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UNI TED STATES COURT OF APPEALS
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SHERRI L.; PATRICIA T.; PAUL T.,
Plaintiffs - Appellants,

ver sus

KANAVHA COUNTY BOARD OF EDUCATION;, CARL B.
CURRI E; RANDALL TRAVI S,

Def endants - Appel | ees.

Appeal from the United States District Court for the Southern
District of West Virginia, at Charleston. John T. Copenhaver, Jr.,
District Judge. (CA-94-383-2)

Argued: June 3, 1997 Decided: July 2, 1997

Bef ore HALL and M CHAEL, Circuit Judges, and TILLEY, United States
District Judge for the Mddle District of North Carolina, sitting
by designati on.

Affirmed by unpublished per curiam opinion.

ARGUED: Robert C arke VanDervort, ROBINSON & MCELWEE, Charl eston,
West Virginia, for Appellants. Jan L. Fox, STEPTCE & JOHNSON,
Charl eston, West Virginia, for Appell ee Board of Education; Mrilyn
Tal | man McC ure, MCQUEEN, HARMON & POTTER, L.C., Charleston, West
Virginia, for Appellee Currie. ON BRIEF: WIlliam E. Robinson,
Brent D. Benjam n, ROBINSON & MCELWEE, Charleston, Wst Virginia,
for Appellants. David Paul Ceek, MCQUEEN, HARMON & POTTER, L.C.,
Charl eston, West Virginia, for Appellee Currie.



Unpubl i shed opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit.
See Local Rule 36(c).

PER CURI AM

Sherri L. and her parents, Patricia T. and Paul T., appeal the
order granting sunmary judgnent to t he Kanawha County Board of Edu-
cation, Carl Currie, and Randall Travis, in an action arising out
of a relationship between Sherri and Currie that |asted from 1984
t hrough 1986 or 1987. Sherri was a ninth grade student in 1984 and
Currie was a coach at her school

The action was filed on May 16, 1994, and the parties agree
that West Virginia s two-year statute of limtations applies to al
of the clainms. Wen the various clainms accrued was a matter of
di spute. The district court held that each cause of action accrued
at sone point during the period of the inproper relationship and,
therefore, even taking into consideration the tolling of the stat-
ute of limtations until Sherri’s eighteenth birthday on February
7, 1988, all of the clains were tinme-barred. Qur review of the
record, the district court’s nmenorandum opi nion, and the argunents
of counsel discloses that this appeal is without nerit. According-

ly, we affirmon the reasoning of the district court. Sherri L. v.

Kanawha County Bd. of Educ., C/' A No. 2:94-0383 (S.D.WVa. March 1

1996) ( Menorandum Order').
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