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

No. 95-40926
Summary Cal endar

ROGER M LANCE,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
ver sus

PORT OF CORPUS CHRI STI
AUTHORI TY,

Def endant - Appel | ee.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Southern District of Texas
USDC No. GC-95-CV-229

Sept enber 20, 1996
Before JONES, DeMOSS, and PARKER, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Roger M Lance argues that the district court erred in
granting the defendant's summary judgnent notion and di sm ssing
his clainms for defamation, retaliatory discharge, and a violation
of the Fam |y Medical Leave Act.

We have reviewed the record, the opinion of the district
court, and the briefs, and find, substantially for the reasons

relied upon by the district court, that the district court did

Pursuant to Local Rule 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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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 Local Rule
47.5. 4.
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not err in granting sunmary judgnment and di sm ssing Lance's claim
for retaliatory discharge and his claimthat the defendant

vi ol ated the FM.A. See Lance v. Port of Corpus Christ, No. C-95-

CV-229 (S.D. Tex. Cct. 18, 1995).

Qur review of the record reveals that Lance's defamation
claimis barred by governnental imunity, and, thus, the district
court did not err in granting summary judgnent and di sm ssing the
defamation claim See Tex. G v. Prac. & Rem Code Ann.

88 101.021 (West 1986).

AFFI RVED.



