UNPUBLI SHED

UNI TED STATES COURT OF APPEALS
FOR THE FOURTH CIRCU T

No. 01-6548

ROBERT DUNBAR,
Plaintiff - Appellant,

ver sus

SOUTH CARCLI NA DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTI ONS;

HUMAN RESOURCE SERVICE; DAVIS, Doctor at

Kirkland Reception and Evaluation Center;

NEI VLLE, Kirkland Reception and Evaluation
Cent er; CORRECTI ONAL MEDI CAL SERVI CES (CMB);

CORRECTI ONS OFFI CER ADAMS, OFficer at Kirkland
Correctional I nstitution; HOMRD FREEMAN
PATTERSON; PATTERSON, O ficer at Kirkland Cor -

rectional Institution; ANTHONY, O ficer at

Kirkland Correctional Institution; BARBARA
SKEEN, SCDC Health Resource Service; DOUG
CATCE, Director of SCDC, PALMETTO HEALTH
ALLI ANCE, d/b/a Palnetto Richland Menori al

Hospi tal,

Def endants - Appel | ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court for the District of
South Carolina, at Charleston. Patrick M chael Duffy, District
Judge. (CA-00-619-2-23AJ)

Subm tted: July 26, 2001 Deci ded: August 2, 2001

Before WLKINS, LUTTIG and TRAXLER, Circuit Judges.

Di sm ssed by unpubl i shed per curiam opinion.



Robert Dunbar, Appellant Pro Se. Janmes E. Parham Jr., Irno, South
Carolina; Charles Elford Carpenter, Jr., Georgia Anna Mtchell, S
El i zabeth Brosnan, RI CHARDSON, PLOADEN, CARPENTER & ROBI NSON,
Col unbi a, South Carolina, for Appellees.

Unpubl i shed opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit.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

PER CURI AM

Robert Dunbar appeals the district court’s order granting
Ri chl and Menorial Hospital’s notion to dismss and substituting
parties. W dismss 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. § 1291 (1994), and certain inter-
| ocutory 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 abl e interlocutory or collateral order

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.

DI SM SSED



