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

No. 99-6509

| SAl AH T. FEASTER,
Plaintiff - Appellant,

ver sus

RALPH LOGAN, Warden; MAJOR RICHI E, Correction-
al Oficer; MAJOR EAST, Correctional Oficer,

Def endants - Appel | ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court for the District of
Maryl and, at Baltinore. Andre M Davis, District Judge. (CA-99-
794- AND)

Subm tted: August 5, 1999 Deci ded: August 11, 1999

Bef ore MURNAGHAN and MOTZ, Circuit Judges, and BUTZNER, Seni or
Crcuit Judge.

Di sm ssed by unpubl i shed per curiam opinion.

| saiah T. Feaster, Appellant Pro Se.

Unpubl i shed opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit.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



PER CURI AM

| saiah T. Feaster appeals from the district court's order
di sm ssing wthout prejudice this conplaint pursuant to 42 U S. C
§ 1983 (1994). The district court’s dism ssal without prejudice is

not appeal abl e. See Dom no Sugar Corp. v. Sugar Wrkers Local Union

392, 10 F.3d 1064, 1066-67 (4th Gr. 1993). A dism ssal wthout
prejudice is a final order only if "'no anendnent [to the com
plaint] could cure the defects in the plaintiff's case.'" 1d. In
ascertai ni ng whether a di smssal without prejudice is reviewable in
this Court, we nust determ ne "whether the plaintiff could save his
action by nerely anending his conplaint.” 1d. Because the grounds
for dismssal of this action show that Feaster could save his
action in the district court, the dism ssal order is not appeal-
able. Accordingly, we dismss the appeal for |lack of jurisdiction.

We dispense 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.
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