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Per Curiam 1n 1995 and 1997, the appel | ant Robert Rooney
d/ b/ a Bi omet Rooney & Associ ates entered intotwo separate contracts
withthe appel |l ee Bionet, Inc., each of whichincludedthe foll ow ng

forum sel ection cl ause:

As you are awar e, Bi onet has many di stri butors
acrossthe United States. It is agreedthat, in
t he event of any di sput e between us, the | aws of
t he St at e of I ndiana shall governthe validity,
per f ormance, interpretation, enforcenent and any
ot her aspect of our agreenent or rel ationship. It
is further agreed that any and all actions
concerning any dispute arising under our
rel ati onship shall be fil ed and mai ntai ned only
in a state or federal court of conpetent
jurisdictionsittinginthe State of Indi ana, and
both of us consent to such jurisdiction.

(Enphasi s added). Despite the forumsel ection cl ause, i n Septenber
1998, Rooney brought this action agai nst Bionet inthe federal district
court in Massachusetts. On Septenber 16, 1999, the district court
enforced the forumsel ection cl ause and di sm ssed t he case. See Rooney

v. Bionet, Inc., 63 F. Supp. 2d 126, 128 (D. Mass. 1999). In this

appeal , Rooney chall enges the district court's deci sion.

Havi ng t horoughly revi ewed the briefs and t he record, we
affirmfor the reasons expressedinthedistrict court’'s opinion. The
forumsel ection clause is valid and enforceabl e and the Mdtion to

D sniss was properly granted. See generally Lanbert v. Kysar, 983 F. 2d

1110 (1st Cir. 1993).

Affirmed. Costs shall be awarded to the appellee.



