UNI TED STATES COURT OF APPEALS
for the Fifth Crcuit

No. 90-7056
Summary Cal endar

HUNT ENERGY CORPORATI ON,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
VERSUS
CROSBY- M SSI SSI PPl RESOURCES, LTD.,
LYNN CROSBY GAWMM LL, STEWART GAMM LL, 11
and | NTERPI NE LUVBER COVPANY,

Def endant s- Appel | ees.

Appeals fromthe United States District Court
for the Southern District of M ssissipp
(CA H 85 265 (L))

(Novenber 18, 1992)
Before KING DAVIS and WENER, G rcuit Judges.

PER CURI AM !

Hunt Ener gy Corporation appeal s the district court's di sm ssal
of its action to recover pro rata unpaid costs incurred in the
devel opnent and operation of three natural gas wells and a natural
gas treating plant. The sole issue presented on appeal is whether
the district court correctly concluded that agreenents for the
devel opnent of oil and gas interests nmust be in witing under

M ssi ssippi statute of frauds (Mss. Code Ann. 8§ 15-3-1) (1972) to

Local Rule 47.5 provides: "The publication of opinions that
have no precedential value and nerely decide particul ar cases on
the basis of well-settled principles of |aw inposes needless
expense on the public and burdens on the legal profession.™
Pursuant to that Rule, the Court has determ ned that this opinion
shoul d not be publi shed.



be enforceable. W agree with the district court that two
decisions fromthis court are controlling: Sonat Exploration Co.
v. Mann, 785 F.2d 1232 (5th Gr. 1986) and Huffco Petrol eum Corp.
v. Mssey, 660 F.Supp. 71 (S.D. Mss. 1986) aff'd, 834 F.2d 540
(5th Cr. 1987). Those cases are indistinguishable from today's
case. The district court thoroughly analyzed those cases in its
conpr ehensi ve nenorandum opi ni on and order entered May 2, 1989.
Because the above decisions control the issue presented in
this appeal, the judgenent of the district court is affirned.

AFFI RMED.



