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CHARLES L. STRI NGER,

Plaintiff - Appellant,
V.
KATHLEEN MAY; SAFEWAY | NSURANCE COVPANY,

Def endants - Appel |l ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Northern District of Texas, Dallas Division
USDC No. 3: 05-CV-552

Bef ore DeMOSS, STEWART, and PRADO, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Appel l ant Charles Stringer (“Stringer”) filed suit against
his autonobile insurer, Safeway |nsurance Conpany, and one of its
adj usters, Kathleen May (“the Defendants”). The district court
granted the Defendants’ Mdtion for Summary Judgnent and di sm ssed
Stringer’s suit. Stringer appeals to this Court.

We review a district court’s grant of summary judgnent de

novo. Gowesky v. Singing R ver Hosp. Sys., 321 F.3d 503, 507

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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



(5th Gr. 2003). Furthernore, because Stringer is proceeding in
this matter pro se, his pleadings nust be liberally construed.
Pena v. United States, 122 F.3d 3, 4 (5th Cr. 1997). W have
carefully exam ned the briefs, the record excerpts, and rel evant
portions of the record itself. W believe the district court
fully considered and properly rejected all of Stringer’s
argunents. For the reasons stated in the district court’s

Opi nion and Order granting the Defendants’ Motion for Sunmmary
Judgnent, and the district court’s Opinion and Order denying
Stringer’s Motion to Alter or Anmend Judgnent, we affirmthe
decision to enter final judgnent against Stringer.
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