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Di sm ssed by unpublished per curiam opinion.

Kevin L. Choice, Appellant Pro Se.

Unpubl i shed opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit.
See Local Rule 36(c).



PER CURI AM

Kevin L. Choice appeals the district court's order di sm ssing
Wi thout prejudice his 42 U S C A 8 1983 (Wst Supp. 2000) com
plaint and order denying his notion to reconsider. The court
di sm ssed Choice’s conplaint based on his failure to exhaust his
state and admi ni strative renedi es. Because Choice may proceed with
this action by first exhausting his renedies and thereafter
anendi ng his conplaint to provide the exhaustion information re-
quested by the court, his appeal is interlocutory and not subject

to appell ate review. See Dom no Sugar Corp. v. Sugar Wrkers Local

Uni on 392, 10 F.3d 1064, 1066-67 (4th Cr. 1993). Accordingly, we
di sm ss the appeal for |ack of jurisdiction. W dispense with oral
argunent because the facts and | egal contentions are adequately
presented in the materials before the court and argunment woul d not
aid the decisional process.
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