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PER CURIAM:*

Charlotte B. Hibley, Vernon Duane Hibley, Vernon Lamar Hibley, Ida

Lucretia Johnson, Jessie James Peavey, Peggy Joyce Pittman, and Hoyt Shelby

Forbes appeal the summary judgment in favor of Reichhold Chemicals, Inc.  For
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the reasons assigned, we affirm.

The appellants contend generally, without addressing the merits, that the

district court erred in granting summary judgment without a hearing and in not

considering the affidavit testimony of their expert, Dr. Jacob Savage.  A party who

inadequately briefs an issue is considered to have abandoned the claim.1

Nevertheless, reviewing same we find that the appellants’ contentions are without

merit.  Rule 56(c) does not require an oral hearing in open court.2  The record

reflects that the appellants were given notice and an adequate opportunity to

respond to the movant’s arguments, providing the requisite Rule 56(c) hearing

guarantees.  The record also reflects that the district court considered Dr. Savage’s

affidavit as if it were admissible when granting summary judgment.

Our de novo review of the record, briefs, and applicable law discloses no

reversible error.  Accordingly, we affirm the district court’s grant of summary

judgment for essentially the reasons adopted by the district court.

The judgment appealed is AFFIRMED.


