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PER CURI AM *

The judgnment of the district court is affirmed for
essentially the reasons stated in its orders entered June 3, 1994 and
April 25, 1995. 1In addition, we note Boyd' s failure to conply with
this court’s briefing Rule 28.2.3, requiring page references to the
district court record. Boyd' s inattention to this briefing rule al one

woul d have justified rejection of her appeal. Moore v. FDIC, 993 F. 2d

106 (5th Cr. 1993). Further, Boyd's brief is devoid of a coherent

| egal argumnent for overturning the summary judgnent.

Pursuant to Local Rule 47.5, the court has determ ned that this
opi ni on shoul d not be published and is not precedent except under the
limted circunstances set forth in Local Rule 47.5. 4.



AFFI RVED.



