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Plaintiff-Appellant Robert Veal, fornerly an enployee of
Def endant s- Appel | ees (“ Schl unberger”), appeal s the district court’s
grant of Schlunberger’s notion for summary judgnent, dism ssing
Veal’s action, which was grounded in racial discrimnation in
violation of Title VII and 8 1981. Veal was represented by counsel

inthe district court, but he is proceeding pro se on appeal.

" Pursuant to 5TH QR 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this opinion should not be published and is not precedent except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 5THCQR R 47.5. 4.



Qur exhaustive exam nation of the 5-volune record on appeal,
the briefs of the parties, and, especially, the conprehensive and
detail ed Menorandum and Order signed by the district court on
January 31, 2006, satisfies us that sunmary judgnment of dism ssal
was properly granted in this case. As we agree with the reasoning
and rulings of the district court, no useful purpose would be
served by our witing further. For essentially the reasons set
forth by the district court in its Mnorandum and Order, that
court’s judgnent is, in all respects,

AFF| RMED.



