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UNI TED STATES OF AMERI CA,
Plaintiff - Appellee,

ver sus

ARNOLD MURDCQOCK,

Def endant - Appel | ant.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court for the District of
Maryl and, at Baltinore. Frederic N. Smal kin, District Judge. (CR
92-301-95)

Subm tted: January 18, 2001 Deci ded: January 24, 2001

Bef ore WDENER and M CHAEL, Circuit Judges, and HAM LTON, Seni or
Crcuit Judge.

Di sm ssed by unpublished per curiam opinion.

Arnol d Murdock, Appellant Pro Se. Joyce Kal |l am MDonal d, Assi st ant
United States Attorney, Baltinore, Maryland, for Appell ee.

Unpubl i shed opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit.
See Local Rule 36(c).



PER CURI AM

Arnol d Murdock appeal s the district court’s order denying him
an extension of tinme in which to file a notice of appeal of his
conviction and sentence.” W have reviewed the record and the dis-
trict court’s order and find no reversible error. Accordingly, we
deny Murdock’s notion for | eave to proceed in fornma pauperis, deny
his nmotion for a certificate of appealability, and dism ss on the

reasoning of the district court. United States v. Murdock, No. CR-

92-301-S (D. M. Aug. 10, 2000). We dispense with oral argunent
because the facts and | egal contentions are adequately presented in
the materials before the court and argunment would not aid the

deci si onal process.

DI SM SSED

Final judgnment was entered in Mirdock’s case in 1993.
Therefore, the district court construed Murdock’s noti ce of appeal,
filed July 31, 2000, as a notion for extension of tine to file an
appeal .



