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PER CURI AM

In No. 04-1164, Syed H. Zaidi seeks to appeal fromthe
district court’s orders of Novenber 7, 2003, Decenber 15, 2003, and
Decenber 31, 2003, denying relief and reconsideration on Zaidi’s
civil action against Mark Thomas Crossland, P.C., and Gordon P
Peyton, Esq. 1In No. 04-1219, Peyton cross-appeal s, challenging the
district court’s order of Novenber 7, 2003, as clarified by its
order of Decenber 15, 2003, insofar as the district court denied
Peyton’s Fed. R Cv. P. 11 notion for sanctions. Additionally,
Peyton asserts Zaidi’'s appeal is frivolous, and noves for this
Court to inpose damages and costs on Zaidi under Fed. R App. P
38.

In No. 04-1164, we di spose of Zaidi’s appeal as foll ows.
As to Zaidi’s appeal fromthe district court’s orders of Novenber
7, 2003, and Decenber 15, 2003, we dismss Zaidi’'s appeal as
untimely. 1In a civil case against a non-federal party, litigants
are accorded thirty days after the district court’s entry of a
final judgnent or order to note an appeal, Fed. R App. P. 4(a)(1),
unl ess the district court extends the appeal period, Fed. R App.
P. 4(a)(5), or reopens the appeal period. Fed. R App. P. 4(a)(6).

The appeal period is mandatory and jurisdictional. Browder v.

Director, Dep’t of Corr., 434 U. S. 257, 267 (1978) (quoting United

States v. Robinson, 361 U. S. 220, 229 (1960)). Expiration of the

time limts deprives the court of jurisdiction over the case
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Hensley v. Chesapeake & O Ry. Co., 651 F.2d 226, 228 (4th Cr.

1981). Zaidi’s January 30, 2004, notice of appeal is untinely as
to the district court’s orders of Novenmber 7, 2003, and Decenber
15, 2003. Accordingly, we dism ss Zaidi’s appeal fromthese orders
as untinely. As to Zaidi’'s appeal fromthe district court’s order
of Decenber 31, 2003, denying reconsi deration, we have revi ewed t he
record and find no reversible error, and we therefore affirmthe

district court’s order. See Zaidi v. Crossland, No. CA-03-1186-A

(E.D. Va. Dec. 31, 2003).

In No. 04-1219, we dispose of Peyton's cross-appeal and
notion as follows. As to Peyton's cross-appeal fromthe district
court’s order of Novenber 7, 2003, as clarified by its order of
Decenber 15, 2003, we dism ss Peyton’s cross-appeal as untinely.
| nsof ar as Zaidi’s January 30, 2004, notice of appeal is untinely
as to the district court’s orders of Novenmber 7, 2003, and Decenber
15, 2003, Peyton’s February 13, 2004, notice of appeal, though
filed within fourteen days of Zaidi’s January 30, 2004, notice of
appeal, is also untinely as to the district court’s orders of
Novenber 7, 2003, and Decenber 15, 2003. Fed. R App. P. 4(a)(3).
We deny Peyton’s notion for this Court to i npose danmages and costs

on Zaidi under Fed. R App. P. 38.



We dispense with oral argunment because the facts and
| egal contentions are adequately presented in the materials before

the court and argunment woul d not aid the decisional process.

No. 04-1164: DI SM SSED | N PART; AFFIRMED | N PART

No. 04-1219: DI SM SSED



