United States Court of Appeals

Fifth Circuit
FILED
UNI TED STATES COURT OF APPEALS _
FOR THE FI FTH CIRCUI T April 14, 2003

Charles R. Fulbruge llI
Clerk

Consol i dated Cases Nos. 02-60159, 02-60166,
02- 60204, 02-60206, 02-60213

Case No. 02-60159

BANK ONE NA,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellee,

V.

TYRONE DAVI S,
Def endant - Appel | ant.

Case No. 02-60166

BANK ONE NA,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellee,

V.

ROBERT BLACKMCON,
Def endant - Appel | ant.

Case No. 02-60204

BANK ONE NA,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellee,

V.

LEADNER HACKETT,
Def endant - Appel | ant.

Case No. 02-60206



BANK ONE NA,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellee,

V.

GWENDCOLYN DI XON,
Def endant - Appel | ant.

Case No. 02-60213

BANK ONE NA,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellee,

V.

| SSAC RI CHARDSON, JR., al so known as Issac Ri chardson,
Def endant - Appel | ant.

Appeals fromthe United States District Court
for the Southern District of M ssissippi
(3:01-CV-74- \NB)
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PER CURI AM *

Appellants challenge the district court’s rulings
granting Bank One’s notions to conpel arbitration and to stay the
Appel I ant s’ pending state law clains. This case is
i ndi stingui shable fromthose that we reviewed and ruled on in the

rel ated cases of Bank One, N. A v. Boyd! and Bank One, N. A V.

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this opinion should not be published and is not precedent except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

! 288 F.3d 181 (5th Cr. 2002).
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Lake.? For essentially the sanme reasons that are set forth in our

opinion in Boyd and in the district court’s opinion in Bank One

N.A. v. Coates,?® and Bank One, N. A v. Taylor,* the judgnents of the

district court in these cases are, in all respects, AFFI RVED

2 No. 01-60051 (5th Cr. April 5, 2002) (unpublished).
3 125 F. Supp. 2d 819 (S.D. Mss. 2001).

4 No. 4:01CV15-D-B (N.D. Mss. May 7, 2002) (order granting
petition to conpel arbitration).



