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Opinion

PER CURIAM. In this negligence action, the plaintiff,
Mark Heinonen, appeals from the judgment, rendered
after a jury trial, in favor of the defendants, James M.
Mandracchia and Cheryl Mandracchia. After a thorough
review of the record, transcripts, briefs and oral argu-
ment, and affording those claims that properly are
before this court careful consideration, we conclude
that the plaintiff’s claims are without merit.

The judgment is affirmed.
* The listing of judges reflects their seniority status on this court as of

the date of oral argument.


