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PER CURI AM

Robert Emmett Robertson, 111, seeks to appeal the tax court’s
orders determ ning deficiencies and penalties with respect to his
1981, 1982, 1984, and 1985 federal incone tax liability. W dis-
m ss the appeal for |ack of jurisdiction because Robertson’s notice
of appeal was not tinely filed.

A party nust file a notice of appeal within ninety days after
the tax court enters its decision. 26 U S. C. 8§ 7483 (1994); Fed.
R App. P. 13(a). This appeal period is jurisdictional. Spencer

Med. Assoc. v. Conm ssioner, 155 F.3d 268, 269 (4th Cr. 1998).

The tax court’s order was entered on the docket on January 25,
2001. Robertson filed atinely notion to vacate or revise the de-
cision, Tax Ct. R 162, which was deni ed by order entered March 2,
2001. Therefore, notw thstandi ng his subsequent Rule 162 noti ons,
Robertson had until My 31, 2001, to file his notice of appeal

See Okon v. Comm ssioner, 26 F.3d 1025, 1026-27 (10th G r. 1994)

(successive, post-decision tolling notions may not be tacked to-
gether to perpetuate the prescribed tine for appeal). Robertson’s
noti ce of appeal was filed on July 10, 2001.

Accordi ngly, we grant the Conm ssioner’s notion to dism ss the
appeal as untinely filed. W dispense with oral argunent because

the facts and | egal contentions are adequately presented in the na-



terials before the court and argunent woul d not aid the deci sional

process.
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