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PER CURIAM:*

Plaintiff Kenneth J. Guilbeaux sued Grand Casinos, Inc., Grand

Casinos of Louisiana, Inc.-Coushatta, Grand Casinos of Louisiana,

Inc.-Tunica-Biloxi, and Kevin Kean (“the defendants”) alleging

violation of (1) certain provisions of the Sherman and Clayton

Acts, 18 U.S.C. §§ 1, 2, 15, and 22; (2) the Racketeer Influenced

and Corrupt Organizations Act (“RICO”), 18 U.S.C. § 1961 et seq.;

and (3) Louisiana law regarding unfair competition and trade
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practices as well as defamation.  The defendants moved to dismiss

the federal claims for failure to state a claim pursuant to Rule

12(b)(6) of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure and also requested

that the court decline to exercise supplemental jurisdiction over

the pendent state claims under 28 U.S.C. § 1367(c)(3).  The

district court granted the motions.  

On appeal, Guilbeaux contends that the district court erred in

dismissing his antitrust and RICO claims.  In reviewing a district

court's dismissal for failure to state a claim under Rule 12(b)(6),

we accept all factual allegations in the pleadings as true and

examine whether the allegations state a claim sufficient to avoid

dismissal.  Kansa Reins. Co. v. Congressional Mortgage Corp., 20

F.3d 1362, 1366  (5th Cir. 1994).  We may uphold a Rule 12(b)(6)

dismissal only if it appears that, under any set of facts that

could be proven consistent with the  allegations in the pleadings,

no relief could be granted.  Id.  While we must accept all factual

allegations as true, we need not resolve unclear questions of law

in favor of the plaintiff.  Grisham v. United States, 103 F.3d 24,

25 (5th Cir. 1997).

For the reasons given by the district court, we AFFIRM the

judgment below.


