UNI TED STATES COURT OF APPEALS

FIFTH CCRCU T

No. 96-40594

STATE FARM MJTUAL  AUTOMOBI LE | NSURANCE
COMPANY,

Pl ai ntiff-Appellee,
vVer sus

HOMRD L HAWKINS, et al.,

Def endant s,
GERALD VH TEHEAD;, ROSE VH TEHEAD; STARLETTE
VWH TEHEAD
| nt ervenor Def endant s-
Appel | ant s.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Eastern District of Texas
(6: 95- CV-448)

February 17, 1997

Before REYNALDO G GARZA, EMLIO M GARZA, and DEMOSS, CGircuit
Judges.

PER CURI AM *
W agree with the district court’s determnation that the
injuries sustained by the Witeheads did not result from an

aut onobi | e accident so as to trigger coverage under the Hawki nses’

Pursuant to Local Rule 47.5, the Court has determ ned
that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent
except under the limted circunstances set forth in Local Rule
47.5. 4.



autonobil e insurance policy. See Msle v. State Farm Miut. Auto.
Ins. Co., 908 S.W2d 289, 291 (Tex. App. 1995, no wit); Southern
Farm Bureau Cas. Ins. Co. v. Brock, 659 S.W2d 165, 166-67 (Tex.
App. 1983, wit ref’d n.r.e.). W therefore AFFIRM the district
court’s grant of summary judgnent in favor of State Farm Mitua

Aut onobi | e | nsurance Conpany.



