UNI TED STATES COURT OF APPEALS
For the Fifth Crcuit

No. 97-20007
Summary Cal endar

CLARI CE COLLI NS,

Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,

VERSUS

UNI VERSI TY OF TEXAS; UNI VERSI TY OF TEXAS, BOARD OF REGENTS;
TEXAS HEART | NSTI TUTE; CARDI OPULMONARY PERFUSI ON ASSOCI ATES
| NCORPORATED; ST. LUKE S EPI SCOPAL HOSPI TAL; BONNI E CROVACK;
VALERI E CARROLL; TRUDY STAFFORD, FRANCI S FRANZ; SAL GUERCI O
ANN GUERCI O RHONDA KENNAMER; JOYCE BI GLEY; KI MBERLY WADE
SWAN, CARCLYN LETHRI DGE; DEBRA SURPRI SE; SUZI E GLEASON;
RAYMOND MCI NNI' S,

Def endant s- Appel | ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
For the Southern District of Texas

( H 95- CV- 715)
July 30, 1997

Bef ore DUHE, DeMOSS, and DENNIS, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM ~

Collins sued the corporate and individual defendants in this

"Pursuant to 5th Cr. R 47.5, the Court has determ ned that this
opi ni on shoul d not be published and is not precedent except under
the limted circunstances set forth in 5th Cr. R 47.5. 4.



case, alleging "intentional discrimnation, based on race, gender
and retaliation due to plaintiff’s past chall enges and conpl ai nts
of racial discrimnation." Each defendant filed notions for
summary judgnent which were referred by the district court to the
magi strate judge for review and reconmendati on. The nmagistrate
j udge recommended that all defendants’ notions for summary j udgnment
be granted and the plaintiff’s notion for summary judgnent be
deni ed. The district court reviewed the nmgistrate judge's
menor andum and r ecommendat i on de novo and entered an order adopting
t he nmenorandum and reconmendati on.

We have carefully reviewed the briefs, the record excerpts and
rel evant portions of the record itself. For the reasons stated by
the magistrate judge in her nenorandum and recommendation filed
under date of April 25, 1996, the district court was correct in
adopting the magistrate judge's recomendations and entering a
final judgnent based thereon.

AFFI RVED.



