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No. 95-3039

KEVI N POTTER;, MARGUERI TE C. POITER,

Plaintiffs - Appellants,

Ver sus

SCOTTSDALE | NSURANCE COWMPANY; STEPHANIE E.
MOORE,

Def endants - Appell ees,

and

CRESTWOOD GOLF CLUB, | NCORPORATED, CRESTWOCD
PARTNERSHI P; JOHN BOYD, WALTER BRYANT; DALE
BRYANT; GEORGE SPRUCE MCCAI N; CLAUDE MCCAI N;
JACK DI CKEY; DI CKEY COVPANY; JAMES MOSTELLER,
[11; KELLY CANNON; MCCAIN FI NANCI AL GROUP,
| NCORPORATED; SOUTH CAROCLI NA NATI ONAL BANK;
W LLI AM BERRY; SOUTH CAROLI NA DEPARTMENT OF
HEALTH AND ENVI RONMENTAL CONTROL; M CHAEL
CHAPPELL; JAMES S. W LLI AMSON, JR ,

No. 95-3200

KEVI N POTTER;, MARGUERI TE C. POITER,

Def endant s.

Plaintiffs - Appellants,

Ver sus



SOUTH CAROLI NA NATI ONAL BANK; W LLI AM BERRY,
Def endants - Appell ees,

and

CRESTWOOD GOLF CLUB, | NCORPORATED, CRESTWOCD
PARTNERSHI P; JOHN BOYD; WALTER BRYANT; DALE
BRYANT; GEORGE SPRUCE MCCAI N; CLAUDE MCCAI N;
JACK DI CKEY; DI CKEY COVMPANY; JAMES MOSTELLER,
[11; KELLY CANNON; MCCAIN FI NANCI AL GROUP,
| NCORPORATED; SCOTTSDALE | NSURANCE COVPANY;
STEPHANI E E. MOCRE; SOUTH CAROLI NA DEPARTMENT
OF HEALTH AND ENVI RONMENTAL CONTRCOL; M CHAEL
CHAPPELL; JAMES S. W LLI AMSCON, JR ,

Def endant s.

Appeal s fromthe United States District Court for the District of
South Carolina, at Orangeburg. Canmeron McGowan Currie, District
Judge. (CA-94-2047-5-22-BC)

Submtted: April 16, 1996 Deci ded: May 24, 1996

Bef ore NI EMEYER and M CHAEL, Circuit Judges, and BUTZNER, Seni or
Circuit Judge.

Di sm ssed by unpubl i shed per curiam opinion.

Kevin Potter, Marguerite C. Potter, Appellants Pro Se. Mark Wester
McKni ght, Charl eston, South Carolina; Stanley Harold McGuffin, Sr.,
SI NKLER & BOYD, P.A., Colunbia, South Carolina, for Appellees.

Unpubl i shed opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit.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



PER CURI AM

Appel | ants appeal fromthe district court's orders di scussi ng
sone, but not all, defendants in Appellants' civil action. W dis-
m 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 (1988), and certain interlocutory and
collateral orders, 28 U S.C. § 1292 (1988); Fed. R Civ. 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
i nterlocutory or collateral order.

We di spense with oral argunent because the facts and | egal
contentions are adequately presented in the nmaterials before the

court and argunent woul d not aid the decisional process.

DI SM SSED



