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PER CURI AM

This case arises out of a dispute between the plaintiff-
appel l ant, Andrews Bartlett & Associates, Inc., and t he def endant -
appel |l ee, Anerican Society of Health-Systens Pharmacists, Inc.
(ASHP). The two parties had an extended contractual relationship
duri ng whi ch Andrews Bartl ett produced conventi ons and neeti ngs for
ASHP. In 1994 ASHP ended this relationship under a term nation
clause in the nost recent contract. Andrews Bartlett sued ASHP,
and the district court held (1) that the termnation clause
unanbi guously granted ASHP the right to end the contract if it was
di ssatisfiedwith Andrews Bartlett's performnce and (2) that there
was sufficient uncontroverted evidence of that dissatisfactionto
merit sunmary judgnent for ASHP. Andrews Bartlett appeals, and we

affirm on the reasoning of the district court. See Andrews

Bartlett & Associates, Inc. v. Anerican Society of Health-Systens

Pharmaci sts, Inc., Civil Action No. K-95-2671 (D. M. Nov. 25,

1996) .
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