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PER CURIAM:

Raymond Bethel, Jr., appeals the district court’s
order dismissing without prejudice his 42 U.S.C. § 1983 (2006)
action for failure to prosecute, after he failed to comply with
a court order requiring him to return a consent to collection of
fees form or to pay the statutory filing fee. We affirm.

A plaintiff’s failure to comply with a court order may
warrant involuntary dismissal of the action. Fed. R. Civ. P.
41(b). We review a dismissal under Rule 41(b) for abuse of

discretion. Ballard v. Carlson, 882 F.2d 93, 95 (4th Cir.

1989). Our review of the record reveals no abuse of discretion
in this case. Bethel was notified that failure to comply with
the order would result In summary dismissal of his action. The
record discloses no evidence to support Bethel’s contention that
he returned the consent form, notwithstanding his compliance
with other requirements of the same order.”

Accordingly, we affirm the district court’s judgment.
We deny Bethel’s motions for counsel and for a show cause order.

We dispense with oral argument because the facts and legal

“ We note that the district court’s decision to dismiss the
action without prejudice limited the severity of the sanction,
as 1t may permit Bethel to refile his action and fTully comply
with the court’s fee requirements. Cf. Hillig v. Comm’r of
Internal Revenue, 916 F.2d 171, 174 (4th Cir. 1990) (addressing
factors relevant when dismissing for failure to prosecute).




contentions are adequately presented in the materials before

this court and argument would not aid the decisional process.

AFFIRMED



