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

No. 97-60663
Conf er ence Cal endar

UNI TED STATES OF AMERI CA,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellee,
ver sus

REAL PROPERTY AND RESI DENCE AT 1118 WOODLEA STREET,
ETC., YAZOO CITY, M SSI SSI PPI, | NCLUDI NG BUT NOT
LIMTED TGO ALL | MPROVEMENTS, STRUCTURES, BUI LDl NGS,
FI XTURES, FURN SHI NGS, GOCDS, WARES, APPLI ANCES,
JEVELRY, GOLD, SILVER ARTI FACTS, | MPLEMENTS,

MACHI NERY, EQUI PMENT AND PROPERTY OF EVERY
DESCRI PTI ON;  APPURTENANCES SI TUATED THEREON

AND ALL CONTENTS THEREI N,

Def endant ,
EDWARD HANSERD

Cl ai mant - Appel | ant .

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Southern District of M ssissipp
USDC No. 5:90-CVv-22 B

June 17, 1998
Before DAVIS, PARKER, and DENNIS, Crcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM ~

Edward Hanserd (#14178-039), a federal prisoner, appeals the

district court’s order denying his notion to vacate or set aside

" Pursuant to 5THOR R 47.5, the court has determ ned that
this opi nion should not be published and is not precedent except
under the limted circunstances set forth in 5THCQR R 47.5. 4.
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its default judgnent of forfeiture under Rules 55(c) and 60(b)(4)
of the Federal Rules of G vil Procedure. Hanserd contends that
he was the true owner of the forfeited property and that he was
never notified of the pendency of the forfeiture proceedings.
This court reviews “a district court’s refusal to set aside an
entry of default under Fed. R Civ. P. 55(c) or to set aside a
default judgnent under Fed. R Cv. P. 60(b) under an abuse of

di scretion standard.” CJC Holdings, Inc. v. Wight & Lato, Inc.,

979 F.2d 60, 63 (5th Gr. 1992). There is no basis for

concl udi ng that the Governnent knew that the address to which
notice was nmailed was not likely to result in Hanserd receiving
actual notice of the forfeiture. No abuse of discretion has been
shown. The district court’s order is

AFFI RVED.



