Filed: April 2, 1997

UNI TED STATES COURT OF APPEALS
FOR THE FOURTH CI RCU T

No. 95- 3005
( CA- 93- 796- 5- BR)

The Bui l di ng Link, Inc.,
Plaintiff - Appellee,

Ver sus

WlliamBritton, etc.,

Def endant - Appel |l ant.

ORDER

The Court amends its opinion filed February 21, 1997, as
foll ows:

On the cover sheet, section 3, line 3 -- the district court's
nunber is corrected to read "CA-93-796-5- BR. "

For the Court - By Direction

/s/ Patricia S. Connor

Clerk



UNPUBL | SHED

UNI TED STATES COURT OF APPEALS
FOR THE FOURTH CI RCU T

No. 95-3005

THE BUI LDI NG LI NK, | NCORPORATED.
Plaintiff - Appell ee,
ver sus
WLLIAM BRITTON, individually and d/b/a The
Bui I di ng Li nk of Sout h Carolina, d/b/a Corner-
stone Publishing, d/b/a Residential Digest,
t/a Trade W nds Publi shing,
Def endant - Appel |l ant,
and
TULLIUS CARTER ROMD, JR.; ROBERT PATTON
KELLY, 111; JACK BI RNEY CURRY, JR.,

Def endant s.

Appeal from the United States District Court for the Eastern
District of North Carolina, at Raleigh. W Earl Britt, District
Judge. (CA-93-796-5-BR)

Subm tted: January 7, 1997 Deci ded: February 21, 1997

Bef ore MURNAGHAN, LUTTIG and MOrzZ, Crcuit Judges.

Di sm ssed by unpubl i shed per curiam opinion.




WIlliam Britton, Appellant Pro Se. WIIliam Everett Moore, Jr.,
BASS, BRYANT & MOORE, Ral eigh, North Carolina, for Appellee.




Unpubl i shed opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit.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

PER CURI AM

Appel | ant appeals fromthe district court's order entering
judgnment on the jury verdict finding that he infringed Plaintiff's
intell ectual property and trade practice rights and awarding
damages to Plaintiff. The record does not contain a transcript of
the jury trial. Appellant has the burden of includingin the record
on appeal a transcript of all parts of the proceedings material to
the i ssues rai sed on appeal. Fed. R App. P. 10(b); 4th Cr. Local
R 10(c). By failing to produce a transcript, Appellant has wai ved

revi ew of the i ssues on appeal which depend upon the transcript to

show error. Powell v. Estelle, 959 F.2d 22, 26 (5th Gr.), cert.
deni ed, 506 U.S. 1025 (1992); Keller v. Prince George's Co., 827

F.2d 952, 954 n.1 (4th Cr. 1987). As for the clains that can be
consi dered wi thout atranscript, we have revi ewed the record before
the court and find no reversible error. Accordingly, we deny Appel -
| ant's application to proceed in forma pauperis and dism ss the
appeal . W dispense with oral argunent because the facts and | egal
contentions are adequately presented in the materials before the

court and argunment would not aid the decisional process.

DI SM SSED






