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PER CURI AM *

Plaintiff-Appellant Shahla Pourgholam proceeding pro se,
appeals nyriad rulings of the district court, including sumary
j udgnent di sm ssals of sone clains and di sm ssal of others based on
a jury verdict unfavorable to Pourgholam The plethora of clains
advanced by Pourghol am against Defendant-Appellee Advanced
Tel emarketing Corporation (“ATC’) may be broadly categorized as
wor kpl ace or enploynent discrimnation involving, variously,
harassnent, hostile environnment, supervisor harassnent conpl ai nts,

retaliation, and on and on, inplicating national origin, race, and

" 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this opi nion should not be published and is not precedent except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.



sex. We have patiently waded through Pourgholams nultifarious
al l egations, conclusional statenents, and largely contradicted
assertions; and we have carefully reviewed the many rulings of the
district court, whether evidentiary, sunmary judgnent, or the |liKke.
In the end, we are convinced that the district court commtted no
reversible error in any of its dispositions of the issues
present ed.

Mor eover, our conbing 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 fromher filing and
prosecution of this action in the district court — Pourghol am s
appeal to this court is wholly lacking in nerit and thus is
frivolous as a matter of law. But for Pourgholams pro se status,
we m ght well have addressed the i ssue of sanctions for a frivol ous
appeal on our own notion. Pourgholamis cautioned that any further
prol ongation of this contumacious litigation could expose her to
sancti ons.
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