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Unpubl i shed opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit.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



PER CURI AM

Appellant filed a notice of appeal froma magi strate judge's
order denying his notion for appointnent of counsel. At the tine
Appellant filed the notice of appeal it was interlocutory, but this
court now has jurisdiction over the appeal under the doctrine of
cumul ative finality because all of Appellant's clainms have been

di sm ssed. See Equipnent Fin. Goup, Inc. v. Traverse Conputer

Brokers, 973 F.2d 345, 347 (4th Cr. 1992). Because Appell ant
failed to raise the i ssue concerning the denial of his notion for
appoi nt nent of counsel in aninformal brief, we decline to consider
the i ssue further. Consequently, we affirm’~ We 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.

AFFI RVED

" W deny Appellant's notion to file an amended conpl ai nt.



