IN THE UNI TED STATES COURT OF APPEALS
FOR THE FI FTH Cl RCU T

No. 00-51186
Conf er ence Cal endar

FRANCES W LEY,

Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
ver sus
SBC COMMUNI CATI ONS, | NC., doi ng business
as Sout hwestern Bell; SOUTHWESTERN BELL PUBLI C
COVMUNI CATI ONS, doi ng busi ness as Sout hwestern
Bel | ; SOUTHWESTERN BELL CORPORATI ON,

Def endant s- Appel | ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Western District of Texas
USDC No. SA-99-CV-996

 June 14, 2001

Bef ore WENER, DeMOSS, and DENNIS, G rcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Frances Wley, pro se, appeals the district court's sunmary-
j udgnent dism ssal of her conplaint and the district court's
denial of her notion for perm ssion to appeal the sunmary-
j udgnent, construed as a notion to reopen the tinme to file an
appeal pursuant to Fed. R App. P. 4(a)(6). Wley filed her

noti ce of appeal nore than 30 days after the judgnent, and

therefore the notice of appeal is untinely. See Fed. R App. P

Pursuant to 5THCGR R 47.5, the court has determ ned
that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent
except under the limted circunstances set forth in 5TH QR
R 47.5. 4.
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4(a)(1)(A). Rule 4(a)(6) provides that a notion to reopen the
tinme to appeal nust be filed within 180 days after the judgnent
or order is entered or within seven days after the noving party
recei ves notice of the entry, whichever is earlier. The
appel I ant acknow edges that she received notice of the July 3,
2000, judgnent on Septenber 8, 2000, but she did not file her
nmotion until Cctober 25, 2000. Because Wley did not file her
nmotion to reopen the tinme to appeal within seven days after she
| earned of the judgnent dism ssing her conplaint, her notion to

reopen was untinely. See WIlkens v. Johnson, 238 F.3d 328, 335-

36 (5th Gr. 2001). Under these circunstances, the district
court did not abuse its discretion in denying the notion to
reopen the tine to appeal. See In re Jones, 970 F.2d 36, 39 (5th
CGr. 1992).

The appeal fromthe district court's summary judgnent is
DI SM SSED. The district court's denial of appellant's notion to
reopen the tine to appeal is AFFIRVED. All outstandi ng notions
are DENI ED.



