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PATRICIA AL MCCORM CK; MCA/ UNI VERSAL MERCHAN-
DI SI NG | NCORPORATED, a/k/a Universal Studios
Consuner Products, |ncorporated; THE PATCHWORK
PLACE, | NCORPORATED; THE GREENW CH WORKSHOP,
| NCORPORATED;, JOHN SI MPKINS; MARKETI NG AND
FI NANCI AL MANAGEMENT ENTERPRI SES, | NCORPO-
RATED;, UNI VERSAL CITY STUDI OGS, | NCORPORATED;
AMBLI N ENTERTAI NMVENT, | NCORPORATED,

Def endants - Appel |l ees,
and
VELLER/ GROSSMAN  PRODUCTI ONS, | NCORPCRATED;
HOVE AND GARDEN TELEVI SI ON, a/ k/a HGTV, a sub-
sidiary of the EEW Scripps Conpany,

Def endant s.
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PATRICIA A. MCCORM CK; MCA/ UNI VERSAL MERCHAN-
DI SI NG | NCORPORATED, a/k/a Universal Studios
Consuner Products, |ncorporated; THE PATCHWORK
PLACE, | NCORPORATED; MARKETI NG AND FI NANCI AL
MANAGEMENT ENTERPRI SES, | NCORPORATED; UNI VER-
SAL CITY STUDI OS, | NCORPORATED; AMBLI N ENTER-
TAI NMVENT, | NCORPORATED,

Def endants - Appell ants,

and

THE GREENW CH WORKSHOP, | NCORPORATED;, JOHN
SI MPKI NS; WELLER/ GROSSMAN PRODUCTI ONS, | NCOR-
PORATED, HOME AND GARDEN TELEVI SIQN, a/k/a
HGTV, a subsidiary of the E. W Scripps
Conpany,

Def endant s.

Appeals fromthe United States District Court for the District of
Maryl and, at Baltinore. Benson E. Legg, District Judge. (CA-96-
3450- L)

Subm tted: Decenber 20, 2000 Deci ded: January 12, 2001

Bef ore NI EMEYER, MOTZ, and TRAXLER, Circuit Judges.

Affirmed by unpublished per curiam opinion.

Bar bara Brown, Appellant Pro Se. Kathryn Ann Young, Beverly Hills,
California, for Appellees.

Unpubl i shed opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit.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



PER CURI AM

Bar bara Brown appeals the district court’s order of judgnent
in her copyright infringenent action, and the Defendants cross-
appeal. W have reviewed the record and the district court’s opin-
ion and find no reversible error. Accordingly, we affirmon the

reasoning of the district court. See Brown v. MCormck, No. CA-

96- 3450-L (D. Md. Mar. 8, 2000). We dispense with oral argunent
because the facts and | egal contentions are adequately presented in
the materials before the court and argunent woul d not aid the deci -

si onal process.
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