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PER CURI AM

Wal |l ace Mtchell-El appeals fromthe district court's order
denying his notion for reconsideration filed under Rule 60(b) of
the Federal Rules of Cvil Procedure. Mtchell-El sought reconsid-
eration of the district court’s sunmmary di sm ssal wthout preju-
dice of his civil rights conplaint. “[A] plaintiff may not appeal
the di sm ssal of his conplaint without prejudice unless the grounds
for dism ssal clearly indicate that no anendnment [in the conpl ai nt]

could cure the defects in the plaintiff's case.” See Dom no Sugar

Corp. v. Sugar Workers Local Union 392, 10 F.3d 1064, 1067 (4th

Cir. 1993) (internal quotation marks omtted). I n ascertaining
whet her a dism ssal without prejudice is reviewable in this court,
we nust determ ne whether Mtchell-El *“could save his action by
nerely anending his conplaint.” Id. at 1066-67. Because the
grounds for dism ssal of this action show that Mtchell-El could
save the action by filing an anmended conplaint in the district
court, the order denying reconsideration is not appealable.” Ac-
cordingly, we dismss the appeal for lack of jurisdiction. We
di spense with oral argunent because the facts and | egal contentions
are adequately presented in the nmaterials before the court and
argunment woul d not aid the decisional process.

DI SM SSED

" W note that the statute of limtations continues to run.
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