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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

RANDOLPH S. KOCH
Plaintiff,

V. Civil Action No. 12-030{PLF)
MARY L. SCHAPIRQ

Chair, Securities and Exchange
Commissiongtal.,

N e N N N N N N N N N

Defendants.

MEMORANDUM OPINION AND ORDER

The court of appealemandedhis case for the Court tdetermine whether,
based on appellant’s response to the order to show cause and the attachments thevgte, the
of appeal was in fact timely filed.” He Court concludes that it was.

Plaintiff is proceedingro sein this matter. Hs response to the order to show
cause and its attachmestsficiently demonstrate that plaintiff's notice of appeal was timely
filed on August 11, 2014lt was hanedelivered to the courthouse that day after the Clerk’s
Office had closedPlaintiff’'s courier, howeverapparently neglected to tins¢amp the notice of
appeal. Because the notice of appeal was filed-lafters, the lack of a timstamp caused the
District Court’s Clerk’s Office to enter the notice of appeal on August 12, 20isltherefore
hereby

ORDEREDthat plaintiff's notice of appeal be considered timely filadglit is

Dockets.Justia.com


http://dockets.justia.com/docket/district-of-columbia/dcdce/1:2012cv00301/152873/
http://docs.justia.com/cases/federal/district-courts/district-of-columbia/dcdce/1:2012cv00301/152873/33/
http://dockets.justia.com/

FURTHER ORDERED thate Clerk otthis Court is directed to transmit to the
court of appeals a copy of this order.

SO ORDERED.

/sl
PAUL L. FRIEDMAN
DATE: January 30, 2015 United States District Judge




