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PER CURI AM

Shel don Vann appeals fromthe district court’s final judgnent
based on the jury' s verdict in favor of Appellee in this civil
action, as well as the jury's verdict itself. Vann also appeals
fromthe district court’s adverse order partially granting sumrary
judgnment in favor of Appellee on Vann’s harassnent clai m brought
pursuant to Title VII of the CGvil R ghts Act of 1964, as anended,
42 U.S.C A 8 2000e (West 1994), and his discrimnatory failure to
pronote claimbrought pursuant to 42 U S.C A 8§ 1981 (Wst 1994 &
Supp. 2000). We have reviewed the record and the district court’s
opinion and find no reversible error. Accordingly, we affirmthe
jury’'s verdict, and the district court’s order on the reasoni ng of

the district court. Vann v. AVX Corporation, No. CA-98-3481-4-24BC

(D.S.C. June 13, 2000; July 14, 2000). We dispense with oral
argunment because the facts and | egal contentions are adequately
presented in the materials before the Court and argunment woul d not

aid the decisional process.
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