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PER CURI AM

M chael Charles WIson appeals the district court’s order
di sm ssing wthout prejudice his conplaint filed under 42 U S. C A
8§ 1983 (West Supp. 2000), for failure to state a claimpursuant to
28 U.S.C. A 8 1915A(b) (1) (West Supp. 2000)." W have revi ewed t he
record and the district court’s opinion and find no reversible
error. Accordingly, we affirm on the reasoning of the district

court. Wlson v. Auqusta Corr. Ctr., No. CA-00-946-7 (WD. Va.

filed Dec. 20, 2000; entered Dec. 21, 2000). 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.

AFFI RVED

" Generally, dismssals without prejudice are not appeal abl e.
Dom no Sugar Corp. v. Sugar Workers Local Union 392, 10 F. 3d 1064,
1066 (4th Cir. 1993). W find, however, that the district court’s
order is a final, appeal able order because no anendnent can cure
the defect in Wlson's conplaint. 1d. at 1066-67.




