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Affirmed by unpublished per curiam opinion.
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See Local Rule 36(c).



PER CURI AM

Shiv, L.L.C, Jagdish R Patel, and Rashik M Patel, appea
the district court’s orders denying the notion to vacate the de-
fault judgnent and denying the notion for reconsideration. The
Appel l ants claimthat they established a neritorious defense to the
action and extraordinary circunstances warranted vacating the
default judgnent. W have reviewed the record and the district
court’s nmenorandumopi nion and find that the district court did not

abuse its discretion. See Brown v. French, 147 F.3d 307, 310 (4th

Cr. 1998); Heyman v. ML. Mtg. Co., 116 F. 3d 91, 94 (4th Gr.

1997) . I nsofar as this case concerns the appeal from the order
denying the notion to vacate the default judgnent, we affirmon the

reasoning of the district court. See Choice Hotels Int’l v. Shiv,

L.L.C, No. CA-00-901-AW (D. M. filed Aug. 8, 2000; entered Aug.
9, 2000). W also affirmthe court’s margi nal order denying the
notion for reconsideration. W dispense with oral argunent because
the facts and | egal contentions are adequately presented in the na-
terials before the court and argunent woul d not aid the deci sional

process.
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