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August 1/, 1996

Bef ore DUHE, DEMOSS, and DENNIS, CGircuit Judges.
PER CURI AM !

Graciela Jinmenez Aragon (“Aragon”) appeals the dism ssal of
her third-party petition opposing the prelimnary forfeiture order
of Las Moras ranch. A jury entered the order after the trial and

conviction of Alvaro Narviz Guerra and Larry Austin Grant on drug,

IPursuant to 5" QR R 47.5, the Court has determn ned that
this opinion should not be published and is not precedent except
under the limted circunstances set forth in 5" QR R 47.5. 4.



nmoney | aundering, and conspiracy charges. Aragon argues that the
district court erred in dismssing her petition for |lack of
standing, or alternatively, granting sunmary judgnent. She al so
argues that the district court violated her right to due process by
failing to hold an oral hearing, by considering evidence fromthe
crimnal trial, and by failing to stay the final order of
forfeiture pending this appeal.

We have reviewed the record and the parties’ briefs and
affirmthe district court’s finding that Aragon could not survive
a notion for summary judgnent. Sunmary judgnent requires a non-
movant to support her claim with specific facts and to show a
genui ne issue of material fact exists. Feb. R Qv. Pro. 56(c); see

also Lujan v. Defenders of WIldlife, 504 U S. 555 561 (1992)

(recogni zi ng t hat general factual allegations may suffice to defeat
a notion to dismss for lack of standing, but specific facts nust
be shown to defeat a notion for summary judgnent). Here, Aragon
has offered no proof in opposition to the notion other than her own
specul ation, hearsay from unknown sources, and references to
evidence not in the record. Therefore, she fails to support her
claimof ownership with specific facts and to show that a genui ne
issue of material fact exists as to whether she has title and
whet her her parents had any interest in the property. Mlton v.

Teachers Ins. & Annuity Ass’'n of Anerica, 114 F.3d 557, 559 (5th

Cr. 1997).
We do not address Aragon’s renmining clains because her | ack

of standing renders them noot.



AFF| RMED.



