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Before HENDERSON, RANDOLPH and GARLAND, Circuit Judges.

JUDGMENT

This gpped was congdered on the record from the United States Didrict Court for the Didrict
of Columbiaand on the briefs and arguments of counsd. Itis

ORDERED and ADJUDGED that the apped be dismissed for lack of jurisdiction.

28 U.S.C. § 1291 and the collaterd order doctrine do not confer jurisdiction over this
interlocutory apped, because Howard hasfailed to demondrate a“red prospect of irreparable harm”
thet would be caused by deferring review until entry of thefind judgment inthiscase National Ass'n
of Criminal Defense Lawyersv. Dep’t of Justice, 182 F.3d 981, 985 (D.C. Cir. 1999) (citation
omitted). Any cogts and feesincurred because of plantiffs dleged misconduct and vidlaion of the
discovery rules can be redressed through an gppropriate motion for sanctions under Federd Rule of
Civil Procedure 37(c)(1). Nor does28 U.S.C. § 1292(g)(1) provide juridiction. The order thet is
appeded did not “accord some or dl of the subgtantive rdief sought by [the]l complaint,” 1.A.M. Nat’|
Pension Fund Benefit Plan v. Cooper Indus., Inc., 789 F.2d 21, 24 (D.C. Cir. 1986) (citation
omitted), and Howard hasfalled to show that the order might have a“ serious, perhapsirreparable



consequence,” id. (quating Carson v. American Brands, Inc., 450 U.S. 79, 84 (1981)).

Pursuant to D.C. Circuit Rule 36, this digposition will not be published. The Clerk is directed
to withhold issuance of the mandate herain until seven days after digpogition of any timely petition for
rehearing or petition for rehearing en banc. See Fed. R. App. P. 41(b); D.C. Cir. Rule 41(a)(1).

Per Curiam

FOR THE COURT:
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BY:
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