UNI TED STATES COURT OF APPEALS

FOR THE FI FTH Cl RCU T

No. 00-31040
Summary Cal endar

CORY DALTON COCHRAN,

Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
VERSUS

B J SERVI CES, ET AL,

Def endant s.

DRI LLMARK CONSULTI NG | NC; NABORS DRI LLI NG USA, | NC

Def endant s- Appel | ant s,
VERSUS

M D- CONTI NENT CASUALTY COVPANY

Def endant - Appel | ee.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
For the Western District of Louisiana, Al exandria
USDC No. 98-CV-122

April 27, 2001
Before EMLIO M GARZA, STEWART and PARKER, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM ~

"Pursuant to 5TH QR R 47.5, the Court has determ ned that
this opinion should not be published and is not precedent except



Appel lant Cory Dalton Cochran filed suit in Louisiana state
court alleging, inter alia, negligence and breach of contractual
obligations on the part of the defendants Drillmark Consulting,
Inc. and Nabors Drilling, USA, Inc., and that M d-Continent
Casualty Conpany issued Drillmark a policy of insurance that
provided coverage to Drillmark for its resulting liability.
Def endants renoved this action to federal court on the basis of
diversity of citizenship pursuant to 28 U S C § 1332. The
district court granted summary judgnent, dism ssing with prejudice
all clains against Md-Continent on August 9, 2000. The district
court did not dispose of the clains against the other defendants.
Cochran, Drillmark and Nabors each appeal ed.

The district court has not rendered a final decision nor
entered a final judgnent in this action. 28 U S. C. 8§ 1291. Wen
an action involves nmultiple parties, any decision that adjudicates
the liability of fewer than all of the parties does not term nate
the action and is therefore not appeal able unless certified by the
district judge under Federal Rule of Cvil Procedure 54(b). The
| anguage in the order appealed from either independently or
together with related portions of the record referred to in the
order, nust reflect the district court’s unm stakable intent to
enter a partial final judgnent under Rule 54(Db). Briargrove
Shopping Center v. Pilgrim Enterprises, Inc., 170 F.3d 536, 539

(5th Gr. 1999). Neither the Menorandum Opi ni on nor the Judgnent,

under the Ilimted circunstances set forth in 5THQR R 47.5. 4.



either separately or taken together, exhibits any intent to enter
a partial final judgnent under Rule 54(Db). Further the order
appealed from does not fall within any of the exceptions for
i mredi ately appeal able interlocutory decisions under 28 U S. C 8§

1292(a) and (b). We therefore lack jurisdiction to hear this

matter and nust dismss it.

APPEAL DI SM SSED.



