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CHARLES CARD,
Plaintiff - Appellant,

ver sus

DI STRICT OF COLUMBI A DEPARTMENT OF CORREC
TIONS; ODIE WASHI NGTON, Director, DC Depart-
ment of Corrections; HULON L. WLLIS, Contract
Monitor for DC Departnent of Corrections;
COVMONVEALTH OF VIRG NIA; RONALD ANGELONE,
Director for Departnent of Corrections, Vir-
ginia; RUFUS FLEM NG EDD E PEARSQON, Chi ef
Warden, Virginia Departnment of Corrections;
DAVI D B. EVERETT, Assistant Warden, Virginia
Departnent of Corrections; JAM LLA F. BURNEY;
HOUSTON SHI FLETT, Segregation Unit Manager,
Virginia Departnment of Corrections; |VAN T.
G LMORE, Major, Virginia Departnent of Correc-
tions; KENNETH TURNER, Lieutenant, Virginia
Department of Corrections; SERGEANT BULLOCK,
Virginia Departnment of Corrections; LARRY
WYCHE, Ser geant , Virginia Departnment of
Corrections; MARVIN TRI SVAN, Sergeant, Vir-
ginia Departnment of Corrections; R ARFT,
Sergeant, Virginia Departnent of Corrections;
M BROW, Sergeant, Virginia Departnent of
Corrections; W SKINNER, Sergeant, Virginia
Department of Corrections; CORRECTI ONAL OFFI -
CER HAVEES, Virgini a Departnent of Corrections;
C. SCOIT, Correctional Oficer, Virginia
Department of Corrections; ELLESWORTH C.
MURRAY, Institutional Investigator, Virginia
Departnent of Corrections; J. K VAUGHAN, SR,
Disciplinary Hearing Oficer, Virginia Depart



ment of Corrections; ANTHONY WLLIAMS, WMyor
of District of Colunmbia, MARGARET MOORE,
Fornmer Director, DC Departnent O Corrections;
CALVIN EDWARDS; ADRI ENNE POTEAT, Tenporary
Acting Director, DC Departnent of Corrections,

Def endants - Appel | ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court for the Eastern Dis-
trict of Virginia, at Norfolk. Jeronme B. Friedman, D strict Judge.
(CA-00-631-2)

Submtted: March 8, 2001 Deci ded: March 16, 2001

Before MOTZ, TRAXLER, and KING Circuit Judges.

Di sm ssed by unpublished per curiam opinion.

Charl es Card, Appellant Pro Se.

Unpubl i shed opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit.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



PER CURI AM

Charles Card appeals froma district court order dismssing
W thout prejudice his conplaint alleging civil rights violations
under 42 U.S.C A 8§ 1983 (West 1994 & Supp. 2000). The court dis-
m ssed Card’ s conpl aint because he failed to pay his filing fee as
directed or properly certify that he could not pay such a fee.
Because Card may proceed with this action in the district court by
amendi ng his conplaint to provide the information requested by the
court, his appeal is interlocutory and not subject to appellate

review. See Domi no Sugar Corp. Vv. Sugar Workers Local Union 392,

10 F.3d 1064, 1066-67 (4th Cir. 1993).

Accordingly, we dismss the appeal for lack of jurisdiction.
We di spense with oral argunent because the facts and | egal conten-
tions are adequately presented in the materials before the court

and argunent would not aid the decisional process.
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