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Before: ALARCÓN, TROTT, and TASHIMA, Circuit Judges.

Robert Dale Davidson appeals from the district court’s order denying his

motion to correct the judgment pursuant to Federal Rule of Criminal Procedure 36.  
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We have jurisdiction pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1291, and we affirm.

Davidson contends that the district court erred when it denied his motion to

correct the judgment because it contained drug quantities that were not found by

the jury.  The district court did not clearly err in denying the motion.  See United

States v. Dickie, 752 F.2d 1398, 1400 (9th Cir. 1985) (per curiam) (concluding that

the clearly erroneous standard is appropriate in reviewing the grant or denial of a

Rule 36 motion); see also United States v. Kaye, 739 F.2d 488, 491 (9th Cir. 1984)

(“Rule 36 applies to clerical errors only.”). 

We grant Davidson’s motion to extend time to file his reply brief and accept

the brief as filed. 

We deny Davidson’s remaining contentions and outstanding motions.

AFFIRMED.


