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Brenda Lisa Barlow appeals pro se from the district court’s order denying

her motion to vacate her criminal judgment and her motion for reconsideration of

that order. We have jurisdiction under 28 U.S.C. 1291, and we affirm.

*

This disposition is not appropriate for publication and is not precedent
except as provided by Ninth Circuit Rule 36-3.

" The panel unanimously concludes this case is suitable for decision
without oral argument. See Fed. R. App. P. 34(a)(2).



Barlow contends the district court erred in determining that she could not
rely on Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 60 to vacate her criminal judgment for
conspiracy to commit tampering with an official proceeding, in violation of 18
U.S.C. § 1512(k). There was no error because the court properly concluded that
Rule 60 applies only to civil actions. See Fed. R. Civ. P. 1 (“These rules govern the
procedure in all civil actions and proceedings[.]”). Moreover, the court did not
abuse its discretion in denying Barlow’s motion for reconsideration. See Sch. Dist.
No. 1Jv. ACandsS, Inc., 5 F.3d 1255, 1262-63 (9th Cir. 1993) (stating standard of
review and circumstances when reconsideration is appropriate).

AFFIRMED.
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