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

No. 93-2140
Conf er ence Cal endar

SOUTHWESTERN BELL TELEPHONE COVPANY
AND HOUSTON LI GHTI NG AND PONER COVPANY

Pl ai ntiffs-Appellees,
ver sus
JAMES H QUARLES,
Def endant - Appel | ant.
Appeal fromthe United States District Court

for the Southern District of Texas
USDC No. 92-CVv-2729

August 18, 1993

Before JOLLY AND DUHE, Circuit Judges. [This matter is being
decided by a quorum 28 U S.C. § 46(d).]

PER CURI AM *

Janmes H Quarles appeals the district court's remand of the
petition for injunctive relief to state court for |ack of
conplete diversity and subject matter jurisdiction, pursuant to
28 U.S.C. § 1447(c).

Remand orders issued by the district courts under 28 U S. C

8 1447(c) for lack of subject matter jurisdiction are not

revi ewabl e on appeal. MDernott Int'l, Inc. v. Lloyds

Local Rule 47.5 provides: "The publication of opinions
that have no precedential value and nerely decide particular
cases on the basis of well-settled principles of |aw inposes
needl ess expense on the public and burdens on the |egal
profession.” Pursuant to that Rule, the Court has determ ned
that this opinion should not be published.
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Underwiters of London, 944 F.2d 1199, 1201 (5th Gr. 1991).

Furthernore, a remand order based on lack of jurisdiction cannot
be reviewed, even if erroneous, by mandanus or ot herw se.

Tillman v. CSX Transportation, Inc., 929 F. 2d 1023, 1028-29 (5th

Cr.), cert. denied, 112 S.C. 176 (1991). Accordingly, this

case is DISM SSED for |ack of jurisdiction. Because this Court
is without jurisdiction, appellate counsel is not needed and the

request for appoi ntnent of counsel is DEN ED



