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Civil Case No. M 02-CV-347;
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Bef ore JONES, BENAVI DES, and CLEMENT, G rcuit Judges.

PER CURI AM *

Pursuant to 5th Cr. R 47.5, the Court has deternmined that this
opi ni on should not be published and is not precedent except under the linmted
circunstances set forth in 5th CGr. R 47.5.4.



This is an appeal from the denial of a request for
attorneys’ fees nmade by a |lawer in a Chapter 11 case. Appellant
Kauf man cannot overcone the plain text of the Bankruptcy Code
whi ch conditions paynent of attorneys’ fees of a creditor on that
creditor’s entitlenent to receive expenses from “nmaking a
substantial contribution” to the Chapter 11 case. 11 U.S.C. 8
503(b)(3) (D). Section 503(b)(4) accordingly affords an attorney
“reasonabl e conpensation for professional services” rendered for
“an entity whose expense is all owabl e under paragraph (3) of this
subsection . . . .” The statute, as the district and bankruptcy
courts noted, is clear. No case |law cited by Kauf man abridges this
clarity.

The decisions of the district and bankruptcy courts,
whi ch are supported in a nunber of other ways only on the assunp-

tion that this |anguage i s sonehow not controlling, are AFFI RVED



