UNPUBLI SHED

UNI TED STATES COURT OF APPEALS
FOR THE FOURTH Cl RCUI T

No. 00-6092

UNI TED STATES OF AMERI CA,
Plaintiff - Appellee,

ver sus

ORVI LLE | SAAC WRI GHT,

Def endant - Appel | ant.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court for the Eastern D s-
trict of North Carolina, at Raleigh. W Earl Britt, Senior D s-
trict Judge. (CR-95-76-BR)

Subm tted: April 25, 2000 Deci ded: My 12, 2000

Bef ore MURNAGHAN and WLKINS, Circuit Judges, and HAM LTON, Seni or
Crcuit Judge.

Affirmed by unpublished per curiam opinion.

Oville Isaac Wight, Appellant Pro Se. Christine Wtcover Dean,
Assistant United States Attorney, Raleigh, North Carolina, for

Appel | ee.

Unpubl i shed opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit.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



PER CURI AM

Oville lIsaac Wight appeals fromthe denial of his notion for
a newtrial based on newy di scovered evidence. The district court
denied this notion because it was fil ed beyond the three-year [imt
prescribed by Fed. R Cim P. 33. Wight asserts that the dis-
trict court erred in calculating the deadline based on the date of
the jury’s verdict, rather than the date when he conpl eted appel -
| ate review Contrary to Wight's assertions, however, Rule 33
provides that the three-year limtations period runs from “the
verdict or finding of guilt.” Accordingly, we affirmthe district
court’s ruling that Wight’'s notion was untinely. W deny Wight’s
notion for appoi ntnent of counsel. W dispense with oral argunent
because the facts and | egal contentions are adequately presented in
the materials before the court and argunment would not aid the

deci si onal process.
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