UNPUBLI SHED

UNI TED STATES COURT OF APPEALS
FOR THE FOURTH Cl RCUI T

No. 00-1059

In Re: MARY RUTH BULLI NS,
Debt or.

MARY RUTH BULLI NS,
Plaintiff - Appellant,
ver sus
SOUTHLAND DEVELOPMENT CORPORATION, A & A I N
CORPORATED; M CHAEL ALLEN; D. G ALLEN, JUNE
ALLEN, ROBERT GORDON; RUSSELL J. HOLLERS,
Trustee; VON L. ALLEN,

Def endants - Appel | ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court for the Mddle Dis-
trict of North Carolina, at Durham WIliam L. Osteen, District
Judge. (CA-98-489-1, BK-94-10830-13D, AP-94-2022)

Subm tted: Septenber 20, 2000 Deci ded: Cctober 17, 2000

Bef ore NI EMEYER and TRAXLER, Circuit Judges, and HAM LTON, Seni or
Crcuit Judge.

Affirmed by unpublished per curiam opinion.




Tom W Bryan, Greensboro, North Carolina, for Appellant. R Frank
Gray, Shawna Y. Staton, JORDAN, PRI CE, WALL, GRAY, JONES & CARLTON,
P.L.L.C., Raleigh, North Carolina; John C. WAinio, SPEARS, BARNES,
BAKER, WAINNO & WHALEY, L.L.P., Durham North Carolina, for

Appel | ees.

Unpubl i shed opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit.
See Local Rule 36(c).

PER CURI AM

Mary Ruth Bullins appeal s the district court’s order affirmng
t he bankruptcy court’s order denying relief on her clains that the
Def endant s engaged in fraud agai nst her, engaged in unfair and de-
ceptive trade practices, and that the two corporate Defendants were
the alter egos of individual Defendants such that the corporate
veil could be pierced. W have reviewed the record and the | ower
courts’ opinions and find no reversible error. Accordingly, we

affirm on the reasoning of the district court. See Bullins v.

Sout hl and Dev. Corp., Nos. CA-98-489-1; BK-94-10830-13D; AP-94-2022

(MD.N. C. Dec. 3, 1999).
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