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PER CURI AM

Direct |npact Conpany appeals the district court’s finding
that the contract between itself, and its enployee, Jeffrey
Thonpson, was anbi guous, and asserts that the district court abused
its discretionin directing a verdict of $60,000 for the plaintiff
based on the jury' s special verdict finding for the plaintiff and
awar di ng hi mdamages i n the anmount of 20% of gross margin. Direct
| npact additionally contends that conpetent evidence did not
support the danage award and that the district court’s instructions
to the jury were prejudicial to Direct | npact.

W have reviewed the record and the district court’s opinion
and find no reversible error. Accordingly, we affirmthe decision
of the district court on the reasoning contained in the district

court’s opinion. See Thonpson v. Direct Inpact, Co., No. CA-97-

1250-A (E.D. V. A. Aug. 14, 1998).
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