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

No. 95-10637

EQUAL EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNI TY COWM SSI ON,

Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
VERSUS

TURTLE CREEK MANSI ON CORPORATI ON,
Doi ng Busi ness as Mansion on Turtle Creek,

Def endant - Appel | ee.

No. 95-10696

EQUAL EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNI TY COWM SSI ON,

Pl ai ntiff-Appellee,
VERSUS

TURTLE CREEK MANSI ON CORPORATI ON,
Doi ng Busi ness as Mansion on Turtle Creek,

Def endant - Appel | ant.

Appeals fromthe United States District Court
for the Northern District of Texas
(3:93-CV-1649)

March 7, 1996
Bef ore REAVLEY, DAVIS, and SMTH, G rcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM ~

Pursuant to 5« Gr R 47.5, the court has determined that this opinion

(continued...)



W have read the briefs and heard oral argunent and have
exam ned pertinent portions of the record. W conclude that the
findings of the district court are supported by the record and
certainly are not clearly erroneous. Mbreover, it appears that the
district court properly applied the |aw

Accordingly, the judgnent is AFFIRMED. In affirm ng, we al so
uphold the district court’s refusal to award attorney’'s fees or

expert w tness costs.

(...continued)
should not be published except wunder the limted circunstances set forth
in 5nGr R 47.5. 4,



