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

No. 96-21049
(Summary Cal endar)

SYBIL A KERRY and
SHEI LA A. SM TH,

Pl aintiffs-Appellants,
vVer sus

WESTERN ATLAS | NTERNATI ONAL
| NCORPORATED,

Def endant - Appel | ee.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Southern District of Texas
(H 95-3870)

April 18, 1997

Bef ore H G3 NBOTHAM W ENER and BENAVI DES, Circuit Judges.

PER CURI AM *

In this appeal from the district court’s grant of summary
j udgrment dism ssing the TITLEVII tclains of Plaintiffs-Appellants

Sybil A Kerry and Sheila A Smth, based specifically on sex

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this opinion should not be published and is not precedent except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 Ilimted circunstances set forth in Local Rule 47.5. 4.

1 42 U.S.C. §2000e-2(a)(1).



discrimnation in connection with a reduction in force (RIF) by
Def endant - Appel | ee  Western Atlas International | ncor por at ed
(Western), Kerry and Smith contend that the district court erred in
hol di ng that Western had di scharged its burden of production of a
non-di scrimnatory reason for its enploynent action; in failingto
consider certain evidence regarding Western's financial distress
that allegedly caused the RIF; in failing to consider evidence of
Kerry’s and Smth’s superior qualifications; infailing to consider
evidence that would produce a genuine issue of fact as to the
pretextual nature of the job offer nade by Western to Kerry; and in
failing to find that Wstern termnated only wonen in the R F.
Kerry and Smith also assert error by the district court in its
di sposition of their state lawclains of intentional infliction of
enotional distress.

I n our de novo review on appeal, we have carefully consi dered
the argunents advanced by counsel in briefs to this court, the
summary judgnent record on appeal, and the Menorandum and QOpi ni on
of the district court. Based on this consideration, we are
convinced that the district court conmtted no reversible error in
granting Western’s Mdtion for Summary Judgnent on all clains of
Kerry and Smth, including, without limtation, their state |aw
clains for intentional infliction of enotional distress, agreeing
entirely with the reasons set forth by the district court inits
Menor andumand Opi ni on. Consequently, the district court’s sunmary
judgnent dismssing the actions of Kerry and Smth is, in all
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respects,

AFF| RMED.



