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

No. 93-2161

FEDERAL DEPOSI T | NSURANCE CORPORATI ON,
as Manager of the FSLIC Resol ution Fund,
AVERI CAN FEDERAL BANK, F.S.B.,
MERCURY | NVESTMENT CORPORATI ON,
and M LAM | NVESTMENT CORPORATI ON,

Pl aintiffs-Appell ees,

VERSUS

GEORGE J. AUBI N, CAMERON E. AUBIN, JOHN CLEVELAND, as
Substitute Trustee for O W BUSSEY, Trustee for the AUBIN
CHI LDREN, S| GVA CAPI TAL CORPORATI ON, W CH TA LAND AND
CATTLE COWANY and W CH TA FLETCHER, J.V.,

Def endant s- Appel | ant s.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Southern District of Texas
(CA-H 87-3352 c/w 90-3037)

(May 17, 1995)

Before DAVIS, SMTH, and WENER, C rcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

The defendants appeal the rulings of the district court
granting summary judgnent in favor of plaintiff FDIC on thirteen

prom ssory notes issued by Mercury Savings Association, Ben M| am

" Local Rule 47.5.1 provides: "The publication of opinions that have no
precedential value and nerely decide particular cases on the basis of well-
settled principles of |aw inposes needl ess expense on the public and burdens
on the | egal profession.” Pursuant to that rule, the court has deternined
that this opinion should not be published.
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Savings & Loan Association, Wshington County State Bank, and
Federal Land Bank of Houston. Thereafter, followng ajury trial,
the district court entered final judgnment, finding the non-recourse
provision in one of the notes, called the "Brenham Second Wap
Note," to be invalid and hol ding Aubin personally |iable on al
thirteen notes based upon his use of defendant corporations as
"shans to perpetuate a fraud on Mercury and MIlam and "unfair
devices to achieve inequitable results.”

After considering the argunents presented by counsel in the
briefs and at oral argunent, and after review ng the record and the
rel evant authorities, we find no error in the district court's
wel | -reasoned and exhaustive opinions. Accordingly, for essen-
tially the reasons stated in those opinions, the judgnent is

AFFI RVED.



