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PER CURI AM

John Maurice McNeil filed an untinely notice of appeal of the
district court’s order denying his notion to anend the Presentence
| nvestigation Report entered in 1994 as part of his crimnal case.
We dismss for lack of jurisdiction. The tinme periods for filing
noti ces of appeal are governed by Fed. R App. P. 4. These periods

are “mandatory and jurisdictional.” Browder v. Director, Dep't of

Corrections, 434 U S. 257, 264 (1978) (quoting United States v.

Robi nson, 361 U. S. 220, 229 (1960)).

The district court entered its order on July 30, 1998; Ap-
pellant's notice of appeal was filed on Novenber 24, 1998. Rule
4(b) (1) (A) (i) of the Federal Rul es of Appellate Procedure requires
that a notice of appeal be filed wthin ten days of the order being
appeal ed. The district court may, with or without notion, extend
the time for filing a notice of appeal for thirty additional days
upon a show ng of excusable neglect or good cause. The district
court may not otherwi se extend the tinme for filing a notice of

appeal . See Ali v. Lyles, 769 F.2d 204, 205 (4th Gr. 1985);

United States v. Reyes, 759 F.2d 351, 353 (4th G r. 1985). Appel-

lant's failure to note a tinely appeal or obtain an extension of
the appeal period |leaves this court without jurisdiction to con-
sider the nmerits of Appellant’s appeal. W therefore dismss the

appeal . We dispense with oral argunment because the facts and | egal



contentions are adequately presented in the materials before the

court and argunent would not aid the decisional process.
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