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     *  Pursuant to 5TH CIR. R. 47.5, the Court has determined that this
opinion should not be published and is not precedent except under the limited
circumstances set forth in 5TH CIR. R. 47.5.4.
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PER CURIAM:*

The appellants, Tawanatha Reid, Bradley Reid, and Bradie
Reid, appeal from two adverse judgments, one dismissing a claim
of bad faith and the other granting a motion for final summary
judgment on a declaratory action, both in favor of American
Premier Insurance Company.  On appeal the appellants challenge,
as they did before the district court, the legality under
Mississippi law of a clause excluding liability coverage as to
family members in an automobile insurance policy issued to the
Reids by American Premier.  They argue that the clause was
abrogated by both the Mississippi Supreme Court’s decision in

Glaskox v. Glaskox, 614 So.2d 906 (Miss. 1992) and by § 63-15-

43(3) of the Mississippi Safety Responsibility Act.  In addition,
the appellants move to certify the question of the validity of
the exclusionary clause to the Supreme Court of Mississippi. 
That motion is denied.

We find the appellants’ arguments to be without merit.  The
Supreme Court of Mississippi upheld a similar exclusionary clause
in Thompson v. Mississippi Farm Bureau Mut. Ins. Co., 602 So.2d
855 (Miss. 1992).  While the court did subsequently abolish
parental immunity in Glaskox, see Glaskox, 614 So.2d at 912, that
decision did not speak to the validity of an exclusionary rule in
an automobile liability insurance policy and therefore did not
overrule Thompson.  The appellants’ second argument is also
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without merit since the Supreme Court of Mississippi’s decision
in State Farm Mut. Automobile Ins. Co. v. Mettetal, 534 So.2d 189
(Miss. 1988), plainly indicates that the Reid’s insurance policy

was not governed by § 63-15-43(3) of the Mississippi Safety

Responsibility Act.
After a consideration of the appellants’ arguments, the

entire record, and a de novo review of the legal findings of the
district court, the judgments below are AFFIRMED for these
reasons, which are essentially the same as provided by the
district court in its Memorandum Opinion and Order, dated
December 16, 1997.

AFFIRMED.


