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PER CURI AM

Appel | ant appeals fromthe district court's order di sm ssing
W t hout prejudice his 42 U.S.C. 8§ 1983 (1988) conpl ai nt and denyi ng
his notion for tenporary restrai ning order. Because no excepti onal
ci rcunstances exi st, the denial of Appellant's notion for a tenpo-

rary restraining order is not appeal abl e. Drudge v. MKernon, 482

F.2d 1375 (4th Gr. 1973). In addition, the district court dis-
m ssed Appellant's conplaint wthout prejudice for failure to
allege facts indicating that his constitutional rights had been
vi ol ated. Because a dism ssal without prejudice is not generally

appeal abl e, we di sm ss the appeal. See Dom no Sugar Corp. v. Sugar

Wrkers Local Union 392, 10 F. 3d 1064, 1066-67 (4th G r. 1993). W

deny Appellant's notion for appointnent of counsel. W dispense
with oral argunent because the facts and |egal contentions are
adequately presentedinthe material s before the court and ar gunent

woul d not aid the decisional process.
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