed at appellant’s cost. The parties’
respective notions for attorney’s fees are deni ed.

AFFI RMED; costs assessed to Appellant; parties’ notions for

attorney’s fees denied

2When Appel lant refused to include in the record on appeal a
transcript of +the portion of +the summary judgnent hearing
containing the ruling of the district court, we ordered a
transcript prepared, the costs of which are assessed as costs of
this appeal .



