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Before WLKINS, MOTZ, and TRAXLER, Circuit Judges.

Di sm ssed by unpublished per curiam opinion.
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Lea Roberson, OGLETREE, DEAKI NS, NASH, SMOAK & STEWART, Ral ei gh,
North Carolina, for Appellee.

Unpubl i shed opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit.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



PER CURI AM

Loria Ann Patterson appeals the district court’s orders
granting her an extension of time in which to file a reply,
denying her notion to nodify the order granting the extension of
time, granting her | eave to anend her reply, and denyi ng her notion
to vacate order staying discovery. She also appeals the court’s
order accepting the magi strate judge’s recommendations to dism ss
her clains under Title VII of the Cvil R ghts Act of 1964, as
anended, the Anericans with D sabilities Act, and 15 U S. C A
8 78j (b) (West 1997 & Supp. 2001), and to all ow her cl ai munder the
Equal Pay Act to proceed. W dismss the appeal for |ack of
jurisdiction because the orders are not appeal able. This court may
exercise jurisdiction only over final orders, 28 US C § 1291
(1994), and certain interlocutory and collateral orders. 28 U S. C.

8§ 1292 (1994); Fed. R Cv. P. 54(b); Cohen v. Beneficial |ndus.

Loan Corp., 337 U S 541 (1949). The orders here appealed are

neither final orders nor appealable interlocutory or collatera
orders.

We dismss the appeal as interlocutory. W deny Patterson’s
notion for stay of judgnment and di spense with oral argunent because
the facts and | egal contentions are adequately presented in the na-
terials before the court and argunent woul d not aid the deci sional
pr ocess.
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