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KI ASI PONELL,
Plaintiff - Appellant,

ver sus

J. ELY, Corrections Oficer; PAGE TRUE, War-
den; YVONNE ELSW CK, Assistant Warden of
Programs; J. ARMENTROUT, Assistant Warden of
Operations; M SWNEY, ClRC/ ProgramAssi gnnment
Revi ewer; J. BENTLEY, Treatnent Program Super -
visor; RICHARD A. YOUNG Regional D rector,

Def endants - Appel | ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court for the Western Dis-
trict of Virginia, at Roanoke. James C. Turk, District Judge.
(CA-01-5-7)

Subm tted: April 27, 2001 Decided: My 7, 2001

Before LUTTIG and MOTZ, Circuit Judges, and HAM LTON, Senior Cr-
cuit Judge.

Affirmed by unpublished per curiam opinion.

Ki asi Powel |, Appellant Pro Se.

Unpubl i shed opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit.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



PER CURI AM

Kiasi Powel |l appeals the district court’s order dismssing
without prejudice his 42 U S C A 8 1983 (Wst Supp. 2000) com
plaint for failure to state a claim upon which relief can be
granted pursuant to 28 U . S.C A 8§ 1915A(b)(1) (West Supp. 2000).°
W have reviewed the record and the district court’s opinion and
find no reversible error. Accordingly, we affirmon the reasoning

of the district court. See Powell v. Ely, No. CA-01-5-7 (WD. Va.

Jan. 12, 2001). 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 deci sional 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 Powell’s conplaint. 1d. at 1066-67.




