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Per Curiam After carefully considering the briefs

and record on appeal, we affirm the decision of the |ower
court.

The appell ee argues that because the appellant’s
noti ce of appeal designated only the |ast order entered
dism ssing the fraud count, our review is |limted to the
di sm ssal of that count. We di sagree. The appell ant
clearly indicated his intention to appeal fromthe di sm ssa

of all claims. Johns’'s Insulation, Inc. v. L. Addison and

Associates, Inc., 156 F.3d 101, 105 (1st Cir. 1998)(notice

designating final judgnent enconpasses interlocutory orders

merging in the judgnment); Kotler v. Anerican Tobacco

Conpany, et al., 981 F.2d 7, 11 (1st Cir. 1992)(functiona

appr oach).

However, having reviewed the briefs, the record and
t he reasons given in the district court for its disposition,
we are satisfied that no error was commtted and that the
appellant’s clainms were properly dism ssed.

Aifirmed. Loc. R 27(c).



