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

No. 93-3350

PATRICI A J. OLI NDE
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,

ver sus
STATE FARM FI RE AND CASUALTY

| NSURANCE COVPANY,
Def endant - Appel | ee.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Mddle District of Louisiana
(CA-91- 657-B- M)

(Decenber 2, 1994)

Bef ore H G3d NBOTHAM SM TH, and PARKER, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

dinde argues that a taped tel ephone conversation with "Joe"
was i nadm ssi bl e because it was unauthenticated and was hearsay.
We need not reach this issue because the district court issued two
opinions in the alternative, entering judgnent for State Farmeven
on the assunption that the tape recording was inadm ssible.
dinde's other argunents chal l enge the sufficiency of the evidence,

the credibility of the witnesses, and the inpartiality of the

“Local Rule 47.5 provides: "The publication of opinions that
have no precedential value and nerely decide particul ar cases on
the basis of well-settled principles of |aw inposes needless
expense on the public and burdens on the legal profession.™
Pursuant to that Rule, the Court has determ ned that this opinion
shoul d not be publi shed.



judge. We find these argunents to be without nerit and therefore
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