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PER CURIAM:*

This is an appeal from a summary judgment in favor of

appellees, Beaulieu of America, Inc. and Beaulieu Group L.L.C.  The

summary judgment denied injunctive relief, damages, and attorneys’

fees sought by appellants, L.D. Brinkman and LDB Corporation.

In essence, the appellants sought relief for the use of
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trademarks.  But the summary judgment establishes without dispute

that the rights to the trademarks which appellants claim they own

were transferred to appellees’ predecessors in a stock purchase

agreement that is not in dispute.  Appellants nonetheless seek

reversal of the district court on their purported termination of

license agreements, but it is undisputed and the summary judgment

evidence clearly establishes that the license agreements were never

executed by appellees’ predecessors.  Appellant received millions

of dollars for the sale of assets and the rights to the trademarks

at issue.  Fourteen years later after having never asserted any

control of use of the transferred trademarks, they seek relief

based on license agreements that have never been executed and which

are unenforceable against the appellees.  The judgment of the

district court is affirmed based on the unassailable analysis of

Judge Prado as contained in its order dated October 29, 2002.  The

appeal brought herein is frivolous and the court grants appellees’

motion for double costs brought pursuant to Rule 38. 

AFFIRMED


