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PER CURIAM:*

Jurisdiction is lacking over this interlocutory appeal of the

district court’s denial of defendants’ motion to dismiss based on

abstention.  The denial does not “fall within the limited class of

final collateral orders”, Midland Asphalt Corp. v. United States,

489 U.S. 794, 799 (1989), because it does not satisfy the standard

established in Coopers & Lybrand v. Livesay, 437 U.S. 463, 468
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(1978):  “[T]he order must conclusively determine the disputed

question, resolve an important issue completely separate from the

merits of the action, and be effectively unreviewable on appeal

from a final judgment.”  See also Gulfstream Aerospace Corp. v.

Mayacamas Corp., 485 U.S. 271 (1988).  Accordingly, the appeal is

   DISMISSED.   


