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ARTHUR B. BOYD, JR ,

Plaintiff - Appellant,

ver sus

UNI VERSI TY OF MARYLAND MEDI CAL SYSTEM CORPORA-
TION, d/b/a R Adans Cowl ey Shock Traunma Cen-
ter; JCEL LEE;, THE BALTI MORE SUN COVPANY,
d/b/a “The Sun” Newspaper; DOUG.AS Bl RCH, THE
WASHI NGTON POST COVPANY, d/ b/a The Washi ngton
Post; BRI AN MOOAR, JOURNAL NEWSPAPERS, | NCOR-
PORATED, d/b/a Prince George’s Journal; JOHN
DOE; AMERI CAN NMEDI A, | NCORPCRATED, d/bl/a
Nat i onal Enquirer, |ncorporated,

Def endants - Appel | ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court for the District of
Maryl and, at Baltinore. Wlliam M N ckerson, District Judge.
( CA- 96- 3105- WWN)

Subm tted: July 30, 1998 Deci ded: August 25, 1998

Bef ore WDENER, LUTTIG and WLLIAMS, Circuit Judges.

Di sm ssed by unpubl i shed per curiam opinion.
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Unpubl i shed opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit.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 dismss for
| ack of jurisdiction. The tinme periods for filing notices 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. Robinson, 361 U S

220, 229 (1960)). Parties to civil actions have thirty days within
which to file in the district court notices of appeal from judg-
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 appeal
period under Fed. R App. P. 4(a)(6).

The district court entered its order on Jan. 16, 1998;
Appel l ant’ s notice of appeal was filed on March 12, 1998, which is
beyond the thirty-day appeal period. Appellant’s failure to note a
tinmely appeal or obtain an extension of the appeal period |eaves
this court without jurisdiction to consider the nerits of Appel-
| ant’ s appeal. W therefore dismiss the appeal.” W dispense with

oral argunent because the facts and | egal contentions are adequat e-

This appeal was interlocutory when filed. The case was
closed in the district court on May 18, 1998.



ly presented in the materials before the court and argunent woul d

not aid the decisional process.
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