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

No. 95-40376

TEXANS AGAI NST CENSCORSHI P | NC., ET AL.
Plaintiffs,

WYNNE L. CREEKMORE, JR.,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,

ver sus

STATE BAR OF TEXAS;, JAMES M MCCORMACK;
DI STRICT 1A GRI EVANCE COW TTEE OF THE
STATE BAR OF TEXAS,

Def endant s- Appel | ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court for the
Eastern District of Texas
(3:94-Cv-61)

(Cct ober 9, 1996)
Bef ore REYNALDO G GARZA, JOLLY, and DeM3SS, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM ~
In this case, the appellant, Wnne L. Creeknore, Jr., argues
on vague grounds that the State Bar of Texas violated his rights
guaranteed by the First Anendnent by issuing guidelines for

regulating witten solicitations by lawers. W find none of his

"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this opinion should not be published and is not precedent except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 Ilimted circunstances set forth in Local Rule 47.5. 4.



argunents convincing. W find that the extensive district court
opi nion ably and correctly addressed each of the issues raised by

the appell ant. See Texans Agai nst Censorship, Inc. v. State Bar of

Texas, 888 F. Supp 1328 (E.D. Tex. 1995). Therefore, we AFFIRM on
the basis of the district court’s opinion.

AFFI RMED



