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*The Honorable Jimm Larry Hendren, Chief Judge, United States District Court
for the Western District of Arkansas, sitting by designation.
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___________

Before WOLLMAN, Chief Judge, FAGG, Circuit Judge, and HENDREN,* District
Judge.

___________

PER CURIAM.

This diversity-based lawsuit concerns a coverage dispute between the Appellants

and Maryland Insurance Company.  Contrary to the Appellants' view that the policy

provided coverage for sewer and drain backup damage, the district court concluded the

policy language excluding coverage was unambiguous and granted the insurance

company summary judgment.  We review a grant of summary judgment under a well-

established standard.  Because this is a diversity case, we review de novo questions of

state law.  After reviewing the record and the parties' briefs, we are satisfied the district

court correctly applied state law and properly resolved the coverage dispute.  Believing

that an extended opinion by this court would have no precedential value in this diversity

case, we affirm on the basis of the district court's ruling without further discussion.  See

8th Cir. R. 47B.
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