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

No. 94-60622

HELENE SM TH W LLSON and
ARLYNRA EDWARD

Pl ai ntiff-Appellee,
ver sus

JOHN W SHANNON, Secretary of the
Arny, Departnent of the Arny,

Def endant - Appel | ant.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Southern District of Texas
(93-cv-51)

Decenber 12, 1995
Bef ore REAVLEY, KING and WENER, Crcuit Judges.

PER CURI AM *

John Shannon, Secretary of the Arny, appeals certain aspects
of the district court's judgnent awardi ng damages and i njunctive
relief to Helene Smth WIllson and Arlynra Edward based on a jury
verdict finding that the Arny Corps of Engineers discrimnated
agai nst WIllson and Edward on the basis of sex and retaliated

against themfor filing a discrimnation claimwith the EECC

“Local Rule 47.5 provides: "The publication of opinions
t hat have no precedential value and nerely decide particular
cases on the basis of well-settled principles of |aw inposes
needl ess expense on the public and burdens on the |egal
profession.” Pursuant to that Rule, the court has determ ned
that this opinion should not be published.



The Arny al so appeals the district court order denying its notion
for new trial

We VACATE the district court's awards of front pay to
Wl son and Edward, WIllson's award of priority preference for
pronotion and Edward's award of priority placenent on the
Di spl aced Enpl oyee Program List, and REMAND wi th instructions
that the district court enter a nodified judgnment awardi ng
Wl son and Edward front pay fromthe date of judgnent to the
date each is offered a real estate appraiser or substantially
simlar position by the Arny, and granting WII|son and Edward
priority preference for pronotion to the next avail able real
estate appraiser or substantially simlar position, leaving it to
the Arny to determ ne whether to pronote WIIlson or Edward first.

W AFFIRM the district court's denial of the Arnmy's notion
for newtrial. W conclude that the district court's award of
back pay, front pay and priority preferences for pronotion to
both WIllson and Edward (as nodified herein) does not constitute
plain error which, if not corrected, would seriously affect the
fairness, integrity, or public reputation of judicial
pr oceedi ngs.

Finally, we AFFIRM the district court's final judgnent in
all other respects, including the award of attorney's fees for

appeal .



I V. CONCLUSI ON



For the foregoing reasons, we AFFIRM in part and VACATE and
REMAND in part, with instructions that the district court enter a

nmodi fied judgnent consistent with this opinion.



