
     * Local Rule 47.5 provides:  "The publication of opinions
that have no precedential value and merely decide particular
cases on the basis of well-settled principles of law imposes
needless expense on the public and burdens on the legal
profession."  Pursuant to that Rule, the Court has determined
that this opinion should not be published.  
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R.L. HALL AND ASSOCIATES, INC.,
                                        Plaintiff-Appellant,
versus
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
                                        Defendant-Appellee.

- - - - - - - - - -
Appeal from the United States District Court

for the Middle District of Louisiana
USDC No. CA-93-455-B
- - - - - - - - - -
(September 20, 1994)

Before KING, SMITH, and BENAVIDES, Circuit Judges.
PER CURIAM:*

If necessary, this Court must examine the basis of its
jurisdiction on its own motion.  Mosley v. Cozby, 813 F.2d 659,
660 (5th Cir. 1987).  Federal appellate courts have jurisdiction
over appeals only from (1) final orders, 28 U.S.C. § 1291; (2)
orders that are deemed final due to jurisprudential exception or
which can be properly certified as final pursuant to Fed. R. Civ.
P. 54(b); and (3) interlocutory orders that fall into specific
classes, 28 U.S.C. § 1292(a), or which can be properly certified
for appeal by the district court, 28 U.S.C. § 1292(b).  See
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Dardar v. Lafourche Realty Co., 849 F.2d 955, 957 (5th Cir.
1988); Save the Bay, Inc. v. U.S. Army, 639 F.2d 1100, 1102 (5th
Cir. 1981).  "[A]ny order . . . which adjudicates fewer than all
the claims or the rights and liabilities of fewer than all the
parties shall not terminate the action as to any of the claims or
parties[.]"  Fed. R. Civ. P. 54(b).  Where there has been no
certification for immediate appeal by the district court, a
disposition of fewer than all the claims or parties will not
confer jurisdiction on this Court under § 1291.  See Thompson v.
Betts, 754 F.2d 1243, 1245 (5th Cir. 1985).

The district court's order of partial dismissal did not
dispose of appellant's property damage claim and the record does
not indicate that the district court certified its order as a
final judgment under Rule 54(b).  Therefore, this Court does not
have jurisdiction and the appeal is DISMISSED.  


