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

No. 99-40740
Summary Cal endar

PEDRO MUNQZ, ET AL.,

Plaintiffs,
ORALI A MUNQZ,

Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
vVer sus

STATE FARM | NSURANCE COVPANY; CARRI E TOUSANT,;
JAI ME ZAPATA, JR ; SCOIT A. KEMP,

Def endant s- Appel | ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Southern District of Texas
USDC No. M 99-CV-42

 March 3, 2000
Bef ore JONES, DUHE, and DeMOSS, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *
Pedro and Oralia Munoz appeal the district court’s sua
sponte dism ssal of this civil action for |ack of federal
subject-matter jurisdiction. They argue that the district court

had diversity jurisdiction because they are citizens of Texas and

State Farm Ll oyd’ s principal place of business is in Illinois and

because the amobunt in controversy exceeds $50,000. Because the

Pursuant to 5THCGR R 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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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 5TH QR
R 47.5. 4.



No. 99-40740
-2

Munozes naned ot her nondi verse parties, including Carrie Tousant,
Jai me Zapata, Jr., and Scott A Kenp, the district court did not
err in dismssing the civil action for |ack of federal subject-

matter jurisdiction. See Omen Equip. and Erect. Co. v. Kroger,

437 U.S. 365, 373 (1978); Whalen v. Carter, 954 F.2d 1087, 1094

(5th Gr. 1992). The Munozes’ appeal is without nerit and is
thus frivolous. See Howard v. King, 707 F.2d 215, 219-20 (5th

Cr. 1983). Accordingly, the appeal is DI SM SSED as frivol ous.
See 5THCOR R 42.2.
APPEAL DI SM SSED AS FRI VOLOUS.



