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UNI TED STATES COURT OF APPEALS
FOR THE FOURTH CI RCU T

No. 95-7294

M CHAEL WOODSON, a/k/a George T. Baskerville,
Plaintiff - Appellant,

Ver sus

VI RG NI A PARCLE BOARD; VI RG NI A DEPARTMENT OF
CORRECTI ONS; VI RG NI A DEPARTMENT OF PAROLE AND
PROBATI ON,

Def endants - Appel |l ees.

Appeal from the United States District Court for the Eastern
District of Virginia, at Norfolk. Henry C. Mrgan, Jr., District
Judge. (CA-95-505-2)

Submitted: January 18, 1996 Deci ded: February 1, 1996

Before HAM LTON and LUTTIG Gircuit Judges, and CHAPMAN, Senior
Circuit Judge.

Di sm ssed by unpublished per curiam opinion.

M chael Wodson, Appellant Pro Se.

Unpubl i shed opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit.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



PER CURI AM

Appel | ant appeal s the dism ssal w thout prejudice of his 42
U S C 81983 conplaint for failure to respond to a court order. W
di sm ss the appeal for lack of jurisdiction because the order is
not appeal able. This court nay exercise jurisdiction only over
final orders, 28 U S.C. 8§ 1291 (1988), and certain interlocutory
and col |l ateral orders, 28 U S C 8§ 1292 (1988); Fed. R Cv. P
54(b); Cohen v. Beneficial Industrial Loan Corp., 337 U S. 541

(1949). Because Appell ant may be able to save this action by filing
an anended conpl aint in conpliance wwth the district court's order
the dism ssal is neither afinal order nor an appeal abl e i nterl ocu-

tory or collateral order. Dom no Sugar Corp. v. Sugar Wrkers Local

392, 10 F.3d 1064 (4th Gr. 1993). Accordingly, we dismss the
appeal . W di spense with oral argunent because the facts and | egal
contentions are adequately presented in the materials before the

court and argunent woul d not aid the decisional process.
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