UNI TED STATES COURT OF APPEALS
For the Fifth Crcuit

No. 00-30480

Summary Cal endar

Edward D xon,

Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,

VERSUS

The Revel ati on Corporation of America Inc., The Lowery Ri ggan
G oup, John Lowery, WIliam G aves, Henry J. Lyons, Marshall
Shepard, Bennett W Smth,

Def endant s- Appel | ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
For the Mddle District of Louisiana

(98-863-A)
Cct ober 6, 2000
Before SM TH, BENAVI DES, and DENNI'S, Crcuit Judges.

PER CURI AM:
This court nust exam ne the basis of its jurisdiction on its

own notion if necessary. Msley v. Cozby, 813 F.2d 659, 660 (5th

Cr. 1987). Appellant Edward Di xon filed suit agai nst Appell ees

for certain unpaid |egal and professional fees and for damages

"Pursuant to 5" QR R 47.5, the Court has determ ned that this
opi ni on shoul d not be published and is not precedent except under
the limted circunmstances set forth in 5" QR R 47.5. 4.
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under the theory of detrinmental reliance. D xon noved for summary
judgnent, and the district court denied his notion, based on the
exi stence of disputed issues of material fact. However, the
district court has not certified the order for appeal.

When an action involves nultiple clains or nultiple parties,
any decision that disposes of fewer than all the clains or
adjudicates the liability of fewer than all the parties does not
termnate the litigation and is therefore not appeal able unless

certified under Fed. R Cv. P. 54(b). See Borne v. A & P Boat

Rentals No. 4, Inc., 755 F.2d 1131, 1133 (5th Cr. 1985); Thonpson

v. Betts, 754 F.2d 1243, 1245 (5th Cr. 1985). Accordingly, this
court is without jurisdiction.

APPEAL DI SM SSED.



