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PER CURI AM

Robert Orye sued the Kaiser Foundation Health Plan and Dr.
Karen Fanucci, a Kaiser physician, alleging nedical malpractice.
He contended that Dr. Fanucci had intentionally m sdiagnosed his
mul ti ple nyeloma, a cancer of the plasma cells, as a problemre-
| ated to taking the anti-inflammatory drug Motrin. The defendants
noved for summary judgnent based on Virginia s two-year statute of
limtations for personal injuries. Va. Code § 8.01-243(A). Inre-
sponse, Orye argued that Dr. Fanucci had fraudulently and inten-
tionally withheld the diagnosis fromhim thus tolling the statute
of limtations under Va. Code 8§ 8.01-243(C)(2). The district court
rejected Orye's argunent and granted sunmary j udgnent to the defen-
dants, finding that there was no evidence that any defendant had
"intentionally concealed the illness."

Qur review of the record and the appropriate | egal standards
in this case persuades us that the decision of the district court
was correct. W therefore affirmthe judgnment on the reasoni ng set
forth in the district court's careful nenorandum opi nion. Qye v.

Kai ser Foundation Health Pl an, CA 96-146-A (E.D. Va. July 2, 1996).
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