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OPINION
PER CURIAM:

Keith Alan Coote entered a"straight up" guilty pleato conspiracy

to possess with intent to distribute heroin within one thousand feet of
aplayground in violation of 21 U.S.C. § 846 (1994). The court
entered judgment against Coote on June 26, 1998. A letter by Coote,
which was construed as notice of appeal, was filed on February 3,
1999. Because Coote's notice of appeal is untimely, we dismissthis
appeal for lack of jurisdiction.

The Government has filed a motion to dismiss Coote's criminal
appeal as untimely. The time periods for filing notices of appeal are
governed by Fed. R. App. P. 4. These periods are"mandatory and
jurisdictional." United States v. Raynor, 939 F.2d 191, 197 (4th Cir.
1991). Defendants in criminal prosecutions have ten days within
which to filein the district court notices of appeal from judgments or
final orders. See Fed. R. App. P. 4(b). The only exceptionsto the
appeal period are when the district court extends the time to appeal
"[u]pon a showing of excusable neglect.” |d.

The district court entered judgment against Coote on June 26,

1998; Coote's "notice of appeal” was filed on February 3, 1999.
Coote's failure to note atimely appeal or obtain an extension of the
appeal period leaves this Court without jurisdiction to consider the
merits of his appeal. Accordingly, we grant the Government's motion
to dismiss and dismiss this appeal for lack of jurisdiction. We dis-
pense with oral argument because the facts and legal contentions are
adequately presented in the materials before the court, and oral argu-
ment would not aid the decisional process.

DISMISSED



