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PER CURI AM

M chael A. Mason appeals the district court’s grant of
summary judgnent for Hone Depot on his racial discrimnation and
retaliation based action. W affirm

W review a grant of summary judgnent de novo.

Higgins v. E.I. DuPont de Nempburs & Co., 863 F.2d 1162, 1167 (4th

Cr. 1988). Summary judgnent is appropriate only if there are no
genui ne i ssues of material fact and the noving party is entitled to
judgment as a matter of |aw Fed. R GCv. P. 56(c); Celotex

Corp. v. Catrett, 477 U. S. 317, 324-25 (1986). W nust view the

factual evidence, and all justifiable inferences drawn therefrom

in the light nost favorable to the non-noving party. Anderson v.

Li berty Lobby, Inc., 477 U S. 242, 255 (1986).

We conclude that viewing the evidence in the |ight nost
favorable to Mason, Home Depot is entitled to summary judgnent as
a matter of law. Accordingly, we affirmbased on the reasoni ng of

the district court. See Mason v. Hone Depot USA, Inc., No. CA-02-

3667-RDB (D. Md. Feb. 11, 2004). W dispense with oral argunent
because the facts and | egal contentions are adequately presented in
the materials before the court and argunment would not aid the

deci si onal process.
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