UNPUBL | SHED

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

No. 97-2432

G S. HASSAN,
Plaintiff - Appellant,
ver sus
AT&T CORPORATION; PHILLIS S. PARSON;, GECRGE
BEACON, W LLI AMSNEI RSON; MADELI NE C. PETTERS;
SNYDER COVMUNI CATI ON L. P.; VI NCENT CANDI DA,

Def endants - Appell ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court for the Eastern Dis-
trict of Virginia, at Alexandria. Claude M Hilton, Chief D strict
Judge. (CA-97-1433-A)

Submtted: January 22, 1998 Deci ded: February 3, 1998

Bef ore WDENER, M CHAEL, and MOTZ, ~ Circuit Judges.

Affirmed by unpublished per curiam opinion.

" Judge Mptz did not participate in consideration of this
case. The decision is filed by a quorumof the panel pursuant to
28 U.S.C. § 46(d).



G S. Hassan, Appellant Pro Se. Elizabeth Land Lew s, SEYFARTH
SHAW FAI R\EATHER & GERALDSON, Washington, D.C.; Philip John
Harvey, SHAW PITTMAN, POTTS & TROWBRI DGE, Washington, D.C., for

Appel | ees.

Unpubl i shed opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit.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

PER CURI AM

Appel |l ant appeals the district court's order denying his
notion for appoi ntnent of counsel. Although Appellant's appeal of
the district court's order denying his notion was interlocutory
when filed, it is nowripe because the district court entered final

judgnment prior tothis court's review of the appeal. See Equi pnent

Fin. Goup, Inc. v. Traverse Conputer Brokers, 973 F.2d 345, 347

(4th GCr. 1992). W have reviewed the record and the district
court's opinions and find no reversible error. Accordingly, we

affirm on the reasoning of the district court. Hassan v. AT&T

Corp., No. CA-97-1433-A (E.D. va. Cct. 1, 1997). We dispense with
oral argunent because the facts and | egal contentions are adequat e-
ly presented in the materials before the court and argunent woul d

not aid the decisional process.
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