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IN THE UNITED STATESDISTRICT COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF ARIZONA
United States of America, No. CV13-08199-PCT-DGC (JFM)
CR10-08036-PCT-DGC
Plaintiff/Respondent,
ORDER
V.

Richard Larry Self,
Defendant/Movan

Defendant Richard Larry Self has @ilea motion under Federal Rule of Civ
Procedure 60(b)(6). The motion raises masyes presented before, including attac
on the warrants in this case and altegss of prosecutorial misconduct an
vindictiveness. The Court views this assecond and successi§€255 motion over
which it lacks jurisdiction.

Even if the Court were toconsider the motion on the nis, it would be denied. A

motion under Rule 60(b)(6) “must be madéhin a reasonable time.” Fed.R.Civ.R.

60(c)(1). Defendant was convidt@and sentenced more thawefiyears ago. The issue
he raises were apparent at the time. he not brought this mion within a reasonable
time.

In addition, Rule 60(b)(6) motions areeds"sparingly as an equitable remedy
prevent manifest injustice.”United States v. Alpine Land & Reservoir Co., 984 F.2d
1047, 1049 (9th Cir. 993). To receive relief under thale, a party must demonstrat
“extraordinary circumstances which preventedendered him unable to prosecute [h
case].” Cmty. Dental Servs. v. Tani, 282 F.3d 11641168 (9th Cir. 2002), as amended g
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denial of reh’g and reh’g ebanc (Apr. 24, 2002) (citiniylartella v. Marine Cooks &
Sewards Union, 448 F.2d 729, 730 (9th IC1971) (per curiam))Defendant hanot done
so.

IT 1SORDERED that Defendant’s ntan (Doc. 42) idenied.

Dated this 28th day of December, 2016.

Nalb Conttt

David G. Campbell
United States District Judge




