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GLORI A JEAN RACKLEY; E. RI CHARD BAZZLE, Warden
of Leath Correctional Institution; CHARLES
KEARNEY, JR., Captain; DI ANE HAMRI CK, Lieuten-
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Coordi nator; RANCE COBB, Principal; BETTY
FLEM NG Sergeant; V. C.  HLL, Lieutenant;
BARBARA SHUMATE, of Operations at Leath Cor-
rectional Institution; T. J. PH LSON, Captai n;
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Appeal fromthe United States District Court for the District of
South Carolina, at Florence. Caneron McGowan Currie, D strict
Judge. (CA-99-2845-4-22BF)

Subm tted: February 22, 2001 Deci ded: February 28, 2001

Bef ore WDENER and W LLIAMS, Circuit Judges, and HAM LTON, Seni or
Crcuit Judge.

Di sm ssed by unpublished per curiam opinion.




Linda Ann Tyler, Appellant Pro Se. Steven M chael Pruitt,
MCDONALD, PATRICK, TINSLEY, BAGGETT & POSTON, G eenwood, South
Carolina, for Appellees.

Unpubl i shed opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit.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

PER CURI AM

Linda Ann Tyl er appeals fromthe district court’s order de-
nyi ng her notion to transfer her case to anot her judge. W disn ss
the appeal for lack of jurisdiction because the order is not
appeal able. This court may exercise jurisdiction only over final
orders, 28 U S.C 8§ 1291 (1994), and certain interlocutory and
collateral orders, 28 U S.C. 8§ 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

We di smiss the appeal as interlocutory. We deny all of Tyler’s
out standi ng notions, including her notions for reconsideration of
this court’s prior orders in her case. We 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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