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PER CURI AM

Maureen A. Traft appeals fromthe district court's order deny-
ing her notion for reconsideration filed pursuant to Fed. R G v.
P. 59(e). Qur review of the record discloses that this appeal is
W thout merit. Traft’s notion for reconsideration does not denon-
strate that her action was inproperly dismssed. W therefore find
that the district court’s denial of her Rule 59(e) notion was not
an abuse of discretion,” and affirmthe district court’s order on

the reasoning of the district court. Traft v. American Threshold

Indus., Inc., No. CA-97-162-1-T (WD.N.C. Apr. 7, 1998). To the

extent Traft raises issues in her informal brief not previously
raised inthe district court, including her attenpt to raise clains
relating to docunents not part of the district court’s record, we
decline to consider such clainms or docunents on appeal. W deny
Traft’s notion to vacate this court’s order allow ng the Appellee
| eave to supplenent its informal brief and deny as noot Traft’s
petition for order of |is pendens. W dispense with oral argunent
because the facts and | egal contentions are adequately presented in
the materials before the Court and argunment woul d not aid the deci -
si onal process.

AFFI RVED

" See United States v. Wllians, 674 F.2d 310, 312 (4th Cr.
1982) .




