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PER CURIAM: 
 

Eugene Dyson appeals the district court’s order granting summary judgment in 

favor of Defendants on Dyson’s 42 U.S.C. § 1983 complaint.  We grant Dyson’s motion 

for leave to file his supplemental brief and grant the Medical Defendants’ motion to strike 

Dyson’s “Updated Affidavit.”*  We have reviewed the record and find no reversible error.  

Accordingly, we affirm for the reasons stated by the district court.  Dyson v. Wexford 

Health Sources, Inc., No. 8:19-cv-00307-TDC (D. Md. Mar. 10, 2020).  We dispense with 

oral argument because the facts and legal contentions are adequately presented in the 

materials before this court and argument would not aid the decisional process. 

AFFIRMED 

 

 
* Dyson has also filed a pleading captioned, “Relief from Judgement or Order,” in 

which he asks this court to “permit disclosure of the State employed witnesses’ testimony 
on the facts of the case.”  To the extent that this pleading was intended as a motion to 
permit new evidence, the motion is denied.   


