UNPUBL | SHED

UNI TED STATES COURT OF APPEALS
FOR THE FOURTH CI RCU T

No. 97-2029

JAVES H W LLI AVS,
Plaintiff - Appellant,
ver sus

BERKELEY COUNTY; JAMES H. RXZI ER, JR., super-

visor and individual; ROBERT W METTS, tax

col l ector and i ndi vi dual ; CAROLYN M UMPHLETT,

treasurer and individual; JOHN DOCES; JANE

DCES,

Def endants - Appel | ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court for the District of
South Carolina, at Charleston. Patrick Mchael Duffy, District
Judge. (CA-96-2336-2-23)

Submi tted: January 27, 1998 Deci ded: February 18, 1998

Bef ore MURNAGHAN and HAM LTON, Circuit Judges, and BUTZNER, Seni or
Circuit Judge.

Di sm ssed by unpubl i shed per curiam opinion.

James H. Wl lians, Appellant Pro Se. Eugene Patrick Corrigan, |11,
GRI MBALL & CABANI SS, Charleston, South Carolina, for Appellees.

Unpubl i shed opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit.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



PER CURI AM

Appellant filed an untinely notice of appeal. W dism ss for
| ack of jurisdiction. The tinme periods for filing notices of appeal
are governed by Fed. R App. P. 4. These peri ods are "nmandat ory 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)). Parties to civil actions have thirty days within
which to file in the district court notices of appeal fromjudg-
ments or final orders. Fed. R App. P. 4(a)(1). The only exceptions
to the appeal period are when the district court extends the tine
to appeal under Fed. R App. P. 4(a)(5) or reopens the appea
period under Fed. R App. P. 4(a)(6).

The district court entered its order on May 2, 1997; Appell ant
did not file a notice of appeal within the thirty-day appeal
period. Appellant's failure to note a tinely appeal or obtain an
ext ensi on of the appeal period | eaves this court w thout jurisdic-
tion to consider the nerits of Appellant's appeal. W therefore
dism ss the appeal. W dispense with oral argunent because the
facts and | egal contentions are adequately presented in the na-
terials before the court and argunent woul d not aid the deci sional

Process.

DI SM SSED



