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

No. 91-2820

KAY KO MACHI NE COWVPANY, | NC.
Pl ai ntiff-Appellee,

ver sus

HCC | NDUSTRI ES,
Def endant - Appel | ant,
MARK SOKOLOW

| nt ervenor - Appel | ant and
Third Party Plaintiff-Intervenor,

ver sus
MARK FAUBI ON

Third Party Defendant-1|ntervenor,
Appel | ee.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
For the Southern District of Texas

(CA H 85 2263)

(Decenber 31, 1992)



Bef ore GOLDBERG JOLLY and WENER, G rcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

In the principal action before us on appeal, Defendant-
Appel  ant HCC I ndustries conplains that the district court erred
first inholding that it has personal jurisdictionover HCCin this
matter and second in piercing the corporate veil in the application
of the corporate doctrine of alter ego to find HCC responsi ble for
the judgnment debt of its wholly-owned subsidiary, Cadillac
Machi nes, Inc. Secondarily, Third Party Intervenor-Appell ant and
Plaintiff-Intervenor, Mark Sokol ow, Attorney at Law, conpl ains that
the district court erred in dismssing his claimfor a portion of
the attorneys' fees awarded by that court in favor of Kay Ko and
its attorney, Third Party Defendant-Intervenor/Appellee, Mark
Faubi on.

We have carefully reviewed all pertinent parts of the record
inthis fact-driven case, and given due consideration to the briefs
and argunents of counsel, but we have found, on the particular
facts before us, no reversible error. Therefore, the judgnents of
the district court are

AFFI RVED.

“Local Rule 47.5 provides: "The publication of opinions that
have no precedential value and nerely decide particular cases on
the basis of well-settled principles of |aw inposes needless
expense on the public and burdens on the legal profession.™
Pursuant to that Rule, the Court has determ ned that this opinion
shoul d not be publi shed.



