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Summary Cal endar

WARREN L. REUTHER, JR., on his own behalf and on behal f of al
ot her sharehol ders of Airport Holdings, Inc., Arport
Shuttle, Inc., Arport Shuttle Colorado, Inc., Chicory
Building, Inc., Delta Transit, Inc., Destination Managenent,
Inc., Hospitality Enterprises, Inc., Lodging, Inc., New
Orleans International Cruise Ship Termnal, Inc., New
Ol eans Paddl ewheels, Inc., New Ol eans Tours, Inc., On the
Town, Inc., RSC Managenent, Inc., and Visitor Marketing,

I nc.,

Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
ver sus

JAMES E. SMTH, JR; SM TH MARTIN APLC;, SM TH ROSENBERG LLC
formerly known as Smth Martin APLC, Al RPORT HCOLDI NGS, | NC
Al RPORT SHUTTLE, I NC.; Al RPORT SHUTTLE COLORADO, | NC.; CHI CORY
BU LDI NG I NC. ; DELTA TRANSI T, |INC.; DESTI NATI ON MANAGEMENT,
| NC.; HOSPI TALI TY ENTERPRI SES, I NC.; LODA NG | NC. ; NEW ORLEANS
| NTERNATI ONAL CRUI SE SHI P TERM NAL, | NC.; NEW ORLEANS
PADDLEWHEELS, | NC.; NEW ORLEANS TOURS, INC.; ON THE TOMN, | NC.
RSC MANAGEMENT, [INC.; WVISITOR MARKETI NG, | NC.,

Def endant s- Appel | ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the EBEastern District of Louisiana
USDC No. 01-CV-3625-R
USDC No. 02-Cv-282

Bef ore BARKSDALE, EMLIO M GARZA, and DENNIS, G rcuit Judges.

PER CURI AM *

" Pursuant to 5THOR R 47.5, the court has determ ned that
this opi nion should not be published and is not precedent except
under the limted circunstances set forth in 5THCQR R 47.5. 4.
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Warren L. Reut her, individually and on behal f t he sharehol ders
of the above-referenced corporations (the Corporations), appeals
from the district court’s grant of the appellees’ notions for
summary judgnent in this suit alleging, anong other clains,
vi ol ati ons under t he Racketeer |Influenced and Corrupt Organi zati ons
Act (RICO. Because Reuther declines to renew his federal

securities lawclaim that issue is deened abandoned. See Yohey V.

Collins, 985 F.2d 222, 224-25 (5th Cr. 1993).

Reut her contends that the district court abused its discretion
in denying his FED. R Qv. P. 56(f) request for a continuance to
permt further discovery. He also asserts that the district court
erred in granting summary judgnent on his RICOclaim For purposes
of the latter argunent, Reuther contends that the district court
i nproperly wei ghed evi dence and deci ded genui ne i ssues of materi al
fact when rejecting certain alleged RICO predicate acts of nuil
f raud.

W have reviewed the record and briefs submtted by the
parties and hold that the district court’s denial of Reuther’s FED.
R QGv. P. 56(f) request did not constitute an abuse of discretion
since Reuther failed to show howthe additi onal requested di scovery

woul d create a genuine issue of material fact. See R chardson v.

Henry, 902 F.2d 414, 417 (5th Gr. 1990); International Shortstop,

Inc. v. Rally's, Inc., 939 F.2d 1257, 1266 (5th Cr. 1991).

Simlarly, because Reuther’'s RICO predicate acts/mail fraud

argunents fail to identify the existence of a material fact issue
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for trial, the district court’s grant of summary judgnent is

AFF| RVED. See Celotex Corp. Vv. Catrett, 477 U. S. 317, 322-23

(1986); Anderson v. Liberty Lobby, 477 US. 242, 250 (1986).

Because the district court’s summary judgnment ruling was not error,
we reject Reuther’s request seeking reinstatenent of his state-I|aw
cl ai ns.

AFF| RMED.



