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PER CURI AM
Mary V. Meckel appeals fromthe final order entered in the District

Court?! for the Eastern District of Arkansas denying her Fed. R Cv. P.
60(b)(2) notion for relief fromjudgnent. The

The Honorable Janes Maxwel|l Mdody, United States District
Judge for the Eastern District of Arkansas.



district court found that Meckel's proffered expert testinony did not
constitute newy discovered evidence which could not have been tinely
di scovered by due diligence. W conclude that the district court did not
abuse its discretion in denying the notion. See Mtchell v. Shalala, 48
F.3d 1039, 1041 (8th Cir. 1995) (standard of review, novant nust show due
di ligence, anpbng other things). Accordingly, we affirm
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