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

No. 99-40528

FRANCI SCO R ESPI NOZA, MARTHA A. ESPI NOZA, TRAY N. SPARKS, SR,
CHRI STI NA M SPARKS, JOHN McCOY, DI ANE McCOY, OLGA GONZALES, D. B.
LUNDY, NORELLE LUNDY, SUSAN MELREATH, RICHARD FRENCH, JANET
FRENCH, ALBERT L. BEYER, ANNA M BEYER,

Appel | ant s,
VERSUS
HOVE WARRANTY ASSOCI ATI ON OF AMERI CA, I NC. d/ b/ a HOVEOANERS

ASSCCI ATION OF AVMERICA, INC., HOVEOMNERS MARKETI NG SERVI CE OF
TEXAS, and HOVEOANNERS GROUP, | NC.,

Appel | ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Southern District of Texas
(V-96-006)

Novenber 3, 1999
Before DAVIS, EMLIO M GARZA, and DENNI'S, Crcuit Judges.

PER CURI AM *

Appel | ant honeowners sued t he Appel | ee hone warranty provi ders
on nultiple clains brought under both the Texas Deceptive Trade
Practice Act and the Texas Residential Service Conpany Act
concerning, principally, whether the hone warranties sold to
Appel lants were either worthless or grossly disparate in value to
the consideration paid. Appel  ants appeal the district court’s

grant of summary judgnent for the Appellees and its refusal to

"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this opinion should not be published and is not precedent except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.



consi der additional evidence adduced by the Appellants in a notion
to reconsider. Having fully and carefully reviewed the record and
considered the briefs and argunent of counsel, we find no
reversible error and affirmfor essentially the reasons expressed
in the district court’s orders granting summary judgnent for the
Appel | ees and denying Appellants’ notion to reconsider.

AFFI RVED.



