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

No. 95-10433
USDC No. 5:94-CR-069

UNI TED STATES OF AMERI CA,

Pl ai ntiff-Appellee,
vVer sus
JOHONNAS J. EI CKE,

Def endant - Appel | ant.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Northern District of Texas

 August 15, 1995
Bef ore GARWOOD, BENAVI DES and PARKER, Circuit Judges.
BY THE COURT:
This court nust exam ne the basis of its jurisdiction on its

own notion if necessary. Msley v. Cozby, 813 F.2d 659, 660 (5th

Cr. 1987). In this crimnal proceeding, the defendant has filed
a notice of appeal fromthe district court's determ nation that
he is conpetent to stand trial. Federal appellate courts have
jurisdiction over appeals only from (1) final orders, 28 U S. C

8 1291; (2) orders that are deened final due to jurisprudenti al
exception or that have been properly certified as final pursuant
to Fed. R Cv. P. 54(b); and (3) interlocutory orders that fal
into specific classes, 28 U S.C. § 1292(a), or that have been

properly certified for appeal by the district court, 28 U S. C
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8§ 1292(b). See Dardar v. lLafourche Realty Co., 849 F.2d 955, 957

(5th Gr. 1988); Save the Bay, Inc. v. United States Arny, 639

F.2d 1100, 1102 (5th Cr. 1981). A decision is final when it
"ends the litigation on the nerits and | eaves nothing for the

court to do but execute the judgnent." Coopers & Lybrand v.

Li vesay, 437 U. S. 463, 467 (1978) (internal quotations and
citation omtted). The district court has not entered a final or
ot herwi se appeal able order in this case, and we can discern no
basis for appellate jurisdiction. Thus, the notion for

transcripts is DENIED as noot and the appeal is DI SM SSED



