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

No. 99-50184
Summary Cal endar

BANK ONE TEXAS N. A,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellee,
VERSUS

ETSE | NCORPORATED; ELY EYAL;
SHARON EYAL; TALY EYAL,

Def endant s- Appel | ant s.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Western District of Texas
(MO 98- CV-57)

January 21, 2000

Before DAVIS, EMLIO M GARZA and DENNI'S, Circuit Judges
PER CURI AM *

On Novenber 4, 1998, the district court entered a final noney
j udgnent against Appellants on their contract of guaranty wth
Appel | ee, Bank One. Appellants did not file a post-judgnent notion
to alter or amend this final judgnment wthin ten days, in
accordance with Fed. R Cv. P. 59(e); neither did Appellants file
a notice of appeal wthin thirty days, as required by Fed. R App.
P. 4(a). I nstead Appellants filed a notion to “determne the
commerci al reasonability” of a prejudgnent sale of collateral nore

than 60 days after the district court entered judgnent. Thi s

"Pursuant to 5TH QR 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this opinion should not be published and is not precedent except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 5THQR R 47.5. 4.



nmoti on, however, did not plead or attenpt to establish any of the
| egal bases authorizing either an extension of tineto file avalid
noti ce of appeal, in accordance with Fed. R App. P. 4(a)(B), or
relief froma judgnent, under the provisions of Fed. R Cv. P.
60(b) .

Consequently, the district court correctly concluded that it
had no jurisdiction to grant relief on Appellants’ post-judgnent
noti on under these circunstances.

The judgnent of the district court is therefore

AFFI RMED.



