United States Court of Appeals

Fifth Circuit
FILED
IN THE UNI TED STATES COURT OF APPEALS
FOR THE FI FTH CIRCUI T July 27,2005

Charles R. Fulbruge llI
Clerk

No. 04-31103
Summary Cal endar

RAYMOND G UFFRI A,

Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
vVer sus
BELLSOUTH TELEPHONE COVPANY,

Def endant - Appel | ee.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Eastern District of Louisiana
USDC No. 2: 03-CV-3235

Bef ore GARZA, DeMOSS, and CLEMENT, G rcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Raynond G uffria appeals following the district court’s
grant of summary judgnent to the defendant in this civil action.
Guffria alleged in his conplaint that Bellsouth commtted fraud
by billing himfor America Online (“AOL”) services to which he
did not subscri be.

“This court reviews a district court’s grant of sunmary
j udgnent de novo, applying the sane | egal standards as the

district court.” Am Honme Assurance Co. v. United Space

" Pursuant to 5THOR 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this opi nion should not be published and is not precedent except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.
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Alliance, LLC, 378 F.3d 482, 486 (5th Cr. 2004). GQGuffria
argues that the bills Bellsouth sent to himwere fraudul ent.
However, he fails to show a genuine issue of material fact with
respect to the elenents for a cause of action for fraud, and his
| argely conclusional brief is insufficient to neet his summary

j udgnent burden. See Little v. Liquid Air Corp., 37 F.3d 1069,

1075 (5th Gr. 1994)(en banc); see also Guidry v. United States

Tobacco Co., Inc., 188 F.3d 619, 627 (5th GCr. 1999).

The district court’s judgnent is AFFI RVED



