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After reviewing the briefs of the parties, studying the terms
of the insurance policy issued by Allstate Insurance Co.
("Allstate") to the insured, Leon Blackman ("Blackman"), and
considering the arguments presented to this court, we are convinced
that the district court committed no reversible error in granting
summary judgment in favor of Allstate in the two civil actions
consolidated in this appeal. 

The insured, Blackman, knowingly and voluntarily entered a
plea of guilty to the crime of manslaughter for the shooting death
of Alvine B. Johnson ("Johnson").  The policy's criminal act
exclusion precludes coverage for any bodily injury or property
damage resulting from a criminal act or omission, or an act or
omission that is criminal in nature and committed by an insured
person.  We are satisfied that in this case Blackman's voluntary
plea of guilty does not leave open to question whether his conduct
leading to the death of Johnson was criminal in nature,
particularly in the light of the fact that there is no evidence
upon which a reasonable jury could find otherwise.  The judgment of
the district court is therefore
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