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

No. 01-21259
Summary Cal endar

UNI TED STATES OF AMERI CA,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellee,
vVer sus
TVELVE FI REARMS,
Def endant ,
vVer sus
RAZA HUSAI N,

Cl ai mant - Appel | ant .

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Southern District of Texas
USDC No. H 97-CV-295

Cct ober 28, 2002
Bef ore GARWOOD, W ENER, and DENNI'S, Circuit Judges.

PER CURI AM *

Raza Husai n, federal prisoner # 79193-079, appeals the
district court’s denial of his FED. R CQv. P. 60(b) notions in
this in remcivil forfeiture action. Husain argues that the
district court erred in granting summary judgnent for the

Governnent in the forfeiture action. The nerits of the

underlying judgnent are not reviewable in an appeal fromthe

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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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denial of a FED. R CQv. P. 60(b) nmotion. 1n re Ta Chi Navigation

(Panama) Corp. S. A, 728 F.2d 699, 703 (5th Gr. 1984); Travelers

Ins. Co. v. Liljeberg Enters., Inc., 38 F.3d 1404, 1408 (5th G

1994). The district court thus did not abuse its discretion in
denyi ng postjudgnent relief as to Husain’s clains challenging the

judgnent in the forfeiture action. See Seven Elves, Inc. v.

Eskenazi, 635 F.2d 396, 402 (5th Cr. 1981).

Husain al so chall enges the district court’s denial of his
claimthat the Government did not return to himall seized
busi ness records. Follow ng an evidentiary hearing, the district
court found that the Bureau of Al cohol, Tobacco, and Firearns
returned copies of all seized docunents to Husain and that
al t hough the Governnent may have | ost the originals of sone of
the recei pt books, Husain was not prejudiced. Husain has not
denonstrated that the court abused its discretion in denying

relief on this claim See Eskenazi, 635 F.2d at 402.

Husain raises for the first tine on appeal alleged error in
his crimnal conviction, pre-sentence report, and crim nal
sentence. We will not address these clains raised for the first

time on appeal. See, e.q., Vogel v. Veneman, 276 F.3d 729, 733-

34 (5th Gir. 2002).

AFFI RVED.



