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PER CURIAM:

Generali Insurance Company appeals from the district
court’s order granting partial summary judgment to Defendants. The
district court concluded that the Defendant insurance companies
were not responsible for reimbursing Generali for its defense of
Agee-McCoy, Inc., in the various suits brought against Agee-McCoy.
The court concluded that Agee-McCoy was never an insured under any
of the Defendants’ insurance policies and that, even if their
insured (Coastal Exteriors) assumed the liabilities of Agee-McCoy,
the policies would not provide coverage for such liabilities. The
court then certified its order for appeal under Fed. R. Civ. P.

54 (b) .

On appeal, Generali addresses the district court’s ruling
with the following conclusory statement: “Respondents are
obligated, by the terms of their respective policies, to pay all
sums that Coastal Exteriors becomes obligated to pay as damages.”

Because Generali provides no argument in favor of this assertion,

we find the issue to be abandoned. See Williams v. Giant Food
Inc., 370 F.3d 423, 430 n.4 (4th Cir. 2004). The argument
presented by Generali in its reply brief comes too late. See

Cavallo v. Star Enter., 100 F.3d 1150, 1152 n.2 (4th Cir. 1996).

Accordingly, since Generali has abandoned any claim that the
district court erred in concluding that the Defendants’ policies

did not cover the liabilities at issue, we affirm the judgment of



the district court. We dispense with oral argument because the
facts and 1legal contentions are adequately presented in the
materials before the court and argument would not aid the

decisional process.

AFFIRMED



