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

No. 92-2545

MALONE SERVI CE COVPANY, et al .,
Plaintiffs-Appellants,

VERSUS
GULF COAST WASTE DI SPOSAL AUTHORI TY, et al .,

Def endant s- Appel | ees.

No. 93-2127

MALONE SERVI CE COVPANY, et al .,
Plaintiffs-Appellants,

VERSUS
GULF COAST WASTE DI SPOSAL AUTHORI TY, et al .,

Def endant s,

GULF COAST WASTE DI SPOSAL AUTHORI TY, et al .,

Def endant s- Appel | ees.

Appeals fromthe United States District Court
for the Southern District of Texas
(CA H 87 2403)

(Decenber 2, 1993)



Bef ore VAN GRAAFEI LAND, * SM TH, and WENER, Circuit Judges
PER CURI AM **

Havi ng reviewed the briefs, record, and argunents of counsel,
we conclude that the district court did not err in granting sunmary
judgnent on all clainms. The defendants violated no constitutiona
right, and no antitrust violation has been shown. There are no
i ssues of material fact. There is no error in the award of costs.

Accordi ngly, the judgnent and order appeal ed from are AFFI RVED.

" Grcuit Judge of the Second Grcuit, sitting by designation

" Local Rule 47.5.1 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 needl ess expense on the public and burdens
on the legal profession." Pursuant to that rule, the court has determ ned
that this opinion should not be published.
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