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

No. 92-7693

M SSI SSI PPl STATE CHAPTER
OPERATI ON PUSH, I NC., ET AL.,

Pl aintiffs-Appellants,
Cr oss- Appel | ees,

ver sus

KI RK FORDI CE, Governor of M ssi ssippi,
ET AL.,

Def endant s- Appel | ees,
Cr oss- Appel | ant s.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court for the
Northern District of M ssissipp
(CA DC84 35 D 0)

(Decenber 7, 1993)

Bef ore POLI TZ, Chief Judge, KING and GARWOOD, Circuit Judges.”
PER CURI AM

We concl ude that the district court erred in failing to award
plaintiffs-appellants any fees for their response to the state's

cross-appeal. Except inthis particular, we are unable to concl ude

Local Rule 47.5 provides: "The publication of opinions that
have no precedential value and nerely decide particul ar cases on
the basis of well-settled principles of |aw inposes needl ess
expense on the public and burdens on the | egal profession.”
Pursuant to that Rule, the Court has determ ned that this opinion
shoul d not be publi shed.



that the district court abused its broad discretioninits award of
fees, expenses and costs. In an effort to bring this |Iong pending
litigation to an end, and because the work in question was
performed in this court, we hold that plaintiffs-appellants are
entitled to an additional $14,000 as fees and expenses in resisting
the state's prior cross-appeal. Because plaintiffs-appellants have
been partially successful in the present appeal we hold they are
entitled to $3,500 for all fees and expenses in connection with the
present appeal .

Accordingly, we nodify the district court's judgnent to
increase the total award to plaintiffs-appellants by a total sumof
$17,500, with interest thereon to run on all but $3,500 thereof
from March 4, 1992, and with interest on the $3,500 to run from
date hereof, all at the rate specified by the district court. As
so nodified the judgnent is affirmed. Court costs in this court
are taxed agai nst appel | ees.

AFFI RMED AS MODI FI ED



