UNPUBLI SHED

UNI TED STATES COURT OF APPEALS
FOR THE FOURTH CIRCUI T

No. 03-1454

VESTPORT | NSURANCE CORPORATI ON,
Plaintiff - Appell ee,
ver sus

BLUM YUWKAS, MAlI LMAN, GUTMAN & DENI CK, P.A.;
| RVING F. COHN, ROBERTA BORENSTEI N, JEFFREY
BORENSTEI N; RONALD SHAPI RO, KENNETH SHAPI RO
SUSAN SHAPI RO,

Def endants - Appel | ees,

ver sus

GERALD J. FALON,

Party in Interest - Appellant.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court for the District of
Maryl and, at Baltinore. Andre M Davis, District Judge. (CA-01-
141- AND)

Submtted: July 10, 2003 Deci ded: July 15, 2003

Bef ore W LKINSON, MOTZ, and TRAXLER, Circuit Judges.

Di sm ssed by unpublished per curiam opinion.



Gerard J. Faloni, Appellant Pro Se. Rostyslaw Jurij Snyk, Jeffrey
A. CGoldwater, Mchelle M Bracke, BOLLI NGER, RUBERRY & GARVEY

Chicago, Illinois; Paul Cottrell, TIGHE, COITRELL & LOGAN, P.A. ,

W | m ngton, Del aware; Andrew Jay Graham Aron Uri Raskas, KRAMON &
GRAHAM Bal ti nore, Maryl and; Andrew Raddi ng, Davi d Bryan Appl ef el d,

ADELBERG RUDOW DORF & HENDLER, L.L.C., Baltinore, Maryland,

Panel a Anne Bresnahan, VORYS, SATER, SEYMOUR & PEASE, Washi ngt on,

D.C.; John Henry Lewin, Jr., VENABLE, BAETJER & HOMRD, Balti nore,

Maryl and; James E. Carbine, JAMES E. CARBINE, P.C., Baltinore

Maryl and; Kevin Thomas Smth, MASTERMAN CULBERT & TULLY, L.L.P.,

Bost on, Massachusetts, for Appell ees.

Unpubl i shed opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit.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



PER CURI AM

West port | nsurance Conpany, |ncorporated (Westport) brought a
conplaint to rescind nalpractice insurance coverage to Blum
Yunkas, Mailman, Gutnman & Denick, P.A (Blum Yunkas). Westport
al so sought a declaratory judgnent that it is not obligated to
defend or indemify Blum Yunkas in an action brought by the
beneficiaries of trusts that alleged Blum Yunkas m shandl ed t hose
trusts. Cerard J. Faloni asserted in the district court that he
was entitled to share in the settlenent reached in the Wstport
action based on allegations of crimnal acts by sone of the | awers
associ ated wth the case. The district court denied Faloni’s clains
to any portion of the settlenent upon finding no | egal or factual
basis for his clains. Faloni was never joined as a party to the
action. Faloni appealed the district court’s order adopting the
settl ement agreenent reached by the parties.

Because Faloni was not a party to the action, and could not

properly be a party, we dismss his appeal. See Marino v. Otiz,

484 U.S. 301, 304 (1988); Kenny v. Quigg, 820 F.2d 665, 667 (4th

Cr. 1987). W dispense with oral argunment because the facts and
| egal contentions are adequately presented in the materials before

the court and argunment woul d not aid the decisional process.
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