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

No. 01-31043
Summary Cal endar

BARBARA HOOVER
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
ver sus

ClVIL DI STRI CT COURT, Parish of Ol eans, State of Louisiana; NADI NE
RAVSEY, Judge; SHELLY NI CHOLSON, Court Reporter; PINKY FERDI NAND,
Court Reporter; TERRI LOVE, Judge; LESLIE CALLAI'S, Court Reporter
MARJORI E STAES, Court Reporter; KIM BOYLE, Judge; ROBI N 3 ARUSSO
Judge; CARLA JOSEPH, Court Reporter; GERALD CEDEROFF, Judge;
BARBARA BERGUR, Court Reporter; RI CHARD GANUCHEAU, Judge; MR
CALLAI'S, Court Reporter; YADA MAGEE, Judge; THERESA M LLER, Court
Reporter; ROLAND BELLSOVE, Judge; LAURIE HENDRI CKSON, Court
Reporter,

Def endant s- Appel | ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Eastern District of Louisiana
(01- CV- 769)
 February 28, 2002

Bef ore H G3 NBOTHAM W ENER, and BARKSDALE, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM

We nust determ ne the basis of our jurisdiction and nust do so
on our own notion, if necessary. Mosley v. Cozby, 813 F.2d 659,
660 (5th Cir. 1987). GCenerally, parties nmay appeal only fromfinal
orders wunless the order has been certified for imediate,
interlocutory appeal. 28 U S.C. 88 1291, 1292(b). A final
decision is one that “ends the litigation on the nerits and | eaves

nothing for the court to do but execute the judgnent.” Dillon v.



State of Mssissippi Mlitary Dep't, 23 F.3d 915, 917 (5th Cr.
1994) (citation and quotations omtted).

No final judgnent has been entered in the captioned case. The
district court announced its intention to dismss the case if
Plaintiff-Appellant Hoover failed to conply with a show cause
order. That was not, however, a self-executing order of dism ssal,
and the district court has not dism ssed the case. Hoover could
have fil ed a pl eadi ng expl ai ni ng t he bases for her clains and coul d
have avoided a dismssal for failure to conply. The show- cause
order did not therefore end the litigation on the nerits and | eave
nothing for the court to do but sign and file the judgnent. See
Dillon, 23 F.3d at 917. As there is no final judgnent, there is
not hi ng from which an appeal on the nerits may be taken.

Additionally, the district court’s show cause order and its
order denying Hoover’s notion for transcripts, for an extension,
and for a stay, could be reviewed on appeal from any final order
dism ssing the case. Therefore, those orders are not appeal able
under the collateral-order doctrine. Carter v. Fenner, 136 F.3d
1000, 1004 n.7 (5th Cr. 1998). Lacking jurisdiction over Hoover’s
appeal, it is

DI SM SSED.



