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

No. 96-50314
(Summary Cal endar)

FRANKLI N RAMPERSAD
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant

ver sus

SHEI LA E. W DNALL,
Secretary Air Force,
Departnent of the Air Force,

Def endant - Appel | ee.

Appeal Fromthe United States District Court
for the Western District of Texas, San Antoni o Di vi sion
( SA- 95- CVv-506)

COct ober 9, 1996

Bef ore H G3 NBOTHAM W ENER and BENAVI DES, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

This is an appeal fromthe district court’s grant of summary
judgnent in favor of Defendant-Appellee Sheila E. Wdnall,
Secretary of the Departnent of the Ar Force, on Plaintiff-
Appellant Franklin Ranpersad’s Title WVII discrimnation and

retaliation clains. Ranpersad asserts that the district court

Pursuant to Local Rule 47.5, the court has determ ned that
this opinion should not be published and is not precedent except
under the Ilimted circunstances set forth in Local Rule 47.5. 4.



erred in determning that insufficient summary judgnent evidence
exists to create a genuine i ssue of material fact as to whether the
Air Force’s articulated non-discrimnatory and non-retaliatory
reasons for his firing, i.e., his repeated acts of m sconduct,
i ncl udi ng unaut hori zed absence, insolence, msrepresentation and
i nsubor di nati on, were pretextual

I n conducting our de novo review, we carefully evaluated the
record on appeal, the argunents of counsel for both parties as set
forth in their respective briefs to this court, and the applicable
| aw, and we have cone to the sane conclusions as did the district
court inits well-reasoned opinion. W therefore affirmin al
respects the district court’s grant of summary judgnent for the
reasons expressed in that opinion.

AFFI RVED.



