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PER CURI AM

Appel | ant appeal s fromthe district court's order transferring
his 28 U S.C. 8§ 2241 (1994) action to the United States District
Court for the Northern District of Illinois. W dismss the appeal
for lack of jurisdiction because the order is not appeal able. See

Ellicott Mach. Corp. v. Modern Wl ding Co., 502 F.2d 178, 180 (4th

Cir. 1974) (transfer order pursuant to 28 U S.C. 8§ 1404(a) (1994)
I's not imredi ately appeal able). This court nay exercise jurisdic-
tion only over final orders, 28 U S.C. § 1291 (1994), and certain
i nterlocutory and col |l ateral 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.

Accordingly, we deny Appellant's "Mition to D sm ss Detai ner
And I ndi ctnment with Prejudi ce" and di sm ss t he appeal as i nterl ocu-
tory. We dispense with oral argunent because the facts and | egal
contentions are adequately presented in the naterials before the

court and argunent woul d not aid the decisional process.
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