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

No. 93-2281

SUSAN E. COHEN, ETC., ET AL.,
Plaintiffs,

GEORGE G LMAN, EVELYN G LMAN, ET AL.,
Pl aintiffs-Appellants,

ver sus

W LLI AM D. RUCKELSHAUS, ET AL.,
Def endant s- Appel | ees.
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BROMNI NG- FERRI S | NDUSTRI ES, | NC.
and SALLY M YEAGER,
Pl aintiffs-Appellants,

ver sus

W LLI AM D. RUCKELSHAUS,
Def endant s- Appel | ees.
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BROMNI NG- FERRI S | NDUSTRI ES, | NC.
MELVI N RONALD CARDONI CK and
M CHAEL KORETSKY,
Pl aintiffs-Appellants,

ver sus

W LLI AM D. RUCKELSHAUS, ET AL.,
Def endant s- Appel | ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Southern District of Texas
(CA H 91 3142)

(March 22, 1994)



Bef ore REAVLEY, GARWOOD, and H GE NBOTHAM Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

W affirm for essentially the sanme reasons stated by the

district court.

“Local Rule 47.5 provides: "The publication of opinions
t hat 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 |egal
profession.” Pursuant to that Rule, the Court has determ ned
that this opinion should not be published.
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