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PER CURI AM *
Appel  ee I rma Jean Janes brought suit on behal f of a certified
class against Appellant Cty of Dallas (the “Cty”) and Aquila

Allen, a former admnistrator of the City’'s Uban Rehabilitation

"Pursuant to 5TH QR R 47.5, the Court has determ ned that this
opi ni on shoul d not be published and is not precedent except under
the limted circunmstances set forth in 5THGQR R 47.5. 4.



St andards Board (“URSB’), seeking damages based on the City’s order
of demolition of a building Janes owned and injunctive relief
related primarily to the lien the Cty inposed on the property to
secure the cost of such denolition. Janes subsequently anmended her
conpl ai nt several tines, eventually non-suiting her claimagainst
Allen, adding plaintiff Terri Lary, and adding the United States
Depart nent of Housi ng and Urban Devel opnent (“HUD’) as a def endant.
Janes and Lary (collectively, “Plaintiffs”) al so sought
certification of two classes under FED. R Cv. P. 23(b)(2). After
conducting a hearing on Plaintiffs’ proposed class certifications
in Cctober 1999, the district court entered an order certifying two
cl asses under Rule 23(b)(2), one of which was based on due process
clains and the other on racial discrimnation grounds. The Cty
appeal ed the district court’s certification determ nations.

A panel of this Court nodified the nunber of clains for which
the Plaintiffs could potentially recover under the due process
class and concluded that Plaintiffs failed to denonstrate Article
1l standing to seek the relief requested for the race

discrimnation class. Janes v. City of Dallas, 254 F.3d 551, 573

(5th Gr. 2001) (“Janes |”). The court in Janes | determ ned that
t he due process class could seek potentially available injunctive
relief on seven of their original twelve requests: “(1) cancel the
debt assessed for denolition costs and associ ated fees/interest and
file notice in the public deed records that the debt was cancel | ed,
(2) file a release of the lien in the public deed records, (3)
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ensure that title is clear on the property, (4) ensure that al
City records concerning the property show the debt cancelled, (5)
refrain fromtaking any steps to enforce the lien or collect the
debt, (6) refrain fromforecl osures based on denolition |iens, and
(7) refrain from retaliatory action such as refusing to issue
building permts.” 1d. at 564 n. 10.

On remand, the district court bifurcated the due process cl ass
i ssues for a bench trial (over the Gty’'s objection), |eaving the
clains seeking individual noney damages for a jury trial. The
district court tried the due process clains without a jury on
Decenber 9, 2002. In August 2003, the district court entered its
findings of fact and conclusions of |aw, ordering a permnent
i njunction against the City on the due process clains. Janes V.

City of Dallas, No. 3:98-CV-436-R, 2003 W. 22342799 (N. D. Tex. Aug.

28, 2003) (“Janes 11”). The Cty tinely filed the instant appeal.

Having carefully reviewed the entire record of this case, and
having fully considered the parties’ respective briefing and
argunents, we find no reversible error in the district court’s
findings of fact and conclusions of law. W therefore AFFIRMthe
final judgnent of the district court essentially for the reasons
stated in its order.
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