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UNPUBLI SHED

UNI TED STATES COURT OF APPEALS
FOR THE FOURTH CI RCU T

No. 05-6648

FREDERI CK GREEN,
Plaintiff - Appellant,

ver sus

JONATHAN E. OZM NT, Director of SCDC, GEORGE
HAGAN, Warden  of Al l endale Correctional
I nstitution; LAVERNE COHEN, Associate Warden
of Special Managenent Unit (SMJ); ANN HALLMAN,
| nstitutional Gi evance Coor di nat or at
Al l endal e Correctional Institution; SAMJEL
KEARSE, Lieutenant and SMJ Supervisor at
Al l endal e Correctional | nstitution; OTHER
UNKNOWN AGENCY OFFI CI ALS,

Def endants - Appel |l ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court for the District of
South Carolina, at Charl eston. Caneron McGowan Currie, District
Judge. (CA-04-22074-2)

Subm tted: October 31, 2005 Deci ded: November 29, 2005

Bef ore W LKI NSON, NI EMEYER, and SHEDD, Circuit Judges.

D sm ssed by unpublished per curiam opi nion.

Frederick Geen, Appellant Pro Se. Andrew Frederick Lindemann,
DAVI DSON, MORRI SON & LI NDEMANN, P. A., Col unbi a, South Carolina, for

Appel | ees.




Unpubl i shed opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit.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



PER CURI AM

Frederick Geen seeks to appeal the district court’s
order adopting the nagi strate judge's report and recommendati on and
denying his notion for a tenporary restraining order. This court
may exercise jurisdiction only over final orders, 28 U S.C § 1291
(2000), and certain interlocutory and col |l ateral orders, 28 U. S.C.

§ 1292 (2000); Fed. R Cv. P. 54(b); Cohen v. Beneficial |ndus.

Loan Corp., 337 U S. 541 (1949). The order G een seeks to appeal
is neither a final order nor an appealable interlocutory or

collateral order. See Ofice of Pers. Mint. v. Am Fed'n of CGov't

Enpl oyees, 473 U. S. 1301, 1303-04 (1985); Drudge v. MKernon, 482

F.2d 1375, 1376 (4th Cr. 1973). Accordingly, we deny Geen’s
nmotion to expedite the appeal, and we dism ss the appeal for |ack
of jurisdiction. W dispense with oral argunent because the facts
and | egal contentions are adequately presented in the materials

before the court and argunment woul d not aid the deci si onal process.

DI SM SSED



