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Bistrict of Columbia 0CT 10 2017
D
Court of Appeals S oF oA
No. 17-CV-822
MARSA D. BULLOCK,
Appellant,
v, 2015 CAB 5905

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, et al.,
Appellees.

BEFORE: Thompson, Associate Judge, and Farrell and Reid, Senior Judges.
ORDER

On consideration of this court’s August 7, 2017, order directing appellant to
show cause why this appeal should not be dismissed, the response thereto and
appellant’s motion to withdraw documents wherein appellant seeks a compensation
award from this court, it is

ORDERED that this appeal is hereby dismissed as having been taken from a
non-final and non-appealable order, see Rolinski v. Lewis, 828 A.2d 739, 745-46
(D.C. 2003) (“Normally, an order or judgment is deemed to be final only if it
disposes of the whole case on its merits so that the court has nothing remaining to
do but to execute the judgment or decree already rendered.” (citations and internal
quotation marks omitted)). Itis

FURTHER ORDERED that appellant’s motion to withdraw documents
wherein appellant seeks a compensation award from this court is denied as moot.

PER CURIAM
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available in the
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