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PER CURI AM
In this diversity contract action, Cletus and Judith

St rat man- - husband and wi fe--appeal the district court’s?
grant of judgnent as a matter of |law to Linze Brockneyer,
I ndi vidually and d/b/a Logcrafters Log and Ti nber Hones
(collectively Logcrafters), followwng a jury trial. The
Stratmans al so appeal the district court’s exclusion of

The Honorable Jean C. Hamilton, Chief Judge, United States District Court
for the Eastern District of Missouri.



certain



expert testinony as a discovery sanction. W affirm

Thi s dispute arose out of the Stratmans’ purchase of
a ready-to-assenble log honme from Logcrafters. The
Stratmans al |l eged a breach of contract and a viol ati on of
the M ssouri Merchandising Practices Act (MWA), M. Rev.
Stat. 88 407.010-407.130 (1994 & Supp. 1996).

After de novo review, see Sip-Top, lInc. v. Ekco
G oup, Inc., 86 F.3d 827, 830 (8th Cir. 1996), we agree
that the Stratmans failed to present evidence from which
a jury could conclude that Logcrafters breached the
parties’ contract. W also agree that the Stratnans
failed to nmke a submssible case that Logcrafters
violated the MWPA See Mdb. Rev. Stat. 88 407.020,
407.025 (1994 & Supp. 1996). W find no abuse of
discretion in the district court’s limtation of the
testinony of Stratmans’ expert witness, as his report was
supplied shortly before trial and did not conport wth
the requirenents of Federal Rule of G vil Procedure 26.
See Sylla-Sawdon v. Uniroyal Goodrich Tire Co., 47 F.3d
277, 284 (8th Cir.), cert. denied, 116 S. C. 84 (1995).

Logcrafters’ notion to dismss this appeal is denied,
and the judgnent of the district court is affirned.
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