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PER CURIAM: 

Jesse G. Yates, III, and Melissa Long Yates appeal the district court’s judgment 

following a jury trial finding in favor of State Farm Fire and Casualty Company on the 

Yateses’ breach of contract claim.  We have reviewed the record included on appeal and 

have found no reversible error.  An appellant has the burden of including in the record on 

appeal a transcript of all parts of the proceedings material to the issues raised on appeal. 

Fed. R. App. P. 10(b); 4th Cir. R. 10(c).  An appellant proceeding on appeal in forma 

pauperis is entitled to transcripts at Government expense only in certain circumstances.  

28 U.S.C. § 753(f) (2012).  Appellants have not produced a transcript and have failed to 

make the requisite showing to qualify for the production of a transcript at Government 

expense.  Thus, the Appellants have waived review of the issues on appeal that depend 

upon the transcript to show error.  See generally Fed. R. App. P. 10(b)(2); Keller v. 

Prince George’s Cty., 827 F.2d 952, 954 n.1 (4th Cir. 1987).  Accordingly, we deny 

Appellants’ motion for discovery and we affirm the district court's judgment.  In light of 

this disposition, we deny the Appellee’s motion to dismiss the appeal.  We dispense with 

oral argument as it would not aid the decisional process. 

AFFIRMED 


