REVI SED

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

No. 96-11155
Summary Cal endar

JOHN FREDERI CK SCHWERTZ, on behal f of John Frederick Schwertz, Jr.,
Individually and as next friend of; SUSAN HAELI G SCHWERTZ, on
behal f of John Frederick Schwertz, Jr., Individually and as next
friend of;

Pl ai ntiffs-Appellants,

vVer sus

JOHN M ZI MBUREAN, et al.,
Def endant s.

JOHN M ZI MBUREAN; RONALD S. FLEI SCHVANN;, GROVER LAW.I S; LESLIE
SECREST; FRED L. GRIFFI N, ANGELA M WOOD; W LLI AMM PEDERSON; GARY
LEE ETTER, BRADFORD M GOFF; LARRIE W ARNOLD; NME HOSPI TALS, | NC.,
doi ng busi ness as Brookhaven Psychiatric Pavilion, doing business
as R H Dedman Menorial Medical Center, Inc.; NATIONAL MEDI CAL
ENTERPRI SES, | NC.; PSYCH ATRI C I NSTI TUTES OF AMERI CA, INC., also
known as NME Psychiatric Hospitals, Inc., also known as Tennet,
I nc.; DALLAS PSYCHI ATRI C ASSCCI ATES; LARRIE W ARNOLD, PA; LESLIE
H. SECREST, PA;, WLLIAM M PEDERSON, PA; FRED L. GRIFFIN, PA
RONALD FLEI SCHVANN, PA; BRADFORD M GOFF, PA; GROVER M LAWI S, PA;
ANGELA M WOOD, PA; JOHN M ZI MBUREAN, PA; GARY LEE ETTER, PA;

Def endant s- Appel | ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Northern District of Texas
(No. 4:95-CVv-370-A)

July 7, 1997

Bef ore REYNALDO G GARZA, H GE NBOTHAM and DeMOSS, Circuit Judges.



PER CURI AM *

John and Susan Schwertz appeal the district court’s entry of
summary judgnent on their clains under RICO § 1983, and Texas | aw.
The district court determned that all of their clainms were barred
by the applicable statute of limtations. Havi ng reviewed the
briefs, the summary judgnent evidence, and the district court’s
opi nion, we affirm

The concl usion we reach today is in accord with those reached
by other panels of this court. Mtchell v. Bolan, No. 96-11168
(5th Gr. 1997). Wth respect to the plaintiffs RICO claim we
awai ted the decision of the Suprene Court in Klehr v. A O Smth
Corp., No. 96-663, 1997 W. 331794 (U.S. June 19, 1997). Havi ng
reviewed this decision, we conclude that it does not save this

claim

AFFI RVED.

" Pursuant to 5THOR R 47.5, the court has determ ned that
this opi nion should not be published and is not precedent except
under the limted circunstances set forth in 5THCQR R 47.5. 4.
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