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

No. 95-7904

SONI A W LLI AVS,
Plaintiff - Appellant,
ver sus
CLARENCE W LLIAMS, Sheriff; MAJOR WOODY
ANTHONY DOWDY
Def endants - Appell ees,
and
CAPTAI N NEWION; LI EUTENANT SPENCE; SERGEANT
BRANDT; SERGEANT SAUNDERS; DEPUTY SM TH;
DEPUTY MARTI N, DEPUTY CARR; DEPUTY DEBUSKE
DEPUTY GUERRANT; MR PENCILE; MR  CLARK;
MR, MUTCH, DEPUTY BROWWN,

Def endant s.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court for the Eastern Dis-
trict of Virginia, at Richnond. Robert E. Payne, District Judge.
(CA-95-100)

Submitted: April 15, 1996 Deci ded: April 29, 1996

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

Di sm ssed by unpublished per curiam opinion.




Sonia WIllianms, Appellant Pro Se. Steven Latham M cas, County
Attorney, Jeffrey Lee M ncks, Senior Assistant County Attorney,
Stylian Paul Parthenos, Wendel | Charl es Roberts, COUNTY ATTORNEY' S
OFFI CE, Chesterfield, Virginia, 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Unpubl i shed opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit.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 denial of her notion
for default judgnent. We dism ss the appeal for lack of jurisdic-
tion because the order is not appeal able. This court nay exercise
jurisdiction only over final orders, 28 U S.C. § 1291 (1988), and
certain interlocutory and collateral orders, 28 US. C. § 1292

(1988); Fed. R Civ. 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 deny |l eave to proceed in forma pauperis and dism ss the
appeal as interlocutory. We di spense with oral argunent because t he
facts and | egal contentions are adequately presented in the mate-
rials before the court and argunent would not aid the decisional

Process.
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