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Unpubl i shed opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit.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



PER CURI AM

Stanl ey Curtis Rhodes appeals the district court’s order dis-
m ssing his 42 U . S.C A 8 1983 (West Supp. 2000) action for failure
to conply with the court’s order that he particularize and anend
his conplaint. Because the district court’s dism ssal was w thout

prejudice, it is not appeal able. Dom no Sugar Corp. v. Sugar

Wrrkers Local Union 393, 10 F.3d 1064, 1066 (4th Cr. 1993).

Accordingly, we dismss the appeal. If he chooses, Rhodes may
refile his conplaint in district court, being careful to be
sufficiently particular in the details of his claimto satisfy the
district court’s prior order. W also deny Rhodes’ notion for the

appoi nt nent of counsel. See Wisenant v. Yuam 739 F.2d 160, 163

(4th Cr. 1984).
We di spense with oral argunent because the facts and | ega
contentions are adequately addressed in the materials before the

court and argunent would not aid the decisional process.
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