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PER CURI AM

Luby Ray Norville petitions for review of the Benefits Revi ew
Board's ("the Board") deci sion and order affirm ng the ALJ' s deni al
of his clai mfor back-pay and rei nstatenent of enpl oynent under the
Longshore and Har bor Workers' Conpensation Act, 33 U.S.C. AL 88 901-
950 (West 1985 & Supp. 1997). We dism ss this petition for | ack of
jurisdiction.

Petitions for reviewof the Board's orders nust be filed w th-
I n sixty days follow ng the i ssuance of the order. See 33 U.S.C A

8§ 921(c). This period is mandatory and jurisdictional. See Adkins

v. Director, Ofice of Wrkers' Conpensation Prograns, 889 F.2d

1360, 1362-63 (4th Gr. 1989).

Here, the Board i ssued its order on August 29, 1996. Norville
thus had until October 28, 1996, to file his petition for revi ew.
Norville filed his petition on Novenber 8, 1996, el even days | ate.
Norville's failuretotinely file apetitionfor reviewdeprives us
of jurisdictionto consider his petition. Therefore, we dism ss the
petition. W dispense with oral argunent 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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