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PER CURIAM.

Federal inmate Robert Belt appeals the district court’s1 denial of relief under
Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 60(b) following the adverse grant of summary
judgment in his civil rights action.  While Belt did not specify a listed ground for
relief, it appears he was asserting that the judgment was void under Rule 60(b)(4).
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See Baldwin v. Credit Based Asset Servicing & Securitization, 516 F.3d 734, 737 (8th
Cir. 2008) (judgment is void if, inter alia, rendering court lacked jurisdiction); Hunter
v. Underwood, 362 F.3d 468, 475 (8th Cir. 2004) (Rule 60(b) relief is extraordinary
remedy that lies within discretion of trial court, but relief from void judgment under
Rule 60(b)(4) is not discretionary).  We conclude, for the reasons stated by the district
court, that the judgment was not void.  See Hunter, 362 F.3d at 475 (Rule 60(b)(4)
motion based on lack of subject matter jurisdiction will succeed only if absence of
jurisdiction was so obvious as to constitute total lack of jurisdiction or plain
usurpation of power so that judgment was void at its inception; noting appellant did
not appeal decision from which she sought Rule 60(b) relief, and instead employed
motion as substitute for appeal that she never filed).

Accordingly, we affirm.  See 8th Cir. R. 47B.
______________________________


