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GARY GARBER; LADONA GARBER
Pl ai ntiffs-Counter Defendants-Appellants,
VERSUS
SI R SPEEDY, | NC.
Def endant - Count er C ai mant - Appel | ee.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
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(3:95-CVv-2091

May 27, 1996

Before H GG NBOTHAM DUHE and EMLIO M GARZA, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM !

Appel lants first sued Appellee in this contract dispute in
1991 i n Nacogdoches County, Texas. Since that tine the matter has
been before five different courts in one formor another. Before
this court Appellants conplain of the stay of further federa
proceedi ngs entered by the district court. W affirm

Appel lants argue that: There is no parallel state court
proceedi ng because that proceeding is stayed pending arbitration

called for by the contract. If pending, the state court proceeding

IPursuant to Local Rule 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this opinion should not be published and is not precedent except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 Local Rule 47.5. 4.



and this federal proceeding are not identical. The district court

erred inits application and analysis of the factors in River Water

Conservation District v. United States, 424 U. S. 800 (1976), and

Mbses Cone Menorial Hospital v. Mercury Construction Corp., 460

US 1 (1983). The district court should not have considered the
federal interest in arbitration. None of these argunents is
persuasive. The district court carefully analyzed the facts and
the aw and we see no error conmtted by it. Accordingly we affirm

|argely for the reasons articulated by the district court.

AFFI RVED.



