UNI TED STATES COURT OF APPEALS
For the Fifth Crcuit

No. 02-30008

MARI AN DI ECI DUE ROLF, | NDI VI DUALLY AND AS TUTRI X OF HER M NOR
CH LDREN, KEVIN PATRICK RCOLF, JOSEPH EDWARD ROLF, NANCY CLARE
ELI ZABETH ROLF, AND JAMES EDWARD RCLF, |11

Plaintiff - Appellee

VERSUS

ACCESS TO ADVENTURE, |INC.; ET AL

Def endant s

ACCESS TO ADVENTURE, | NC., CERTAI N UNDERWRI TERS AT LLOYD S
Subscribing to nmaster contract nunber LOG 132 and certificate
nunber RV 01 512 025; WORLDW DE OUTFI TTERS AND GUI DES ASSOCI ATI ON,;
WORLDW DE OUTFI TTERS AND GUI DES ASSOCI ATI ON, I NC.; AND KRI STEN
THOVAS

Def endants - Appell ants

Appeals fromthe United States District Court
For the Eastern District of Louisiana
01- CV-3056-S

Novenber 8, 2002

Bef ore DAVI S, BARKSDALE and DENNI'S, Circuit Judges.

PER CURI AM *

"Pursuant to 5" QR R 47.5, the Court has determined that this
opi ni on shoul d not be published and is not precedent except under



This case requires us to consider whether a district court
order granting an unquantified anount of costs, expenses and
attorney’s fees in connection with a 28 U S.C. 8§ 1447(c) renmand
is a final appeal able order. W find that it is not and grant

the appellees’, Rolf et al., Mdtion to Dism ss the Appeal.

Under 28 U . S.C. 8§ 1291, we may only review a district
court’s decision if it is “final.” A decisionis “final” within
the neaning of 8§ 1291 if it “ends the litigation on the nerits
and | eaves nothing for the court to do but execute the judgnent.”

St. Louisl. M &S. RY Co. v. Southern Express Co., 108 U. S. 24,

28-29 (1883). Although the decision to remand an action to state
court under 28 U.S.C. 8§ 1447(c) is not subject to appeal, a

j udgnent awardi ng costs, expenses and attorney’s fees for

i nproper renoval under 28 U S.C. § 1447(c) is appeal able. 28
US C 8§ 1447(d); Mranti v. Lee, 3 F.3d 925, 930 (5th G

1993). However, “[a]n order awarding attorney’s fees or costs
is not reviewable on appeal until the award is reduced to a sum

certain.” Southern Travel Cub, Inc. v. Carnival Air Lines, Inc.

986 F.2d 125, 131 (5th Gr. 1993). Thus, this court |acks

jurisdiction under 8§ 1291 to entertain this appeal.

The Motion to Dismss is GRANTED. The Mdtion for Sanctions

i's DEN ED

the limted circunstances set forth in 5" QR R 47.5. 4.
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