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MARK CORRI GAN,
Plaintiff - Appellant,
ver sus
DI ANl A CARMACK,
Def endant - Appell ee,

and

M5. ATKINS; M. BOLLOT;, DR CERVIE, PITT
COUNTY,; W LSON COUNTY; SARGEANT  BAI LEY;
OFFI CER BARNS; HOWARD ADAMS,

Def endant s.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court for the Eastern D s-
trict of North Carolina, at Raleigh. W Earl Britt, Senior D s-
trict Judge. (CA-98-667-5-CT-BR)

Subm tted: July 20, 2000 Deci ded: August 1, 2000

Bef ore MURNAGHAN, WLKINS, and MOTZ, Circuit Judges.

Di sm ssed by unpublished per curiam opinion.

Mark Corrigan, Appellant Pro Se. Edwi n Constant Bryson, Jr.,
PATTERSON, DI LTHEY, CLAY & BRYSON, Raleigh, North Carolina, for

Appel | ee.




Unpubl i shed opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit.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

PER CURI AM

Mark Corrigan appeals the district court’s order granting
sumary judgnment in favor of one, but not all, Defendants named in
Corrigan’s action under 42 U S.C. A 8§ 1983 (West Supp. 2000). W
dism ss the appeal for lack of jurisdiction because the order is
not appeal abl e. This court may exercise jurisdiction only over
final orders, see 28 U . S.C. § 1291 (1994), and certain interl ocu-
tory and collateral orders. See 28 U.S.C. § 1292 (1994); Fed. R

Cv. P. 54(b); Cohen v. Beneficial Indus. Loan Corp., 337 U S. 541

(1949). The order here appealed is neither a final order nor an

appeal able interlocutory or collateral order. See Robi nson V.

Parke-Davis & Co., 685 F.2d 912, 913 (4th Cr. 1982).

We di smiss the appeal as interlocutory. W dispense with oral
argunment because the facts and |egal contentions are adequately
presented in the materials before the court and argunment woul d not

aid the decisional process.
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