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OPINION

ARTHUR I. HARRIS, Bankruptcy Appellate Panel Judge. At issue in this appeal is the
scope of the exception in Rule 9024 of the Federal Rules of Bankruptcy Procedure to the one-year
time limit under Rule 60(c) of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure. The debtor-appellant asserts
that the exception in Rule 9024 “for the reconsideration of an order allowing or disallowing a claim

against the estate entered without a contest” encompasses his request to revisit portions of a



comprehensive settlement agreement, entered nearly three years earlier, which involved much more
than just the allowance or disallowance of a claim. After reviewing the record, the parties’ briefs,
and applicable law, the Panel concludes that the bankruptcy court did not err in determining that the
debtor-appellant’s motion fell outside the exception in Rule 9024 for the reconsideration of claims
and was therefore untimely under Rule 60(c). Accordingly, we affirm for the reasons stated in the
bankruptcy court’s order entered on November 26, 2012. Order Den. Mots. to Partially Set Aside
Consent Orders, In re Roger Mason Ralph, No. 09-23696 (Bankr. W.D. Tenn. Nov. 26, 2012), ECF
No. 284.



