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PER CURIAM:

In these consolidated appeals, Moses Reza seeks to
appeal his conviction and sentence after pleading guilty to
conspiracy to distribute five kilograms or more of cocaine. He
also appeals the district court’s order denying an extension of
the time to appeal under Fed. R. App. P. 4(b)(4). The
Government has moved to dismiss Reza’s appeal from his
conviction and sentence as untimely. Reza’s attorney has filed

a brief pursuant to Anders v. California, 386 U.S. 738 (1967),

asserting that there are no meritorious grounds for appeal but
asking us to review the record pursuant to Anders. Reza was
notified of his right to file a pro se supplemental brief but
has not done so. We grant the Government’s motion to dismiss
Reza’s appeal from his conviction and sentence, and we affirm
the district court’s order denying an extension under Rule 4(b).
In criminal cases, the defendant must file a notice of
appeal within fourteen days after the entry of judgment. Fed.
R. App- P. 4(b)(1)(A). With or without a motion, upon a showing
of excusable neglect or good cause, the district court may grant
an extension of up to thirty days to file a notice of appeal.
Fed. R. App. P. 4(b)(4). While time periods in criminal cases
are not jurisdictional, we enforce them when the Government

raises the i1ssue. See United States v. Urutyan, 564 F.3d 679,

683-686 (4th Cir. 2009); United States v. Mitchell, 518 F.3d
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740, 744 (10th Cir. 2008). We review a district court’s denial
of an extension under Rule 4(b) for abuse of discretion. See

United States v. Breit, 754 F.2d 526, 528-29 (4th Cir. 1985).

The district court entered the amended judgment on May
24, 2010. The notice of appeal was filed on July 6, 2010. See
Fed. R. App. P. 4(d). We previously remanded this case to the
district court to determine whether Reza could show excusable
neglect or good cause warranting an extension of the appeal
period. On remand, the district court found that an extension
of the appeal period was not warranted. After reviewing the
record, we conclude that the district court did not abuse 1its
discretion in denying an extension under Rule 4(b).

In accordance with Anders, we have reviewed the entire
record and have found no meritorious 1issues Tfor appeal.
Accordingly, we grant the Government’s motion to dismiss Reza’s
appeal from his conviction and sentence, and we affirm the
district court’s order denying an extension under Rule 4(b).
This Court requires that counsel iInform his or her client, in
writing, of his or her right to petition the Supreme Court of
the United States for further review. IT the client requests
that a petition be filed, but counsel believes that such a
petition would be frivolous, then counsel may move in this Court
for leave to withdraw from representation. Counsel’s motion

must state that a copy thereof was served on the client.
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We dispense with oral argument because the facts and
legal contentions are adequately presented in the materials
before the Court and argument would not aid the decisional

process.

DISMISSED IN PART;
AFFIRMED IN PART




