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

No. 00-60056
Conf er ence Cal endar

JOE LEE HOLLOWAY; ET AL.,

Plaintiffs,
JOE LEE HOLLOWAY; SALLY ANN HOLLOWAY; SANDRA CARR;, JOHN CARR,

Pl aintiffs-Appellants,
ver sus
CITY OF JACKSON, M SSI SSIPPI; ET AL.,

Def endant s,
CITY OF JACKSON, M SSI SSI PPl ; HARVEY JOHNSON, in his capacity as
Mayor of the Gty of Jackson; BRACY COLEMAN, in his capacity as
Chief of Police of the Gty of Jackson; VERA WRI GHT, in her
official capacity as a 911 operator with the Departnent of Public
Safety Communications with the Cty of Jackson,

Def endant s- Appel | ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Southern District of M ssissippi
USDC No. 3:99-CV-354-LN

~ August 24, 2000
Bef ore KING Chief Judge, and POLI TZ and WENER, C rcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *
The plaintiffs appeal the district court’s grant of summary

j udgnent and dismssal in favor of fewer than all of the

defendants. C ains against Vera Wight were dism ssed but |ater

Pursuant to 5THCGR R 47.5, the court has determ ned
that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent
except under the limted circunstances set forth in 5TH QR
R 47.5. 4.



No. 00- 60056
-2

reinstated. Cains against Mbile Medic Anbul ance Service, Inc.,
have not been dism ssed. The plaintiffs contend that the
district court’s decision dismssing sone of the defendants in
the matter was a final decision on the nerits in reference to the
City of Jackson and its officers.

The district court’s ruling did not end the litigation on
the nerits and did not dispose of all of the clains against al

of the defendants. See Coopers & Lybrand v. Livesay, 437 U S

463, 467 (1978); Dardar v. lLafourche Realty Co., 849 F.2d 955,
957 (5th Gr. 1988); Save the Bay, Inc. v. United States Arny,

639 F.2d 1100, 1102 (5th Gr. 1981); Fed. R Cv. P. 54(b). The
order was not a final order, and it is not an appeal abl e
interlocutory order. Finally, the order was not certified as a

partial final judgnent pursuant to Rule 54(b). See D llon v.

M ssissippi Mlitary Dep't, 23 F.3d 915, 917 (5th Gr. 1994).

Accordingly, this court |acks appellate jurisdiction, and the
appeal is dism ssed for lack of jurisdiction.

APPEAL DI SM SSED



