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PER CURI AM

James A. Ceisler appeals the district court’s orders denying
his notion under Fed. R GCv. P. 59 and entering judgnent for the
Plaintiff followng a jury trial in this civil action. W have
reviewed the record and the district court’s opinion and find that
the district court did not abuse its discretion in declining to

grant Geisler’s notion for a newtrial. Chesapeake Paper Products

Co. v. Stone & Webster Engi neering Corp., 51 F.3d 1229, 1237. W

declinetoreviewGeisler's clains challenging the district court’s
denial of his pretrial notionto dismss. 1d. at 1234-37. Accord-
ingly, we affirmthe district court’s orders. We dispense with
oral argunent because the facts and | egal contenti ons are adequat e-
ly presented in the materials before the court and argunent woul d

not aid the decisional process.
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