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

No. 97-40355

FROST NATI ONAL BANK OF

SAN ANTONI O as Trustee of

the Ruth Chapman Cow es and

Andrew G Cowl es Charitable

Trust; SHARON J. BELL, as Co-

Trustee of the Ruth Chapman Cow es

and Andrew G Cowl es Menorial Trust;

BANK OF OKLAHOVA, NATI ONAL ASSOCI ATI ON

as Co-Trustee of the Ruth Chapman Cow es
and Andrew G Cowl es Menorial Trust;

VI CTORI A BANK & trust, as Trustee of

the Trust of the Benefit of Leta Me

H ght and her Descendants; DOUG.AS
BURGESS, as Trustee of the Hight
Revocabl e Trust; MARGARET HI GHT; JOHN

O CHAPMAN, JR, Individually and as
Trustee of the John O Chapnman Trust;
JANE CHAPMAN OVEN, al so known as Nancy
Jane Ownen, Individually and as Trustee

of the Nancy Jane Owen Trust; UNA CHAPMAN
COX FOUNDATI ON;, DANNA LEA ORR, as Trustee
of the Danna Lea O r Revocable Trust;
TRINI TY UNI VERSI TY; PRESBYTERI AN CH LDREN S
SERVI CES,

Pl aintiffs-Appellants,

ANN El CHELBERGER, Co- Trustee of the
Marital Deduction Trust under the
WIl of H L. Eichel berger, Deceased;
BROADWAY NATI ONAL BANK, Co- Trust ee of
the Marital Deduction Trust under the
WIl of H L. Eichel berger, Deceased,

| ntervenor Plaintiffs-
Appel | ant s,

ver sus
TEXACO | NCORPCRATED

Def endant - | nt er venor



Def endant - Appel | ee,



TEXACO EXPLORATI ON AND PRODUCTI ON
I NC., fornerly known as Texaco
Produci ng | ncor por at ed,

Def endant - Appel | ee.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Southern District of Texas
(95- CV-408)

Decenber 8, 1997

Before WENER, EMLIO M GARZA, and BENAVIDES, G rcuit Judges.

PER CURI AM *

In this oil and gas case inplicating alleged breaches of
contract by Defendants-Appel |l ees, Texaco, |ncorporated and Texaco
Expl orati on and Production, Inc. as mneral |essees of Plaintiffs-
Appel lants and Intervenor Plaintiffs-Appellants (collectively,
Appel lants), the district court granted summary judgnent di sm ssi ng
all clains on alternative grounds of tinme bar and discharge in
bankr upt cy. Appel l ants appeal ed the judgnent of the district
court.

We have reviewed the summary j udgnment record fromthe district
court, the opinion and judgnent of that court, the |largely

uncontested facts, and the |egal argunents of the parties as set

"Pursuant to 5TH CTR. R 47.5, the Court has deterni ned that
this opinion should not be published and is not precedent except
under the Ilimted circunstances set forth in 5THQR R 47.5. 4.
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forth the appellate briefs and oral argunents of able counsel. As
aresult of our review, we are convinced that the district court’s
grant of summary judgnent should be affirned for the reasons given
by that court.

AFF| RMED.



