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

No. 99-30591

JOANNE BRYANT; JEFFREY BRYANT,
Pl ai ntiffs-Appellants,
VERSUS

M CHELLE R JOHNSON, ET AL.,
Def endant s,

USAA CASUALTY | NSURANCE COVPANY,
Def endant - Appel | ee.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Eastern District of Louisiana
(98- CV-1909-D)

March 13, 2000
Before DAVIS, CYNTH A HOLCOVMB HALL" and SMTH, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM **
Thi s appeal is controlled by Wodfield v. Bowran, 193 F. 3d 354

(5th Gr. 1999), which we decided after the district court rendered
judgnent in this case. Under the interest analysis test applied by
Wodfield, Mssissippi | awgoverns the Bryants’ cl ai magai nst their
uni nsured notorist carrier, USAA. Applying M ssi ssi ppi substantive
law, the Bryants are permtted to stack insurance coverage. See

US Fidelity & Guaranty Co. v. Ferguson, 98 So.2d 77, 79 (M ss.

*Crcuit Judge of the NNnth Grcuit, sitting by designation.

“Pursuant to 5TH QR R 47.5, the Court has determ ned that
this opinion should not be published and is not precedent except
under the limted circunstances set forth in 5THQR R 47.5. 4.



1997) . The Bryants have two vehicles covered by USAA s policy.
Each vehicle has an wuninsured notorist I|imt of $100,000.
Therefore, under Mssissippi law the Bryants have $200,000 in
uni nsured notorist coverage under their two USAA policies.

Accordi ngly, the judgnent of the district court is vacated and
this case is remanded for further proceedings consistent with this
opi ni on.

VACATED and REMANDED.



