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

No. 97-50728
Summary Cal endar

|RA “JIM M HOVEWOOD ET AL.

Plaintiffs,

|RA “JIM M HOVEWOOD; RUFUS L. HUDGQ NS
CLETON SHANNON, JR.; DAVID T. LEVAN
KIML. HLL, CARLOCS JUAREZ; CAROLYN CURNOW

Pl ai ntiffs-Appellants,
ver sus

TEXAS EDUCATI ONAL FOUNDATI ON, | NC.
doi ng busi ness as Gary Job Corps,

Def endant - Appel | ee.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Western District of Texas
USDC No. A-96-CV-569

May 25, 1998
Before KING H G3 NBOTHAM and DAVIS, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

The Plaintiffs appeals the sunmary judgnment di sm ssal of

their clains brought pursuant to Bivens v. Six Unknown Naned

Agents, 403 U. S. 388 (1971) and 42 U S.C. 8 2000e et seq. The

Plaintiffs argue that the district court erred in determ ning

Pursuant to 5THCGR 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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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.
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t hat Texas Educational Foundation, Inc., was not a state actor.
| nasnmuch as plaintiff Juarez does not challenge the district
court’s decision with regard to his Title VII clains, they are

wai ved. See Brinkmann v. Dallas County Deputy Sheriff Abner, 813

F.2d 744, 748 (5th Cr. 1987).
We have reviewed the record and the parties’ briefs and
AFFIRM the district court’s judgnent for essentially the sane

reasons set forth by the district court. Honewood et al. v.

Texas Educational Foundation, Inc., A 96-CA-569 SS (WD. Tex.

July 23, 1997).

AFFI RVED.



