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PER CURIAM:

Bonnie Huyot-Renoir appeals from certain orders entered by
the district court. This matter is before the court on its sua
sponte motion for summary disposition. See ___Utah R. App. P.
10(e). We affirm.

The district court entered its order granting summary
judgment on February 15, 2007 (the summary judgment order).
Huyot-Renoir subsequently filed a Motion to Reconsider Summary
Judgment on March 7, 2007. On March 29, Huyot-Renoir also filed
a motion for enlargement of time to file her notice of appeal.
On April 9, the district court denied each postjudgment motion on
the basis that the Utah Supreme Court "absolutely reject[ed]" the
practice of filing motions to reconsider. Gillett v. Price , 2006
UT 24,91, 235 P.3d 861. Huyot-Renoir filed a notice of appeal on
May 3, 2007.

A notice of appeal must be filed "with the clerk of the
trial court within 30 days after the date of entry of the



judgment or order appealed from." Utah R. App. P. 4(a). If an
appeal is not timely filed, this court lacks jurisdiction to hear
the appeal and must dismiss. See Serrato v. Utah Transit Auth.

2000 UT App 299,97, 13 P.3d 616. Thus, to the extent Huyot-
Renoir appeals from the summary judgment order, her notice of
appeal was not timely.

Moreover, the Utah Supreme Court not only "absolutely
reject[ed] the practice of filing postjudgment motions to
reconsider,” Gillett , 2006 UT 24 at 11, but specifically warned
that "future filings of postjudgment motions to reconsider will
not toll the time for appeal.” Id. __ Thus, Huyot-Renoir's
postjudgment motion to reconsider did not extend the period for
filing a notice of appeal, see id. , and she has made no showing
that the district court erred when it denied the motion to
reconsider. We also hold that Huyot-Renoir's motion to extend
the time for filing the notice of appeal was correctly denied by
the district court for the same reason. See _ Utah R. App. P. 4(e)
(extension of time requires showing of "excusable neglect or good
cause").

Accordingly, to the extent Huyot-Renoir appeals the summary
judgment order, the appeal is dismissed. To the extent Huyot-
Renoir appeals the district court's postjudgment rulings, we
affirm.
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