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Unpubl i shed opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit.
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PER CURI AM

Robert Anderson filed a conplaint alleging enploynent dis-
crimnation in his termnation as a project manager for |[|TT
| ndustries Corporation. The district court conducted a hearing and
granted summary judgnent in Appellees’ favor for the reasons stated
fromthe bench. Anderson appeals fromthe court’s order. W have
reviewed the briefs, the record, and the district court’s state-
nments from the bench. The court properly found that, even if
Anderson could nake a prima facie showing of discrimnatory
term nation, Appell ees showed | egitimate, nondi scri m natory reasons
for the adverse enpl oynent action and that Anderson failed to show

that the reasons were pretextual. Reeves v. Sanderson Pl unbing

Prods., Inc., 530 U S. 133, 137-39 (2000). Accordingly, we affirm

on the reasoning of the district court as stated at the hearing on

Cct ober 20, 2000. Anderson v. ITT Industries Corp., No. CA-99-818-

A (E.D Va. filed Ot. 20, 2000 & entered Cct. 23, 2000). Ve
di spense with oral argunent because the facts and | egal contentions
are adequately presented in the nmaterials before the court and

argunment woul d not aid the decisional process.
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