UNPUBL | SHED

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

No. 96-7190

DAVI D E. DI XCON,
Plaintiff - Appellant,

Ver sus

HORRY COUNTY, SOUTH CAROLI NA; JOHN T. HENRY,
Horry County Sheriff; RALPH VAUGHT, Adm nis-
trator, J. Reuben Long Detention Center; LIEU
TENANT BOYD, J. Reuben Long Supervisory Ofi -
cer; KENNETH I. GRATE, Lieutenant, J. Reuben
Long Detention Center Supervisory Oficer;
RANDY GERALD, Sergeant, J. Reuben Long Deten-
tion Oficer; CORPORAL MOSES, J. Reuben Long
Detention Center Oficer; NURSE STACKHOUSE,
J. Reuben Long Detention Center; VICKIELEWS,
Nurse, J. Reuben Long Detention Center; MRS
GRI SSETT, Nurse, J. Reuben Long Detention
Cent er; ANN ANDERSON, J. Reuben Long Detenti on
Center; DOUGLAS FREEMAN, Horry County
Adm ni strator,

Def endants - Appel | ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court for the District of
South Carolina, at Charleston. G Ross Anderson, Jr., District
Judge. (CA-95-1463-3BD)

Submitted: Decenber 19, 1996 Deci ded: January 6, 1997

Bef ore ERVIN and MOTZ, Circuit Judges, and BUTZNER, Senior Circuit
Judge.




Di sm ssed by unpublished per curiam opinion.

David E. Di xon, Appellant Pro Se. Sandra J. Senn, STUCKEY & SENN
Charl eston, South Carolina, for Appellees.

Unpubl i shed opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit.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

PER CURI AM

Appel | ant appeals the district court's order adopting the
magi strate judge's recommendation to deny Appellant's notion for
summary judgnent. We dism ss the appeal for lack of jurisdiction
because the order is not appealable. This court nay exercise
jurisdiction only over final orders, 28 U S.C. § 1291 (1994), and
certain interlocutory and collateral orders, 28 US.C. § 1292

(1994); Fed. R GCiv. 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 sm ss the appeal as interlocutory. W di spense with oral
argunent because the facts and | egal contentions are adequately
presented in the materials before the court and argunent woul d not

aid the decisional process.

DI SM SSED



