UNI TED STATES COURT OF APPEALS
For the Fifth Crcuit

No. 95-30994
Summary Cal endar

LOUI SI ANA DEBATI NG AND LI TERARY ASSQOCI ATI ON
doi ng busi ness as The Loui siana C ub
for itself and on behalf of its nenbers,

Pl ai ntiff-Appellee,

VERSUS

CI TY OF NEW ORLEANS, ET AL,
Def endant s,
CI TY OF NEW ORLEANS,
Def endant - Appel | ant.
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STRATFORD CLUB, for itself and
on behal f of its nenbers,

Pl ai ntiff-Appellee,
VERSUS
CI TY OF NEW ORLEANS, ET AL,
Def endant s,
CI TY OF NEW ORLEANS,
Def endant - Appel | ant.
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BOSTON CLUB OF NEW ORLEANS,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellee,
VERSUS
CI TY OF NEW ORLEANS, ET AL,
Def endant s,
CI TY OF NEW ORLEANS,
Def endant - Appel | ant.
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PICKWCK CLUB, for itself and
on behal f of its nenbers,

Pl ai ntiff-Appellee,
VERSUS
CI TY OF NEW ORLEANS, ET AL,
Def endant s,
CI TY OF NEW ORLEANS,
Def endant - Appel | ant.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court

For the Eastern District of Louisiana

June 12, 1996

Bef ore DAVI S, BARKSDALE, and DeMOSS, Circuit Judges.

PER CURI AM *

" Pursuant to Local Rule 47.5, the Court has determ ned that
this opinion should not be published and is not precedent except
under the limted circunstances set forth in Local Rule 47.5. 4.
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The Loui siana Debating and Literary Association d/b/a The
Loui siana Cub, Pickwick Cub, Boston Cub and Stratford C ub
(hereinafter "the Clubs") filed consolidated suits against the City
of New Oleans ("the GCty") seeking to enjoin the Human Rel ati ons
Commttee of the Cty from investigating conplaints of
di scrim nation made agai nst the O ubs pursuant to the Gty's anti -
di scrim nation ordi nance (Chapter 40C of the Minicipal Code). The
district court rendered summary judgnent in favor of the d ubs.
Thereafter, the Cubs filed notions for awards of attorneys' fees
but action on these notions were deferred pending appeal by the
Cty tothe Fifth Crcuit and application by the City for wit of
certiorari to the Suprene Court. The Fifth Crcuit affirmed the
district court's judgnent in favor of the Cubs and the Suprene
Court denied wit of certiorari. The notions for attorneys' fees
pendi ng before the district court were renewed and the district
court awarded attorneys' fees to each of the C ubs.

We have carefully reviewed the briefs, the record excerpts and
rel evant portions of the record itself. For the reasons stated by
the district court inits nmenorandumfiled August 24, 1995, we are
satisfied that the district court did not abuse the discretion
vested in it pursuant to 42 U S . C. 8 1998(b) to allow the
prevailing party a reasonabl e attorneys' fee. The anended j udgnment
entered under date of August 29, 1995, is

AFFI RVED.



