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Dismissed by unpublished per curiam opinion.
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Unpublished opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit.



PER CURIAM:

Appellants seek to appeal the district court’s February 2017 order dismissing
without prejudice their civil complaint against Defendants after Appellants failed to
comply with the district court’s previous order directing that the complaint be
supplemented. However, Appellants previously appealed the district court’s dismissal
order to this court, and we dismissed that appeal. See Robinson v. Chesapeake Bank of
Md., 691 F. App’x 782 (4th Cir. 2017) (No. 17-1217). Because we have previously
dismissed an appeal of this order, and since Appellants’ notice of appeal was filed
beyond the 30-day appeal period, see Fed. R. App. P. 4(a)(1)(A) (providing that in civil
cases in which the United States is a not party, parties are accorded 30 days after the
entry of the district court’s final judgment or order to note an appeal), we dismiss this
appeal as duplicative and untimely.” We dispense with oral argument because the facts
and legal contentions are adequately presented in the materials before this court and
argument would not aid in the decisional process.

DISMISSED

“ To the extent that the notice of appeal could be construed as attempting to
challenge the district court’s February 21, 2017, return pleading order, the notice of
appeal is untimely as to this order as well.



