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Before BOWMAN, FAGG, and HANSEN, Circuit Judges.

PER CURIAM.

Ronald Jones-Bey appealsfollowing thedistrict court’ sdismissal of hisaction
brought under 42 U.S.C. 88 1983 and 1985. We dismiss the appeal for lack of
jurisdiction. See Kreinv. Norris, 250 F.3d 1184, 1187 (8th Cir. 2001) (jurisdiction
will beraised suaspontewhenthereisindicationitislacking, evenif partiesconcede
Issue).




The district court granted Jones-Bey an extension of time to file a notice of
appeal inthiscase, but thereisno indication that hefiled thenotice. Further, because
Jones-Bey’ smotion for an extension of timeto appeal wasfiled morethan thirty days
following entry of judgment, hewasrequired to give defendants notice of hismotion.
See Fed. R. App. P. 4(a)(5)(B). Because he did not do so, the district court lacked
authority to grant the extension. See Bartunek v. Bubak, 941 F.2d 726, 728 (8th Cir.
1991) (after initial 30-day appeal period expired, district court was without
jurisdiction to act on ex parte motion to extend time; thus, its order granting motion
wasvoid). Jones-Bey’'sMay 2000 premature “Notice of Intent to Appeal” theinitial
dismissal of two defendants, which the district court treated as a motion for
reconsi deration, does not provide abasisfor saving any portion of the instant appeal .

Accordingly, the appeal is dismissed.
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