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FILED
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No. 07-60143

Rl CHARD DEAN,
Plaintiff - Appellant,

V.

FEDERAL HOVE LOAN MORTGAGE CORPORATI QN, doi ng business as
Homest eps; KIM HAYNES;, LATTER AND BLUM | NCORPORATED REALTORS;
FREDDIE MAC, VIRANA MCOY; MRIORIE SCHRCEDER,  STEPHANI E
MCCONNELL,

Def endants - Appel |l ees.

KRI STI E AYLETT,
Plaintiff - Appellant,

V.

FEDERAL HOVE LOAN MORTGAGE CORPORATI QN, doi ng business as
Homest eps; KIM HAYNES;, LATTER AND BLUM | NCORPORATED REALTORS;
FREDDIE MAC, VIRANA MCOY; MRIORIE SCHRCEDER,  STEPHANI E
MCCONNELL,

Def endants - Appel |l ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court for the
Southern District of M ssissippi, Qilfport

Before SMTH, WENER, and ONEN, Ci rcuit Judges.

PER CURI AM *

" Pursuant to 5THQR 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this opi nion should not be published and is not precedent except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.



Plaintiffs-Appellants R chard Dean and Kristie Aylett appeal
fromthe judgnent of the district court, signed Decenber 20, 2006,
granting sunmary judgnent notions of the defendants to dism ss the
actions of Dean and Aylett with prejudice. W have reviewed with
care the briefs of the parties and the record on appeal, and have
considered with equal care the nenorandum opinion and order
granting notions for summary judgnent |ikew se signed by the
district court on Decenber 20, 2006. Based on our consi deration of
the material facts, which are not in genuine dispute, and the | aw
applicable tothe actions filed by Plaintiffs-Appellants herein, we
affirmjudgnent of the district court dismssing all clains with
prejudice. In light of our ruling, we deny as noot the notion of
Def endant s- Appel | ees Latter & Blum Virginia MCoy, Marjorie
Schroeder, and Stephani e McConnell to be di sm ssed as defendants in
this case.

JUDGVENT AFFI RVMED; MOTI ONS DENI ED.



