IN THE UNI TED STATES COURT OF APPEALS
FOR THE FI FTH Cl RCU T
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No. 94-20600
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ALBERT EDWARD BENTLEY and
H LARY BENTLEY,

Pl aintiffs-Appellants,

ver sus

ARAMCO SERVI CES COMPANY
d/ b/a Arancto Taxi Servi ce,
ET AL.,

Def endant s- Appel | ees.
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Appeal fromthe United States District Court for the
Sout hern District of Texas
(CA H 91 2995)

SODIMDIIMIIINIIIIIIIN;
August 9, 95
Before GARWOOD, EM LI O M GARZA and PARKER, Circuit Judges.”’
PER CURI AM
Plaintiffs appeal the district court's forum non conveniens
di sm ssal of their suit. The district court's nmenorandumand order

reflects its careful and thorough consideration of this matter

The court correctly identified, articul ated, and considered all the

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.



relevant factors and properly applied the correct analytical

f r amewor K. Moreover, it carefully inposed several conditions
favorable to plaintiffs in the judgnment of dism ssal. No error of
law i s shown. Not hi ng approachi ng an abuse of discretionsQnmuch

| ess "a cl ear abuse of discretion,” Baungart v. Fairchild Aircraft
Corp., 981 F.2d 824, 835 (5th. Cr.), cert. denied, 113 S.Ct. 2963

(1993) sQhas been shown. Accordingly, the judgnent is

AFFI RVED.



