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Affirmed by unpublished per curiam opinion.

John Fitzgerald Prescott, Appellant Pro Se. Lynne Ann Battagli a,
United States Attorney, Andrew Cl ayton Wiite, OFFI CE OF THE UNI TED
STATES ATTORNEY, Baltinore, Maryland; Steven M chael Dettel bach,
OFFI CE OF THE UNI TED STATES ATTORNEY, G eenbelt, Maryland, for

Appel | ee.

Unpubl i shed opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit.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 a newtrial based on his all egati ons of newy di scovered
evi dence, the prosecutor's know ng use of perjured testinony, and
the governnment's viol ation of the di sclosure requirenents of Brady

v. Maryland, 373 U. S. 83 (1963), and the Jencks Act, 18 U.S.C

§ 3500 (1994). We have reviewed the record and the district court's
opi nion and find no reversi ble error. Accordingly, we affirmon the

reasoni ng of the district court. United States v. Prescott, No. CR

95-323-PJM (D. Md. Apr. 2, 1997). We dispense with oral argunent
because the facts and | egal contentions 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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