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

No. 94-30716
Summary Cal endar

PATTY TRAHAN BROWN and WESLEY BROWN
| ndi vidual ly and on behalf of his m nor son, Jared Brown,

Pl aintiffs-Appellants,
VERSUS
UNI ON O L COVPANY OF CALI FORNI A,
Def endant - Appel | ee,
FI DELI TY & CASUALTY COVPANY OF NEW YORK

| nt er venor - Appel | ant .

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Eastern District of Louisiana
( CA- 90- 1565-J)

January 16, 1996
Before KING SM TH, and BENAVIDES, G rcuit Judges.

PER CURI AM *

The plaintiffs argue that the district court erred in not
subm tting the “borrowed enpl oyee” issue to the jury; in giving the
jury confusing or prejudicial instructions or interrogatories; in
i nterrupting counsel during his closing argunent; in not permtting

counsel to argue notive; and in not allowng the jury to review

" Pursuant to 5 Gr R 47.5, the court has deternined that this opinion
should not be published except wunder the limted circunstances set forth
in 5nGr R 47.5. 4,



certain docunents. The intervenor, Fidelity and Casual ty Conpany,
al so contends that the “borrowed enpl oyee” issue shoul d have been
submtted to the jury and that the jury interrogatory that was
subm tted was i nproper.

Having reviewed the record, including the trial transcript,
the district court’s | egal conclusions, and the briefs, we concl ude
that the dismssal of the conplaint based on Brown’ s borrowed
enpl oyee status was proper. W AFFIRM substantially for the

reasons stated by the district court.



