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LUANNE MOORE,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,

VERSUS
EXXON MOBIL O L CORPORATION, a New Jersey Corporation,

formerly known as Mbil G| Corporation,

Def endant - Appel | ee.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
For the Eastern District of Texas, Beaunont

(1. 00- CV- 839)

Bef ore BARKSDALE, DeMOSS, and BENAVIDES, G rcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Luanne Moore (“More”) filed suit in the federal district
court agai nst Exxon Mobil G| Corporation (“Exxon Mbil”) alleging
violations of Title VIl as well as a claim for intentional
infliction of enotional distress under state |aw Exxon Mobi |

answered indicating that More was term nated because of “serious

"Pursuant to 5TH QR 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opi ni on shoul d not be published and is not precedent except under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 circunmstances set forth in 5THGQR R 47.5. 4.



performance deficiencies” and that Myore had been placed on “a
performance i nprovenent plan” but failed to achi eve the necessary
i nprovenent in performance. Exxon Mbil noved for summary j udgnent
whi ch was granted and Moore appeals to this Court.

We have carefully reviewed the briefs, the record excerpts and
rel evant portions of the record itself. For the reasons stated by
the district judge in his “Menorandum Qpi ni on on Def endant’ s Moti on
for Summary Judgnment” filed October 9, 2002, we affirmthe final

judgnent of the district court granting defendant’s notion for

summary judgnent. AFFI RVED



