IN THE UNI TED STATES COURT OF APPEALS
FOR THE FI FTH Cl RCU T

No. 94-40064

HARTFORD LI FE | NSURANCE COMPANY,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellee,
VERSUS
ASSCClI ATI ON CONSULTANTS, INC., et al.,
Def endant s- Appel | ant s.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Eastern District of Texas
(1: 94 CV 618)

Septenber 8, 1995

Before SM TH, BARKSDALE, and BENAVI DES, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

We have reviewed the briefs and have heard oral argunent from
counsel and have consulted relevant portions of the record. W
conclude that the district court did not abuse its discretion in
wei ghing the requisite factors from which it decided to enter a

prelimnary injunction. O course, in so holding, we express

" Local Rule 47.5.1 provides: "The publication of opinions that have no
precedential value and nerely decide particular cases on the basis of well-
settled principles of |aw inposes needl ess expense on the public and burdens
on the | egal profession.” Pursuant to that rule, the court has deternined
that this opinion should not be published.



absol utely no view on the underlying nerits or issues of this case.
Accordingly, the order granting the prelimnary injunction is
AFFI RVED. In view of the inpending trial setting, the nandate

shal | issue i mediately.



