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PER CURIAM: 
 

In these consolidated appeals, Jeremiah Chamberlain—a former inmate of the 

Virginia Department of Corrections (“VDOC”)—challenges two orders entered by the 

district court in his pending civil action.  First, Chamberlain appeals the district court’s 

order denying his motion for a preliminary injunction.  Second, Chamberlain seeks to 

appeal the district court’s order awarding summary judgment to the defendants on all but 

one of his claims.  For the reasons explained below, we dismiss these appeals.     

Beginning with the district court’s order denying preliminary injunctive relief, we 

observe that Chamberlain sought a preliminary injunction directing the VDOC and former 

or current VDOC employees to treat his medical condition in a particular manner.  After 

Chamberlain noted his appeal from the order denying that requested relief, however, his 

federal habeas petition was granted, and he was released from VDOC custody.  

Accordingly, we dismiss as moot Chamberlain’s appeal from the district court’s order 

denying a preliminary injunction.  See Rendelman v. Rouse, 569 F.3d 182, 186 (4th Cir. 

2009) (“[A]s a general rule, a prisoner’s transfer or release from a particular prison moots 

his claims for injunctive . . . relief with respect to his incarceration there.”). 

Turning to the district court’s summary judgment order, we conclude that the order 

is neither a final order nor an appealable interlocutory or collateral order.  See United States 

v. Doe, 962 F.3d 139, 143 (4th Cir. 2020) (explaining that “we have jurisdiction only over 

final orders and certain interlocutory and collateral orders”).  Consequently, we also 

dismiss Chamberlain’s appeal from that order.   
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We therefore dismiss these consolidated appeals.  We also deny Chamberlain’s 

motions to expedite, supplement the record, and appoint counsel or a guardian ad litem 

filed in No. 20-7515.  We dispense with oral argument because the facts and legal 

contentions are adequately presented in the materials before this court and argument would 

not aid the decisional process. 

DISMISSED 

 


