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

No. 97-60092
Summary Cal endar

PERRY LEW S EVANS,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
vVer sus

REG ON 8 MENTAL HEALTH AND MENTAL RETARDATI ON COWM SSI ON,
T. E. COITEN, JR

Def endant s- Appel | ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Southern District of M ssissipp
(3:96-CV-183LN)

Decenber 8, 1997

Before JONES, SM TH, and STEWART, C rcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Perry Lew s Evans, plaintiff-appellant, brought suit in
federal district court against both his enployer and supervisor
asserting clainms for racial discrimnation and retaliation under
Title VIl and intentional infliction of enotional distress. The
district court granted sunmary judgnent in favor of defendants-

appel | ees.

"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this opinion should not be published and is not precedent except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 5THQR R 47.5. 4.



We reviewa district court’s grant of summary judgnent de
novo. See Gines v. Texas Dept. of Mental Health and Mental
Retardation, 102 F.3d 137, 139 (5th Cr. 1996). Sunmary judgnment
IS appropriate when there is no genuine issue as to any materi al
fact and the novant is entitled to judgnent as a matter of |aw
See FeED. R QGv. P. 56(c). Unsubstanti ated assertions are not
conpetent summary judgnent evidence. See Gines, 102 F.3d at 139.

Appellant’s brief is devoid of facts or argunents beyond
conclusory al |l egati ons supporting his contention that an issue of
material fact exists in this case. The court has considered
appellant’s clains in light of the briefs and pertinent portions of
the record. W find no reversible error of fact or law and affirm
for essentially the sanme reasons stated by the district court.

AFFI RMED.



