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PER CURI AM ~

The district court correctly abstained, as it was required to
do under Younger v. Harris, 401 U S 37 (1971). See also, e.g.,

Huf f man v. Pursue, 420 U.S. 592 (1975); Trainor v. Hernandez, 431

"Pursuant to 5THCQR R 47.5 the Court has determ ned that this
opi ni on shoul d not be published and is not precedent except under
the limted circunmstances set forth in 5THAQR R 47.5. 4.



U S 434 (1977); Texas Ass’'n of Business v. Earle, 388 F.3d 515,
519 (5th Cr. 2004). None of the exceptions to Younger abstention
is present or even clained. Appel lants had and have anple
opportunity to present their federal <clains in the state
proceedi ng. See, e.g., Juidice v. Vail, 430 U S. 327, 337 (1977).
It is immaterial that appellants do not seek to enjoin the entire
state court proceedings but nerely to control the decision of one
matter therein. See WIllianms v. Rubiera, 539 F.2d 470, 473 (5th
Cr. 1976); Ballard v. WIlson, 856 F.2d 1568, 1570 (5th G r. 1988).
The decision of the district court is

AFFI RVED.



