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PER CURI AM *

The plaintiffs urge vari ous causes of action based on all eged
facts arising from a crimnal investigation by nunerous |aw
enforcenment officials. As the district court described the case,
“the Plaintiffs, in essence, are conplaining of being the targets
of a crimnal investigation that failed to produce evidence of

i ndi ctabl e w ongdoing.” In a detailed, conprehensive, and

Pursuant to 5TH CR. 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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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 5TH QR R
47.5. 4.



convi nci ng ni nety-page Menorandum Opi ni on and Order entered on My
27, 1997, the district court determined that plaintiffs are
entitled to no relief because, anong other reasons, they have
failed to state aclaim or their clainms are barred by [imtations,
or the defendants are entitled to summary judgnent.

We agree with the district court that “[t]he conplaint inthis
action reads nore like a script for an diver Stone novie than a
suit for civil damages.” Essentially for the reasons stated by the

district court, the judgnent is AFFI RVED



