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Only the Westlaw citation is currently
available.This case was not selected for publication
in the Federal Reporter. RULINGS BY SUMMARY
ORDER DO NOT HAVE PRECEDENTIAL
EFFECT. CITATION TO SUMMARY ORDERS
FILED AFTER JANUARY 1, 2007, IS
PERMITTED AND IS GOVERNED BY THIS
COURT'S LOCAL RULE 0.23 AND FEDERAL
RULE OF APPELLATE PROCEDURE 32.1. IN A
BRIEF OR OTHER PAPER IN WHICH A
LITIGANT CITES A SUMMARY ORDER, IN
EACH PARAGRAPH IN WHICH A CITATION
APPEARS, AT LEAST ONE CITATION MUST
EITHER BE TO THE FEDERAL APPENDIX OR
BE ACCOMPANIED BY THE NOTATION: “
(SUMMARY ORDER)”, UNLESS THE
SUMMARY ORDER IS AVAILABLE IN AN
ELECTRONIC DATABASE WHICH IS
PUBLICLY ACCESSIBLE WITHOUT
PAYMENT OF FEE (SUCH AS THE
DATABASE AVAILABLE AT
HTTP://WWW.CA2.USCOURTS.GOV), THE
PARTY CITING THE SUMMARY ORDER
MUST FILE AND SERVE A COPY OF THAT
SUMMARY ORDER TOGETHER WITH THE
PAPER IN WHICH THE SUMMARY ORDER IS
CITED. TF NO COPY IS SERVED BY REASON
OF THE AVAILABILITY OF THE ORDER ON
SUCH A DATABASE, THE CITATION MUST
INCLUDE REFERENCE TO THAT DATABASE
AND THE DOCKET NUMBER OF THE CASE
IN WHICH THE ORDER WAS ENTERED.Please
use FIND to look at the applicable circuit court rule
before citing this opinion. Second Circuit Rules §
0.23. (FIND CTA2 5 0.23.)
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and RICHARD C. WESLEY, Circuit Judges.

SUMMARY ORDER

*1 UPON DUE CONSIDERATION, IT IS
HEREBY ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND
DECREED that the judgment of the District Court
be AFFIRMED in part and REVERSED in art.

Plaintiffs-appellants Shawn Chandler and John
Bryant appeal a judgment of the District Court
granting summary judgment against them and
dismissing their claims. They also appeal an order
of the district court granting defendant-appellee
Steve Stoute attorneys' fees and costs in the amount
of $7,392.00 and another order granting
defendant-appellee Amell Group, Inc. (“Armell”)
and defendant-appellee Reebok International, Ltd. (“
Reebok™) attoreys' fees and costs in the amount of
$17,983.20 with interest.

Familiarity by the parties is assumed as to the facts,
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the procedural context, and the specification of
appellate issues.

Finding there to be no genuine issues of material
fact existing in this case, we affirm the summary
judgment granted by the district court.

However, upon review of the record we do not
agree with the district court that the plaintiffs'
copyright infringement claim was objectively
unreasonable. See Fogerty v. Fantasy, 510 U.S.
517, 534 n. 19 (1994) (suggesting several non
exclusive factors, including objective
unreasonableness, that courts should consider in
making awards of attorneys' fees to a prevailing
party). We therefore reverse the attorneys' fees and

costs awarded pursuant to 17 U.S.C. § 505.FN!

FN1. Our review of the record suggests
that the district court's full award of
$7,392.00 to Stoute and $14,201.19 of the
award to Reebok and Arnell were pursuant
to 17 U.S.C. § 505.

Further, we deny the additional attorneys’ fees
requested by Reebok and Armell arising from this
appeal.

Accordingly, for the reasons set forth above, the
judgment of the district court is hereby AFFIRMED
in part and REVERSED in part.

C.A2(N.Y.),2007.
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