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THEODORE LEONARD SZAFRANSKI ,
Plaintiff - Appellant,

ver sus

L. K. KELLY, Warden, Geensville Correctional
Center; A M PARKER, JR, Superintendent,
Greensville Correctional Center; R LANN, In-
vestigator, Geensville Correctional Center;
F. SPENCE, Admi nistrator, G eensville Correc-
tional Center,

Def endants - Appel | ees.

Appeal from the United States District Court for the Wstern
District of Virginia, at Roanoke. Janmes C. Turk, District Judge.
(CA-98-273-R)

Subm tted: January 29, 1999 Deci ded: March 16, 1999

Before ERVIN and M CHAEL, Circuit Judges, and PHI LLIPS, Senior
Crcuit Judge.

Affirmed by unpublished per curiam opinion.

Theodore Leonard Szafranski, Appellant Pro Se.

Unpubl i shed opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit.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



PER CURI AM

Theodore Leonard Szafranski appeals fromthe district court’s
order dism ssing his 42 U.S.C. A 8§ 1983 (West Supp. 1998) conpl ai nt
wi t hout prejudice” and the district court’s order denying relief on
his notion filed pursuant to Fed. R CGCv. P. 60(b). W have re-
viewed the record and the district court’s opinion and order and
find no reversible error. Accordingly, we affirmon the reasoning

of the district court. See Szafranski v. Kelly, No. CA-98-273-R

(WD. Va. Apr. 24, 1998; June 1, 1998). We dispense with ora
argunent because the facts and | egal contentions are adequately
presented in the materials before the court and argunment woul d not

aid the decisional process.

AFFI RVED

" Generally, dismssals without prejudice are not appeal abl e.
See Domino Sugar Corp. v. Sugar Wrkers Local Union 392, 10 F.3d
1064, 1066 (4th G r. 1993). However, since anmendnent to Appel -
| ant’ s conplaint could not cure the “defects” the district court
found in his case, the district court’s dismssal is a final,
appeal abl e order. 1d. at 1066-67.




