UNI TED STATES COURT OF APPEALS
FOR THE FI FTH Cl RCU T

No. 02-11112
Summary Cal endar

RALF MONDONEDG,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
ver sus

121 COVPRADES LTD., A Texas Limted Partnership,
doi ng busi ness as La Haci enda Ranch,

Def endant - Appel | ee.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Northern District of Texas
(4: 00-CV-1867-Y)

February 24, 2003

Bef ore BARKSDALE, DeMOSS and BENAVI DES, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Ral f Mondonedo appeals, pro se, the summary judgnent awarded
121 Conprades Ltd. on his Title VII race discrimnation,
retaliatory discharge, and hostile work environnent clains.
Mondonedo was a bartender at La Haci enda Ranch from 17 August 1997
until 19 April 2000, when he was term nated.

A summary judgnent is reviewed de novo. E.g., Tolson v.

Avondal e I ndustries, Inc., 141 F. 3d 604, 608 (5th Gr. 1998). The

Pursuant to 5THCGR R 47.5, the court has determ ned
that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent
except under the limted circunstances set forth in 5TH QR
R 47.5. 4.



judgnent is proper if there are no material fact issues and the
movant is entitled to a judgnent as a matter of law FeD. R Q.
P. 56(c). No authority need be cited for the rule that the record
and all inferences drawn from it are viewed in the |ight nost
favorable to the non-novant. Based upon our review of the record
and briefs, the summary judgnent is affirnmed essentially for the
reasons stated by the district court.

Further, the district court did not abuse its discretion in
denyi ng Mondonedo’s FED. R Cv. P. 56(f) continuance notion. See,
eg., Liquid Drill, I'nc. v. U S, Turnkey Exploration, Inc., 48 F.3d
927, 930 (5th Cir. 1990). As a basis for the Rule 56(f) notion,
Mondonedo «clains 121 Conprades submtted false and coerced
affidavits or otherwise acted in bad faith; this contention has no
merit.
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