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PER CURIAM:*

Plaintiff-Appellant Shahla Pourgholam, proceeding pro se,

appeals myriad rulings of the district court, including summary

judgment dismissals of some claims and dismissal of others based on

a jury verdict unfavorable to Pourgholam.  The plethora of claims

advanced by Pourgholam against Defendant-Appellee Advanced

Telemarketing Corporation (“ATC”) may be broadly categorized as

workplace or employment discrimination involving, variously,

harassment, hostile environment, supervisor harassment complaints,

retaliation, and on and on, implicating national origin, race, and
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sex.  We have patiently waded through Pourgholam’s multifarious

allegations, conclusional statements, and largely contradicted

assertions; and we have carefully reviewed the many rulings of the

district court, whether evidentiary, summary judgment, or the like.

In the end, we are convinced that the district court committed no

reversible error in any of its dispositions of the issues

presented. 

 Moreover, our combing of the record on appeal and our review

of the applicable law, as presented in the brief of ATC on appeal

and on the basis of our own independent research, convinces us

beyond peradventure that —— separate and apart from her filing and

prosecution of this action in the district court —— Pourgholam’s

appeal to this court is wholly lacking in merit and thus is

frivolous as a matter of law.  But for Pourgholam’s pro se status,

we might well have addressed the issue of sanctions for a frivolous

appeal on our own motion.  Pourgholam is cautioned that any further

prolongation of this contumacious litigation could expose her to

sanctions.

APPEAL DISMISSED.


