UNPUBL | SHED

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

No. 97-2383

DONALD C. MCGEAN,

Plaintiff - Appellant,

ver sus

JONATHAN R. BONDS; MARY R. BONDS; THOVAS P.
SMTH, individually, and in his official
capacity as a judge of the GCrcuit Court of
Maryl and for Prince George's County, Maryl and;
ROBERT F. FISCHER, individually, and in his
official capacity as a judge of the Mryl and
Court of Special Appeals; DALE R CATHELL,
i ndividually, and in his official capacity as
a judge of the Maryland Court of Special Ap-
peal s; GLENN T. HARRELL, JR., individually,
and in his official capacity as a judge of the
Maryl and Court of Special Appeals; CATHERI NE
P. ADDI SON; WALTER D. ADDI SON, |1, husband and
wi fe and owners of Lot 5, Northwest Marl boro,
Upper Marl boro, Maryl and, pursuant to Rule 19,
Federal Rules of Civil Procedure,

Def endants - Appel |l ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court for the District of
Maryl and, at Greenbelt. Peter J. Messitte, District Judge. (CA-
97-2377-PIM

Submitted: February 26, 1998 Deci ded: March 16, 1998




Before WLKINS, N EMEYER, and HAM LTON, G rcuit Judges.

Affirmed by unpublished per curiam opinion.

Donal d C. McGean, Appellant Pro Se.

Unpubl i shed opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit.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

PER CURI AM
Appel |l ant appeals the district court's order denying his
notion for reconsideration of judgnent. Fed. R Cv. P. 60(b). W

revi ew such an order for abuse of discretion. Heyman v. M L. Mtaq.

Co., 116 F.3d 91, 94 (4th Cr. 1997). Appellant argued in the
notion that the district court erred in failing to consider his
anended conpl aint. But the changes in the anended conpl ai nt do not
affect the district court's dismssal of the case for |ack of
jurisdiction. Therefore, the district court did not abuse its
di scretion in denying the notion to reconsider, and we affirmthe
ruling. We dispense with oral argunment because the facts and | egal
contentions are adequately presented in the nmaterials before the

court and argunent woul d not aid the decisional process.
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