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

No. 95-10693
Summary Cal endar

MD || ENTERTAI NVENT, | NC.,
d/ b/a THE FARE VEST, et al.,

Pl ai ntiffs-Appell ees,
and
FRANK SM TH, d/b/a SHEER D LITE, et al.,
Plaintiffs-Appell ees/ G oss-Appellants
VERSUS
CI TY OF DALLAS,
Def endant - Appel | ant / Cr oss- Appel | ee.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Northern District of Texas
(94- CVv-1422)

April 30, 1996

Bef ore WENER, PARKER, and DENNIS, G rcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM:

Ni ne separate plaintiffs successfully challenged certain
muni ci pal ordi nances as unconstitutional. The district court
entered an order granting in part plaintiffs' notions for costs and
attorneys' fees. Defendant appeals that award. Four of the nine

plaintiffs cross-appeal .

IPursuant to Local Rule 47.5, the court has deterni ned that
this opi nion should be unpublished.



This court reviews the district court's award of attorneys'
fees for abuse of discretion and the supporting factual findings
for clear error. Watkins v. Fordice, 7 F.3d 453 (5th Gr. 1993).
We have reviewed the record and the thorough order of the district
court. We find that the district court's factual findings are not
clearly erroneous and its award of attorneys' fees was not an abuse
of discretion. Therefore, the order of the district court is

AFF| RMED.



