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PER CURI AM

Judlin Mortimer appeal s the district court’s order denying his
notion for discovery. 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. § 1292 (1994); Fed. R Civ.

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 able interlocutory or collateral order.” North Carolina

Ass’ n of Black Lawers v. North Carolina Bd. of Law Exam ners, 538

F.2d 547, 548 (4th Cir. 1976) (sane).

Accordingly, we dism ss the appeal as interlocutory. W dis-
pense with oral argunent because the facts and | egal contentions
are adequately presented in the nmaterials before the court and

argunment woul d not aid the decisional process.

DI SM SSED

*

It appears that Mortiner’s notion for discovery should have
been filed by the district court in the proceeding acting on his
notion for return of property filed under Rule 41(e) of the Federal
Rules of Crimnal Procedure. This Court vacated the district
court’s order dismssing the Rule 41(e) notion and remanded for
further proceedings. See United States v. Mortiner, 1999 W. 410127
(4th Cr. June 21, 1999) (No. 99-6321) (unpublished).




