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Before LUTTIG and SHEDD, Circuit Judges.”

D sm ssed by unpublished per curiam opinion.

Ronni e Vaughan, Appellant Pro Se.

" The opinionis filed by a quorumof the panel pursuant to 28
U S . C § 46(d) (2000).



Unpubl i shed opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit.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

PER CURI AM

Ronni e Vaughan, a Virginia inmate, appeals the district
court’s order dismssing without prejudice his 42 U S. C § 1983
(2000) conplaint. W dismss the appeal for lack of jurisdiction
because the order is not appeal able. This court may exercise
jurisdiction only over final orders, 28 U S.C § 1291 (2000), and
certain interlocutory and collateral orders, 28 US. C § 1292

(2000); Fed. R Gv. P. 54(b); Cohen v. Beneficial Indus. Loan

Corp., 337 U S. 541 (1949). The order appealed fromis neither a
final order nor an appealable interlocutory or collateral order
because Vaughan may proceed by sinply amending his conplaint to
provi de proof that he has exhausted his adm nistrative renedies.

See Domi no Sugar Corp. v. Sugar Wrkers Local Union 392, 10 F.3d

1064, 1066-67 (4th Cr. 1993).

Accordingly, we deny Vaughan’s notion for appointnent of
counsel and dismss the appeal for lack of jurisdiction. e
di spense wi th 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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