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Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Western District of Loui siana
USDC No. 05-CV-01-2619

Bef ore JONES, BENAVI DES and CLEMENT, G rcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

On appeal, Hartsell challenges the district court’s grant
of summary judgnent for G@Gallagher Bassett Services, Inc., the
manager of a disability policy for the trucking conpany for which

Hart sel | worked. Hartsell asserts that he should have received

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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.



nmore noney fromthe policy after he suffered a back injury, and
t hat Bassett shoul d not have reduced his paynent due to his receipt
of Social Security benefits.

Hartsell’s brief contains no neaningful |egal argunent
and no record references, though he attaches sone nedical records
to it. The brief is inadequate to raise any issues that we can

conprehend on appeal. Gnel v. Connick, 15 F.3d 1338, 1345 (5th

Cr. 1994). Further, while Hartsell’s reply brief is nore
factually detailed, we cannot consider argunents raised for the

first time in a reply brief. Yohey v. Collins, 985 F.2d 222

224-25 (5th Gir. 1993).

Even if we were to address Hartsell’s appeal on the
merits, we would agree with the district court’s conclusion and
reasoni ng that Bassett conplied with the disability agreenent and
paid Hartsell what he was due.

The judgnent of the district court is AFFI RVED



