UNI TED STATES COURT OF APPEALS
FOR THE FI FTH Cl RCU T

No. 99-10890
Summary Cal endar

LOU S M DYLL; JOYCE DYLL; EDWARD JAMES DYLL;
M CHAEL ANDREW DYLL; KATHERI NE ROCSE DYLL,

Pl ai ntiffs-Appellees,
VERSUS
PAUL W ADAMS; ET AL.,
Def endant s,
PAUL W ADAMS,
Def endant - Appel | ant.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Northern District of Texas

(3: 92- CV- 698)

February 2, 2000
Bef ore H G3 NBOTHAM DeMOSS, and STEWART, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

In May 1999, Paul W Adans ("Adans") filed a notion under Rul e
60(b)(6) inthe district court seeking to vacate a judgnent entered
in favor of Louis M Dyll, et al. ("plaintiffs") by the district
court in July 1997 agai nst Adans and two ot her defendants. The two
ot her defendants appeal ed such judgnent but Adans did not appeal.

On appeal, this Court reversed and vacated the award of actual

"Pursuant to 5TH QR R 47.5, the Court has determ ned that
this opinion should not be published and is not precedent except
under the limted circunstances set forth in 5THQR R 47.5. 4.



damages and punitive damages in favor of the plaintiffs. The
district court denied Adans’ notion for relief under Rul e 60(b)(6)
and Adans appeal ed.

We have carefully reviewed the briefs, the reply brief, the
corrected record excerpts and relevant portions of the record
itself. For the reasons stated by the district court in its
Menor andum Opi ni on and Order filed under date of June 30, 1999, we
are unable to conclude that the district court abused its
di scretion in denying Adans’ notion. Accordingly, the Order of the

district court is AFFl RVED



