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PER CURIAM:

This case 1iInvolves a coverage dispute under a commercial
auto liability insurance policy. On appeal, Augustine Forkwar
(Plaintiff) challenges the district court’s grant of summary
judgment i1n Tfavor of Progressive Northern Insurance Company
(Defendant) with respect to Plaintiff’s claims alleging breach
of contract and entitlement to declaratory relief.

Our careful review of the briefing, appellate record, and
relevant law compels us to conclude that the district court did
not err iIn granting summary judgment in favor of Defendant. We

affirm on the reasoning of the district court, as stated In its

well-reasoned December 14, 2012 memorandum opinion.” Forkwar v.

Progressive N. Ins. Co., 910 F. Supp. 2d 815 (D.Md. 2012).

We note that Plaintiff named codefendant Progressive
Classic Insurance Company as an appellee iIn this case, but did
not present any argument in his opening appellate brief
challenging the district court’s grant of summary judgment below
in favor of Progressive Classic Insurance Company. Accordingly,
we deem Plaintiff to have abandoned his appeal with respect to
Progressive Classic Insurance Company. See Wahi v. Charleston
Area Med. Ctr., Inc., 562 F.3d 599, 607 (4th Cir. 2009)
(“Federal Rule of Appellate Procedure 28(a)(9)(A) requires that
the argument section of an appellant’s opening brief must
contain the “appellant’s contentions and the reasons for them,
with citations to the authorities and parts of the record on

which the appellant relies.” Because [appellant] Wahi has
failed to comply with the specific dictates of Rule 28(a)(9)(A),
we conclude that he has waived his claims . . . .7).



We dispense with oral argument because the facts and legal
contentions are adequately presented In the materials before the
court and argument would not aid the decisional process.

AFFIRMED



