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

No. 99-60418
Summary Cal endar

LARRY ERVI N TAYLOR,

Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
ver sus
JACK TUCKER;, PERRY HERRON

Def endant s- Appel | ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Northern District of M ssissipp
USDC No. 2:97-CV-200-B

January 24, 2000
Before JOLLY, JONES, and BENAVIDES. Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Larry Ervin Taylor appeals fromthe denial of his notion for
relief fromfinal judgnent, filed pursuant to FED. R Cv. P.
60(b), following the dism ssal with prejudice of Taylor’s
lawsuit, filed pursuant to 42 U.S.C. § 1983, for failure to state
a case. This court reviews the district court’s denial of a Rule
60(b) notion under a deferential abuse-of-discretion standard.

See Seven Elves, Inc. v. Eskenazi, 635 F.2d 396, 402 (5th Cr.

1981) .

Pursuant to 5THCGR 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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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 5TH QR
R 47.5. 4.
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Tayl or based his Rule 60(b) notion on his conclusory
all egations that the defendants, Charleston Police Chief Jerry
Wayne Wl lians, and Taylor’s defense attorneys conspired together
to steal his property and manufacture crimnal charges agai nst
him Such allegations are insufficient to warrant relief. See

Lynch v. Cannatella, 810 F.2d 1363, 1369-70 (5th Gr. 1987)(bald

al l egations regarding the existence of a conspiracy are
insufficient to raise a 8 1983 claim. Furthernore, to the
extent that Taylor argues that the crimnal charge for which he
was convicted was invalid, such argunents woul d be prohibited

under the Suprenme Court’s holding in Heck v. Hunphrey, 512 U S

477, 487-88 (1994). Accordingly, the district court did not
abuse its discretion in denying the Rule 60(b) notion.

AFFI RVED.



