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PER CURI AM

Appel | ant appeal s the district court's order denyi ng his Fed.
R Cv. P. 60(b) notion for reconsideration. W have reviewed t he
record and the district court's opinion and find no reversible
error. Although the district court had jurisdiction to consider

Appel lant’'s notion, see Standard Q1 Co. v. United States, 429 U. S.

17, 18 (1976), we agree that the notion was untinely under Rule
60(b) (1) and did not present a claim cognizable under Rule
60(b) (6). Accordingly, we affirmsubstantially on the reasoni ng of

the district court. United States v. Brocki ngton, Nos. CR-90-100;

CA-96-5-3 (E.D. Va. June 13, 1997). We di spense with oral argunent
because the facts and | egal contenti ons are adequately presented in
the material s before the court and argunent woul d not ai d t he deci -

si onal process.
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