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Per Curiam.   After carefully reviewing the briefs

and record on appeal, we affirm substantially for the reasons

stated by the district court.  The purported design defect was

not relevant given the deposition testimony that the snow-

thrower had been operated in a raised position.  However, even

if the defect were relevant, Appellant Andrew Mintz could not

establish that it caused his injury.

Affirmed.  Loc. R. 27 (c).


