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The district court did not abuse its discretion by denying Arthur S. West’s

(“West”) motion to reconsider because he presented no grounds justifying relief

under Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 60(b).  See Backlund v. Barnhart, 778 F.2d

1386, 1388 (9th Cir. 1985) (listing grounds for reconsideration under Rule 60(b)).  

We lack jurisdiction to consider West’s challenges to the underlying

judgment because the notice of appeal was filed more than sixty days after entry of

judgment, and the motion to reconsider did not toll the time to appeal from the

judgment.  See Fed. R. App. P. 4(a)(1)(B), (a)(4)(A)(vi).  

West’s remaining contentions are unpersuasive.  

AFFIRMED.


