UNPUBLI SHED

UNI TED STATES COURT OF APPEALS
FOR THE FOURTH Cl RCUI T

No. 98-2635

JEAN J. AIDON S,
Plaintiff - Appellant,

ver sus

F. BRUCE BACH, Honorable; SKADDEN, ARPS,
SLATE, MEACHER & FLOM P.C., by and through
Robert Lighthizer and Jessie M Brooks; COHEN,
GETTI NGS, DUNHAM AND DAVI S, PC, by and through
its associate David Msterman; JESSIE M
BROCKS, Suggestion of Bankruptcy; MYRON TELUK;
DUFF & LEFFLER, PC, by and through its presi-
dent David Duff; DAVI D MASTERVAN, | ndivi dual -
l'y; DAVI D DUFF, Individually; PAUL VANGELLOW

Def endants - Appel | ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court for the Eastern D s-
trict of Virginia, at Alexandria. Claude M Hilton, Chief District
Judge. (CA-97-1407-A)

Subm tted: April 6, 1999 Deci ded: Septenber 3, 1999

Bef ore WDENER, WLKINS, and NI EMEYER, Circuit Judges.

Affirmed by unpublished per curiam opinion.




Jean J. Aidonis, Appellant Pro Se. WIIliam Mark Dunn, Assi stant
Attorney Ceneral, R chnond, Virginia; Edward Joseph Meehan,
SKADDEN, ARPS, SLATE, MEAGHER & FLOM L.L.P., Washington, D.C. ;
John Edward Gagliano, COHEN, GETTINGS & DUNHAM Arlington, Vir-
ginia; Paul Warren Mengel, 111, RICHARDS, MCGETTI GAN, REILLY &
VST, Alexandria, Virginia;, Mron Teluk, Fairfax, Virginia; John
El phi nstone Ml ntosh, Jr., CREWS & HANCOCK, Fairfax, Virginia

Davi d Drake Hudgins, HUDG NS LAWFI RM Al exandria, Virginia; Pau

Vangel l ow, Falls Church, Virginia, for Appellees.

Unpubl i shed opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit.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



PER CURI AM

The district court granted a notion finally di sm ssing A donis'
action on January 9, 1998. Aidonis requested reconsi deration which
the court denied on January 23, 1998. On that sane day, A donis
filed a handwitten pleading entitled "Request for a Ruling Prior
to Further Proceedings Joinder." On Septenber 29, 1998, the dis-
trict court denied the request for aruling, stating that "the case
has been dism ssed.” Aidonis filed a tinely appeal fromthe dis-
trict court's Septenber 29 order. W affirm

VWhile the "Request for a Ruling, etc.” was sonewhat inco-
herent, the court had already filed opinions in the case expl aining
its action in dismssing the case, and the case was finally
di sm ssed on January 9, 1998. No appeal fromthat order was taken.
The district court did not abuse its discretion in denying the
"Request for a Ruling, etc.”

W al so deny Aidonis' "Mtion for Judgnent or in the Alterna-
tive for Sanctions"” filed in this court. We di spense with ora
argunent because the facts and l|legal contention are adequately
presented in the materials before the court and argunment woul d not

aid the decisional process.
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