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PER CURI AM *

Mary Lou Kirschbaum appeals the dismssal, for failure to
prosecute, of her enploynent discrimnation claim However, she
contends only that the district court abused its discretion by
denying her FeED. R CQv. P. 60(b) nmotion for reinstatenent (filed

nmore than 10 days after entry of the order of dismssal).

Pursuant to Local Rule 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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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 Local Rule
47.5. 4.



Kirschbaum filed a tinely notice of appeal fromthe order of
dismssal, but did not file a notice of appeal from the order
denyi ng her 60(b) notion. Accordingly, we lack jurisdiction to

consi der the denial of that notion. See, e.g., Wllians v. Chater,

_F.3d __, __, 1996 W 361223 (5th Cir. 1996). Although the
appeal from the order of dismssal is properly before us,
Ki r schbaum has not presented a basis for reversal. Id.

Therefore, the judgnent is

AFFI RVED.



