IN THE UNI TED STATES COURT OF APPEALS
FOR THE FI FTH Cl RCU T

No. 99-21169
Summary Cal endar

UHP PRODUCTS, | NC.
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,

ver sus

W LCO SUPPLY, |INC.; ET AL.
Def endant s,

SPI R STAR DRUCKSCHLAUCHE GVBH
Def endant - Appel | ee.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Southern District of Texas
USDC No. H 98- CV-3166

~ August 10, 2000
Bef ore REYNALDO G GARZA, SM TH, and PARKER, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *
This court nust determ ne whether it has appellate

jurisdiction, and the appellants bear the burden of establishing

jurisdiction. Acoustic Sys., Inc. v. Wenger Corp., 207 F.3d 287,

289 (5th Gr. 2000). Federal appellate courts have jurisdiction
over appeals only from (1) final orders, 28 U S . C § 1291,

(2) orders that are deened final due to jurisprudential exception
or which have been properly certified as final pursuant to Fed.

R Cv. P. 54(b); and (3) interlocutory orders that fall into
specific classes, 28 U S.C. § 1292(a), or which have been

" Pursuant to 5THQOR R 47.5, the court has determ ned that
this opi nion should not be published and is not precedent except
under the limted circunstances set forth in 5THCQR R 47.5. 4.
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properly certified for appeal by the district court, 28 U S. C
8§ 1292(b). Askenase v. LivingWell, Inc., 981 F.2d 807, 809-10

(5th Gr. 1993). Wen an action involves multiple parties, any
decision that adjudicates the liability of fewer than all of the
parties does not termnate the action and is therefore not
appeal abl e unless certified by the district court under Rule

54(b). Borne v. A & P Boat Rentals No. 4, Inc., 755 F.2d 1131,

1133 (5th Gr. 1985); Thonpson v. Betts, 754 F.2d 1243, 1245 (5th

Cir. 1985).

The di sm ssal of Spir Star Druckschl &uche GrbH for | ack of
personal jurisdiction did not dispose of all the parties, and the
district court did not certify that the order was a final
j udgnent pursuant to Rule 54(b). Further, an interlocutory
decree dismssing a party for lack of personal jurisdiction in an
admralty case is not appeal able under 28 U. S.C. § 1292(a)(3).
Allen v. OGkam Holdings, Inc., 116 F.3d 153, 154 (5th Cr. 1997).

The appeal is DISM SSED for this court’s | ack of

jurisdiction.



