UNPUBLI SHED

UNI TED STATES COURT OF APPEALS
FOR THE FOURTH CIRCU T

No. 97-2569

In Re: LINDA SUE RAYNOR, a/k/a Lyn Raynor,

Debt or.

JOHN P. SCOLOVOND,
Plaintiff - Appellant,

ver sus

LI NDA SUE RAYNOR, a/k/a Lyn Raynor,
Def endant - Appell ee.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court for the Eastern Dis-
trict of Virginia, at Alexandria. T.S. Ellis, I'll, Dstrict Judge.
(CA-97-1062- A, BK-94-13428, AP-94-1507)

Subm tted: November 19, 1998 Deci ded: Decenber 1, 1998

Before HAM LTON and W LLIAMS, Circuit Judges, and BUTZNER, Seni or
Crcuit Judge.

Affirmed in part and dismssed in part by unpublished per curiam
opi ni on.

John P. Sol onond, Appellant Pro Se. David Edgar Jones, Fairfax,
Virginia, for Appellee.

Unpubl i shed opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit.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



PER CURI AM

John P. Sol onond appeals fromthe district court’s order (1)
affirmng the bankruptcy court’s determ nation that the debt owed
to Sol onond by Li nda Sue Raynor is di schargeabl e i n bankruptcy, and
(2) remanding to the bankruptcy court on the issue of attorney’s
fees. Wth respect to the affirmance of the bankruptcy court’s
order discharging the debt, our review of the record discloses no
reversible error. Accordingly, we affirm Because the district
court remanded the attorney’s fee award to the bankruptcy court for
clarification of the standard and basis upon which fees were
awar ded, the appeal as to this issue is interlocutory and we ac-
cordingly dismss.” See 28 U S.C. 88 1291, 1292 (1994); Cohen v.

Beneficial Indus. Loan Corp., 337 U S. 541 (1949).

We di spense with oral argunent because the facts and | ega
contentions are adequately presented in the materials before the

court and argunent would not aid the decisional process.

AFFI RVED | N PART; DI SM SSED | N PART

" The order discharging the debt is a final appeal able order
despite the pending attorney’s fee i ssue. See Bernstein v. Menard,
728 F.2d 252, 253 (4th Cr. 1984).




