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ver sus

GENERAL LONGSHOREMEN S WORKERS | NTERNATI ONAL L ONGSHOREMANS
ASSCClI ATI ON, LOCAL NO. 3000; JAMES CAWVPBELL; GREGORY LEE;
MARK ELLI'S; RALPH WALKER; JOHN BOWERS; | NTERNATI ONAL
LONGSHOREMEN S ASSOCI ATI QN, SOUTHERN DI STRI CT; BENNY HOLLAND;
| NTERNATI ONAL LONGSHOREMEN S ASSOCI ATI ON, AFL-Cl G,

Def endant s- Appel | ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Eastern District of Louisiana
USDC No. 01-CV-3683-R

Bef ore JONES, BENAVI DES and CLEMENT, G rcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Ray Worthy appeals the district court’s denial of his
FED. R. Cv. P. 4(a)(5) notion to extend his tine for appeal.
Because Worthy filed his notion to extend tine for appeal wthin
the thirty days after the expiration of the tinme for appeal,
the district court could grant the notion only upon a finding

of excusabl e neglect. See Latham v. WIlls Fargo Bank, N A,

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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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987 F.2d 1199, 1202 (5th Cr. 1993). Because FED. R Arp. P. 26
unanbi guously provides for the exclusion of |legal holidays
in the conputation of tinme only when the period is less than
el even days, the district court did not abuse its discretion
infinding that Wrthy had failed to denonstrate excusabl e negl ect.

See M dwest Enployers Cas. Co. v. Wllians, 161 F. 3d 877, 882 (5th

Cr. 1998); Latham 987 F.2d at 1202.

Wrthy al so appeals the district court’s denial of his
motion to review the clerk’s assessnent of costs against him
Wort hy has not shown that the district court abused its discretion
in finding that there was no reason to reduce the award of $75.00

i n summons and subpoena fees, $727.65 in copying fees, and $39. 22

in postage fees. See G bbs v. Gbbs, 210 F.3d 491, 500 (5th Cr
2000) . By failing to contest the clerk’s award of $1,346.50 in
court reporter fees, Wrthy has wai ved any chal |l enge to that award.

See Yohey v. Collins, 985 F.2d 222, 224-25 (5th Gr. 1993).

Wort hy argues on appeal that the district court erred in
granting the defendants’ sunmary j udgnent notion and di sm ssing his
claim Because Wrthy failed to file a tinely notice of appea
fromthat judgnment, we lack jurisdiction to consider the nerits of

hi s argunent. See Dison v. Wiitley, 20 F.3d 185, 186 (5th Cr.

1994) .

AFFI RVED.



