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

No. 98-30174

W LLI AM DESHAZER and LOUI SE DESHAZER
Pl aintiffs-Appellants,
vVer sus

ARCO O L & GAS CO.,
A Dvision of Atlantic Richfield Conpany

Def endant s- Appel | ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Western District of Loui siana
(93- CV- 1460)

Decenber 21, 1998
Bef ore GARWOOD, BARKSDALE, and STEWART, Circuit Judges.
Per Curiam’

Appel | ants appeal the summary judgnent against their clains
(malicious prosecution, defamation, intentional infliction of
enotional distress and |oss of consortium), all arising out of
di sputes and resulting litigation between Appellee and Appell ant
W liamDeshazer, a fornmer seni or engi neer for Appell ee, concerning
hi s post-enpl oynent assistance to a party engaged in litigation
wi th Appel |l ee over an expl osion on one of Appellee’s platforns.

No authority need be cited for the fact that we review a

summary judgnent de novo, applying the sane test as does the

Pursuant to 5TH CR. 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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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.



district court. Such judgnent is proper if the summary judgnent
record shows that there is no material fact issue and that the
movant is entitled to a judgnent as a matter of law. FeED. R Q.
P. 56.

Pursuant to our requisite de novo review, and having
considered the briefs and oral argunent presented on appeal, we
conclude that summary judgnent is proper, essentially for the
reasons stated by the district court in its conprehensive opinion.
Deshazer v. Arco Ol & Gas Co., No. 93-CV-1460 (WD. La. Jan. 26,
1998) .
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