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

SN

No. 93-7610
Summary Cal endar

SN
SYLVI A STAMPS,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,

ver sus

PO NT | SABEL | NDEPENDENT
SCHOCL DI STRICT, ET AL.,

Def endant s- Appel | ees.

SIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIID L
Appeal fromthe United States District Court for the

Sout hern District of Texas
(91- Cv-55)
SIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIID L
(March 24, 1994)

Bef ore GARWOOD, SM TH and DeMOSS, Circuit Judges.”
PER CURI AM

Plaintiff-appellant Sylvia Stanps (Stanps) appeal s t he summary
j udgnent di sm ssing her clains agai nst defendants-appel |l ees Poi nt
| sabel | ndependent School District (the School District) and

others. Stanps' suit conplains of the termnation of her clerical

Local Rule 47.5 provides: "The publication of opinions that
have no precedential value and nerely decide particul ar cases on
the basis of well-settled principles of |aw inposes needless
expense on the public and burdens on the legal profession.™
Pursuant to that Rule, the Court has determ ned that this opinion
shoul d not be publi shed.



job with the School D strict. On appeal, Stanps asserts that
summary judgnment was inproper as to her 42 U S.C. 8§ 1983 clains
t hat she was deprived of property and liberty interests w thout due
process of law and as to her clains under Vernon's Ann. Tex. G v.
Stats. art. 8307c 8 1 that she was discharged in retaliation for
filing a worker's conpensation claim

W agree with the magistrate judge, essentially for the
reasons stated by him that, as a clerical and probationary
enpl oyee who was enpl oyed entirely on an "at will" basis and at the
end of her probationary period (as extended) was not retained,
Stanps as a matter of |aw had no property interest in her continued
enploynent; as to her liberty interest claim this also fails
because, anong other things, as the nmagistrate judge correctly
observed, there is no summary judgnent evidence fromwhich a jury
could find that any of the defendants nmade public any stigmati zing
al l egations concerning Stanps. As to the article 8307c 8 1 claim
the nmagi strate judge correctly noted that there is no evidence from
which a jury could find that Stanps' workers' conpensation claim
pl ayed any part in her being let go at the end of her extended
probati onary peri od. These are all matters as to which Stanps
woul d have had the burden of proof at trial.

Accordi ngly, the judgnent belowis

AFFI RVED.



