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PER CURIAM.

Sandy R. Jackson brought this action against the University of Nebraska Board
of Regents (University), claiming the University terminated his Ph.D. program,
harassed him, and otherwise discriminated against him based on his race, in violation
of Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964, 42 U.S.C. §§ 2000d to 2000d-7.  At trial,
after the close of Jackson’s proof, the district court1 entered judgment as a matter of
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law for the University, and Jackson appeals.  Having reviewed the district court’s
factual findings for clear error and its legal conclusions de novo, see Clark v. Runyon,
218 F.3d 915, 918 (8th Cir. 2000), we affirm.

We agree with the district court that Jackson did not prove that any of the
allegedly discriminatory or harassing actions were based on his race.  See Habib v.
Nationsbank, 279 F.3d 563, 566 (8th Cir. 2001); Bradley v. Widnall, 232 F.3d 626,
632 (8th Cir. 2000); Fuller v. Rayburn, 161 F.3d 516, 518 (8th Cir. 1998).

Accordingly, we affirm.
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