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D sm ssed by unpublished per curiam opinion.

Ryan Reece Lanb, Appellant Pro Se. Li sa Bl ue Boggs, Assistant
United States Attorney, G eensboro, North Carolina, for Appell ee.

Unpubl i shed opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit.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



PER CURI AM

Ryan Reece Lanb seeks to appeal the magistrate judge’s
report and recomrendation to deny relief on his 28 U S.C. 8§ 2255
(2000) notion. This court nmay exercise jurisdiction only over
final orders, 28 U S.C 8§ 1291 (2000), and certain interlocutory
and col lateral orders. 28 U S.C. § 1292 (2000); Fed. R GCv. P.

54(b); Cohen v. Beneficial Indus. Loan Corp., 337 U S. 541 (1949).

The magi strate judge' s report and reconmendati on that Lanb seeks to
appeal is neither a final order nor an appeal able interlocutory or
collateral order. Accordingly, we deny a certificate of
appeal ability and di sm ss the appeal for lack of jurisdiction.”™ W
di spense wi th oral argunment because the facts and | egal contentions
are adequately presented in the materials before the court and
argunment woul d not aid the decisional process.

DI SM SSED

"Even if Lanmb’s notice of appeal was construed as appealing
the district court’s final order, entered on January 22, 2004,
di sm ssal would be appropriate. Despite being warned of the
consequences of failingto file tinely objections to the magistrate
judge’s report and recommendation, Lanb failed to file timely
objections and therefore has waived this court’s review of the
clainms asserted in his 8 2255 notion. See Wight v. Collins, 766
F.2d 841, 845-46 (4th Gr. 1985); see also Thomas v. Arn, 474 U. S
140 (1985).




