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Appeal fromthe United States District Court for the Eastern D s-
trict of Virginia, at Norfol k. Rebecca B. Smith, D strict Judge.
(CA-99-1754-2)

Subm tted: April 27, 2000 Deci ded: My 5, 2000

Bef ore NI EMEYER and MOTZ, Circuit Judges, and BUTZNER, Senior Cr-
cuit Judge.

Di sm ssed by unpublished per curiam opinion.




Johnny R Huff, Appellant Pro Se.

Unpubl i shed opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit.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

PER CURI AM

Johnny R Huff appeals the district court’s order dism ssing
several of his clainms under 42 U S.C A 8 1983 (Wst Supp. 1999)
Wi t hout prejudice and ordering Huff to particularize two remai ning
claims. We dism ss the appeal for |ack of jurisdiction because the
order is not appeal able. This court may exercise jurisdiction only
over final orders, 28 U S.C. 8§ 1291 (1994), and certain interl ocu-
tory and collateral orders, 28 U S.C. 8§ 1292 (1994); Fed. R Giv.

P. 54(b); Cohen v. Beneficial Indus. Loan Corp., 337 US. 541

(1949). The order here appealed is neither a final order nor an
appeal abl e interlocutory or collateral order

Accordingly, we dism ss the appeal as interlocutory. Huff’s
notion for discovery, notion to conpel, and notion for default
j udgnment are deni ed. W dispense with oral argunment and deny
Huff’s notion for the appoi ntnment of counsel because the facts and
| egal contentions are adequately presented in the nmaterials before

the court and argunent woul d not aid the decisional process.
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